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Decision Authorized by: 

!iZI Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 

□ Director of Transportation 

□ City Traffic Engineer 

Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 

□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 

□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 

JI!J Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 

□ Creating a PiloVTemporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a PiloVTemporary Program on a Pemianent Basis 

□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 

□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 

Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Supervisor D~ -e-e.S ft, '1 
Name 

Supervisor _____________ ___ _ 
Name 

Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _____________ ___ _ 
Name 

Supervisor ________________ _ 

Name 

□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 

□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 

□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 

D Fee Waiver Fann (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 

Effective 1/7/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 

~ Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 

□ Director of Transportation 

□ City Traffic Engineer 

·.·• 

Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 

□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 

□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 

6n Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 

□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 

□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program {that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 

□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 

Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 

D Five (5) Me bers of the Board of Supervisors' signatures: 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Supervisor #-/,"//a v'f /fo,,.eu 
Name 

Supervisor _ _____ _____ _ ____ _ 
Name 

Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 

Supervisor ______ _____ _ ____ _ 
Name 

Supervisor ___ ___________ __ _ 
Name 

D Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 

□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 

□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 

D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable) 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 

Effective 1/7/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 

lKI Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 

□ Director of Transportation 

□ City Traffic Engineer 

Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 

□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 

□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 

1J!1 Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 

□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 

□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 

□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 

Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 

□ Five (5) Members of the Board of Supervisors' signatures: 

Signature 

r ~ 
Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Supervisor _ _ ______ _ _______ _ 
Name 

Supervisor s h"""~"'-\t"'\ •" w" .)ph 
Name ~. 

Supervisor _ ____ _________ __ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ ________ ____ _ __ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ _____ ___ _______ _ 
Name 

□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 

□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 

D $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 

□ Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 

Effective 117/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 

92' Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 

□ Director of Transportation 

□ City Traffic Engineer 

Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 

□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 

□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 

IE! Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 

□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Permanent Basis 

□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 

□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 

Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 

oard of Supervisors' signatures: 

' Supervisor ,1/.A:fJ.o,J R.s.~"W 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Name 

Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ _______________ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ ____ _______ ____ _ 

Name 

Supervisor _______________ _ _ 
Name 

□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents} 

□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 

□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 

D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 

Effective 1n/2019 
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DECISION ~EING :R~QtiESTED FORREVf~W 

Decision Authorized by: 

~ Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 

□ Director of Transportation 

□ City Traffic Engineer 

Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 

□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 

□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 

]ia Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 

□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 

□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 

□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 

D Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 

Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 

f Supervisors' signatures: 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Supervisor A/1.111/l 
Name 

Supervisor _______________ _ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ _______________ _ 

Name 

Supervisor _____ _______ ___ _ _ 
Name 

Supervisor _ _ _____________ _ _ 
Name 

□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents} 

□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 

□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 

D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Acllon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 

Effective 1/7/2019 
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RESOLUTION No. 241001-116 ~ 

WHEREAS, The Mayor seeks to address and mitigate the acute public health and safety 
hazards associated with the long-term parking of Recreational Large Vehicles, defined to include 
camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobilehomes, and 
recreational vehicles, on San Francisco's streets including frres, human waste, illegal dumping of 
trash, ADA complaints about"blocked sidewalks and localized air pollution that have been 
widely documented; and, . . • . 

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors has 
reviewed the Guidelines for Applying the Restriction ori Overnight Parking by Recreational 
Lai:ge Vehicles; and, • 

WHEREAS, Long-term parking of Recreational Large Vehicles on city streets impacts 
traffic and circulation and often presents public health and safety hazards; and, 

WHEREAS, The Mayor's Office engaged implementing agencies from the City and 
County of San Francisco, to vet and prepare the proposed action; and, 

WHEREAS, The proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); CEQA 
provides an exemption from environmental review for the reduction or elimination of minimum 
parking requirements or institution of parking maximums, removal or restriction of parking, or 
implementation of transportation demand management requirements or programs, as defined in 
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations Section 21080.2-5(b)(9); and, 

WHEREAS, On September 5, 2024, the Planning Department determined (Case·Number 
2024-007667ENV) that the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal proj"ect is statutorily exempt from environmental ·revi~w under Title · i 4 of the • 
California Code of Regulations Secti~n 21080.25(b)(9); and, • • 

• WHEREAS, The proposed action is the Approval Action as defined by the S. F. 
Administrative Code Chapter 31; and, 

WHEREAS, A copy of the CEQA determination is on file with the Secretary to the 
SFMT A Board of Directors, and may be found iri the records of the Planning Department by 
Case Number at https://sfplanni:ng.org/environmental-review-documents or 49 South Van Ness 
A venue, Suite 1400 in San Francisco, and are incorporated herein by reference, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors approves the Resolution amending Transportation Code Division II to establish a new 
definition for Recreational Large Vehicle to include camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, 



house cars, trailer coaches, mobilehomes, and recreational vehicles; establish the existing 
Division I violation for overnight parking restrictions (12 a.m. to 6 a.m.) of Recreational Large 
Vehicles citywide under certain conditions; remove the requfrement that the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors designate each location where the 
restriction is established; authorize the Director of Transportation to install signage to effectuate 
the restriction and to permit removal of a Recreational Large Vehicle for a violation as 
authorized in Division I; authorize the Director of Transportation to issue rules and regulations to 
govern the location of signage authorizing removal; provide that the amendments expire April 1, 
2026; and make technical and clarifying corrections; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That prior to posting signs to enforce the restriction in an area, the Director 
shall make a written finding that such vehicles parked in the area have resulted in, or are likely to 
result in, impacts to traffic and circulat1 on, public health and safety, or both; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs staff to collect data on the traffic and circulation, and public health and safety 
challenges presented by Recreational Large Vehicles, as well as on all enforcement activity, and 
report back to this Board 18 months from now; and be if further 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs staff to identify cases for exemptions and as necessary, create a permit program 
that would exempt Recreational Large Vehicles with valid permits from these restrictions for 
short durations; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That with adoption, to the extent that other SFMTA towing policies 
regarding Recreational Large Vehicles conflict with this resolution, this Resolution takes 
precedence; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors urges the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH) staff and the 
Healthy Streets Operations Center (HSOC) staff to consider offering permanent housing 
solutions, in addition to services, whenever possible and consistent with other priorities, to 
occupants lodging in Recreational Large Vehicles; and be if further 

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs the Director to work with City agencies· to evaluate reasonable accommodation 
requests from individuals with disabilities living in Recreational Large Vehicles. 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of October 1, 2024. 

Secretary to the Board of Directors 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 



Appeal SFMTA 10.2024 20211 OCT 29 PM I: ~5 

End Poverty Tows utilizing Transportation Code Section 10.1, t& ~p13eal the dee~~n maae-on 
October 1, 2024 to pass San Francisco Municipal Transportation Resolution 241001-116. 

The reasons for the appeal are as follows: 

1) Unfair Punishment 
The decision to change punishment for parking in a "no overnight large vehicle parking" 
zone from a ticket to a tow creates dire economic hardship for impoverished individuals 
and families who cannot afford the fees. There are discount programs for towing fees, 
but they are one-time discounts. If a person has already used the discount or if they are 
towed twice under the new policy, they will no longer be able to access discounts and 
they will lose their vehicle (home) forever. Excessive tow fees create a two-tiered justice 
system where those who can afford to pay escape the system, while those who are too 
poo·r to pay suffer significant punishment including loss of their largest asset and shelter. 

• 2) Insufficient Protections 
The stated protections for those residing in vehicles are insufficient and ill advised. The 
resolution states that those vehicles where the SFMTA suspects are inhabited would be 
offered shelter, and would be towed if they refuse. There are not enough shelter beds 
for those who are sleeping in parks, on sidewalks, and small vehicles. There are 200 
individuals and over 500 families on shelter waitlists who are in dire circumstances. 
Individuals and families inhabiting RV's should not be given access to shelter in front of 
those who are in worse situations. In addition, for many who inhabit RVs, shelter may 
very well be an inappropriate placement, from disability access issues, to other access 
issues such as inability to place households together and include pets. 

3) RV living is a symptom of structural inequities 
Wages and income have not kept up with rising rents and cost of living. This has led to 
many people being forced to live in recreational vehicles. The loss of those vehicles will 
increase the number of people on the streets and those competing for shelter beds. A 
third of the people who are unhoused in San Francisco live in vehicular homes -towing 
their homes will simply push even more people onto the streets. 

4) Loss of Democratic Process 
Currently, the SFMTA Board holds the power to determine which streets should have 
signage around towing- which requires public meetings so that the public can have a 
say in these decisions. This resolution strips the public of this level of transparency and 
provides the Department of Transportation (DOT) Director with full control over deciding 
where overnight parking signage is placed. 

5) Lack of Safe Parking and RV Park 



There has not been any proactive measures to serve vehicularly housed people, and 
instead this policy takes a criminalization approach. San Francisco does not have the 
infrastructure to specifically support households residing in RV's. There are no RV parks 
inside SF to refer people to, and the one current safe parking site has limited capacity to 
about 33 RV's due to lack of electricity. While RV's represent a growing segment of the 
unhoused community, the homeless system is not set up to serve this population yet, 
and very few qualify for housing. 

6) San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest 
This resolution will most impact the over 500 unhoused families in San Francisco who 
are waiting for shelter and the approximately 120 families living in RVs with their 
children. Stability for homeless children is essential to avoid adverse childhood events, 
to guard against negative impact on attaining educational and development goals. This 
resolution will force families on waitlists for shelter to wait longer and further destabilize 
the families in RV's. 

7) This move will hit woman especially hard 
Many people who have experienced Domestic Violence and other forms of gender 
based violence have been forced to use RV's as a form of shelter. Domestic Violence 
shelters have large turn away rates and a significant proportion of women experiencing 
homelessness on our streets are survivors of Domestic Violence. A DHSH report by 
Safe Housing Community found survivors do not feel safe in the Coordinated Entry 
access points or in city funded shelters, and do not do well in the Coordinated Entry 
system (the primary entry point for homeless housing). Women on the street fall victim to 
sexual assault at alarming rates. The loss of an RV for this community has devastating 
consequences in terms of safety. 

8) There are solutions to address the issue 
Instead of towing family homes, the City must uphold its commitment to provide families 
already living out of their vehicles safe long term parking slots and a clear pathway to 
permanent housing. This includes filling the over 700 vacant permanent housing units. 
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "ebinder@glide.org"
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT); Tumlin, Jeffrey (MTA); Martinsen, Janet

(MTA); Ramos, Joel (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Silva, Christine (MTA); Hunter, Mari (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya
(MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Hillis, Rich (CPC); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Switzky, Joshua
(CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);
Ionin, Jonas (CPC); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS);
Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: MTA RESPONSE: Appeal of Review of MTA Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking
Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing December 10, 2024, 3:00 p.m.

Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 1:20:06 PM

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of a response by the Municipal Transportation
Agency, for the appeal of Review of MTA Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large
Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project.
 
               Municipal Transportation Agency Response - December 2, 2024
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
               Board of Supervisors File No. 241079
 
Regards,
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I
can answer your questions in real time.
 
Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
 
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived
matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject
to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal
information provided will not be redacted.  Members of the public are not required to provide personal
identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation
or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including

mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
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mailto:Janet.Martinsen@sfmta.com
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mailto:alisa.somera@sfgov.org
mailto:eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=13591015&GUID=12AF7DE7-0C61-4C6C-9436-5E8E860EF4CD
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7013291&GUID=88BA7974-12AC-489B-AA4B-9BBE62C7C372&Options=ID|Text|&Search=241079
mailto:jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681


names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public
documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 



From: Martinsen, Janet
To: BOS Legislation, (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS); BOS-Supervisors; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS)
Cc: Ramos, Joel (MTA); Hunter, Mari (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); BOS-Legislative Aides; Tumlin, Jeffrey (MTA)
Subject: SFMTA response: Appeal - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decision - Proposed Overnight

Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Determination Request
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 12:10:37 PM
Attachments: Outlook-ypjibbsa.png

Outlook-dpsdrfp4.png
Outlook-dqg43av5.png
Outlook-4ixjz5ud.png
Outlook-wy5ij131.png
SFMTA BOS memo 24.1202 Recreational Large Vehicle Appeal Response 1.pdf

Madame Clerk

Please find attached SFMTA's response to the Review of Municipal Transportation Agency
Decision Appeal scheduled to be heard at the 12/10/24 Board of Supervisors meeting.

Thank you and please let us know if you need any additional information.

Best Regards

Janet L. Martinsen
Local Legislative Affairs Program Manager
Government Affairs
Preferred Gender Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
  

 
Office 415.646.2302
Mobile 415.994.3143
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>
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Memorandum


To:  Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 


Through:  Jeffrey Tumlin, Director of Transportation 


From:  Viktoriya Wise, Director of Streets 


Date:  December 2, 2024


Subject:  Transportation Code Amendment – Overnight Restriction 


October 1, 2024 – Appeal Response 


INTRODUCTION


The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), in coordination with members of 


the Department of Emergency Management (DEM) and Homelessness and Supportive Housing 


(HSH), submit this memorandum in support of RESOLUTION No. 241001-116 for the Restriction 


on Overnight Parking by Recreational Large Vehicles approved by the SFMTA Board of Directors 


on October 1, 2024 (see Staff Report and Presentation). When enacted, recreational large vehicles


(“RLV”), as defined in the legislation, may be cited and towed if violating the posted regulation of 


No Parking/Tow-Away between the hours of 12am-6am.  As codified, if a vehicle is occupied, it


may not be towed without a final offer of shelter nor if the individuals have accepted or are 


working with the homeless outreach teams for housing. While approved by the SFMTA Board, this 


regulation cannot be implemented without coordinating with HSH, DEM, and enforcement when 


specific conditions are identified related to transportation or public health and safety issues. As 


such, restrictions are likely to be implemented relatively slowly on a street-by-street basis as a last 


resort. 


The appeal requests the Board of Supervisors (“BOS” or “supervisors”) to review the SFMTA Board 


of Directors’ approval based on Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicles. The 


appeal was initiated by the End Poverty Tows Coalition and co-signed by District 3, 5, 9, 10, and 


11 supervisors. 


The appeal identifies eight (8) areas of concern (DISCUSSION section provides complete text for 


area of concern): 


1. Unfair Punishment


2. Insufficient Protections


3. RV living is a symptom of structural inequities


4. Loss of Democratic Process


5. Lack of Safe Parking and RV Parks 


6. San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest 


7. This move will hit woman especially 


8. There are solutions to address the issue 
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BACKGROUND 


Issues around on-street parking of large vehicles, including trailers, semi-trailers, motorhomes, and 


recreational vehicles, have long been observed and reported by San Francisco Municipal 


Transportation Agency (SFMTA) parking control officers, the San Francisco Police Department, 


residents, businesses, and institutions throughout the city. Large vehicles parked on city streets 


can present a variety of public safety and public health problems, from impaired sight lines for 


road users to illegal dumping of garbage and waste matter on sidewalks and streets. In some 


districts, limited available on-street parking is diminished further due to large vehicles being stored 


on streets.  


 


In 2012, the Board of Supervisors asked the SFMTA to develop a policy proposal to support and 


inform discussion on ways to address these issues. Based on field surveys, in September of 2012, 


the Board of Supervisors adopted San Francisco Transportation Code Division I, Section 7.2.54 


creating a Large Vehicle Parking restriction. The restriction reads as follows:  


 


To Park a vehicle over 22 feet in length or over 7 feet in height, or camp trailers, fifth-


wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobile homes, recreational vehicles, or 


semi-trailers as defined by the California Vehicle Code and Health and Safety Code, 


between the hours of 12 a.m. and 6 a.m. when Municipal Transportation Agency signs 


are posted giving notice.  


 


In 2013, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted corresponding amendments to Transportation 


Code, Division II requiring SFMTA Board approval to designate locations where the restriction 


would apply (SFMTA Board Resolution 13-005) and approved posting of the restriction in an initial 


set of locations. At the request of the Board of Supervisors, SFMTA staff gathered data and 


prepared the Oversize Vehicle Parking Restriction Pilot – Evaluation and Recommendations report 


in November 2013. The pilot showed that the oversize vehicle overnight parking restriction was 


effective in pilot locations where it was posted; however, there were concerns about displacement 


of oversize vehicles to other locations, as well as concerns about the displacement of people living 


in vehicles. In light of these findings, after legislating a second round of restricted locations in 


2014, the SFMTA Board effectively adopted a moratorium on further postings of the restriction. 


As a result, from 2014 to the present, the SFMTA Board approved only a few locations for posting 


of the restriction, in each case at the request of a District Supervisor following lengthy and 


contentious community discussions. The large vehicle overnight parking restriction of 2012 


continues to be in effect on approximately 47 miles of street frontage.  Enforcement of Section 


7.2.54 is typically carried out by the SFPD, per a Memorandum of Understanding with the SFMTA. 


Over the past five years, an average of three citations per month were issued for violations of 


Section 7.2.54.1 
 


1 Violations of Section 7.2.54 carry a fine of $108. 







Memorandum 


 


 3 


 


According to the July 2024 quarterly count, 361 large vehicles were being used for lodging in San 


Francisco. Lack of housing affordability in San Francisco has led to people dwelling in vehicles. 


Most people using a vehicle for lodging adhere to “good-neighbor” practices, and many are 


employed and/or have children who attend school in the city. However, others using RLVs for 


lodging, particularly for extended time periods, may have more serious impacts to public health 


and safety as City streets do not contain the facilities for managing trash and human waste that 


are generated by long-term vehicular lodging. San Francisco, like many other cities, is balancing 


the needs of those using vehicles for lodging and the public safety or health conflicts inherent in 


living in large vehicles on city streets. 


 


Vehicular habitation is illegal in San Francisco. It was established as a misdemeanor in Section 97 


of the Police Code in 1971.  Following the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Grants Pass v. 


Johnson, 144 S.Ct. 2202 (2024), the SFPD issued Departmental Notice 24-126 on July 31, 2024, 


to provide updated guidance on Police Code Section 97 regarding enforcement options for any 


persons sitting, lying, sleeping, or lodging on public property, including in vehicles.  


 


Confronted with growing requests and reports to do more to address challenges resulting from 


long-term parking of large vehicles, the City developed an additional tool to preclude Recreational 


Large Vehicles from occupying curb space for prolonged periods of time.  Specifically, the Mayor 


requested that the SFMTA Board of Directors approve amendments to Transportation Code 


Division II that make parking an RLV between 12 a.m. and 6 a.m., where signs are posted, a 


towable violation. In the event vehicles are occupied, offers of shelter must be made prior to 


enforcement. The approved amendments from October 1, 2024 also allowed the Director of 


Transportation, in addition to the SFMTA Board of Directors, to identify locations where signs may 


be posted. Prior to designating the Recreational Large Vehicle parking restriction, the Director of 


Transportation is required to make a written finding that the vehicles have resulted in impacts, or 


are likely to result in impacts, to traffic and circulation, public health and safety, or both.    


 


In response to concerns raised by appellants and others, the SFMTA Board amended the proposed 


legislation to include the following measures:  (1) establish that staff collect data on the program 


and, unless reauthorized, provide that the program ends on April 1, 2026; (2) establish SFMTA 


Board policy to urge the Department of Homelessness and HSH staff and the Healthy Streets 


Operations Center (HSOC) staff to consider offering permanent housing solutions, in addition to 


services, whenever possible and consistent with other priorities, to occupants lodging in 


Recreational Large Vehicles; and (3) direct the Director of Transportation to work with other city 


agencies to evaluate reasonable accommodation requests from individuals with disabilities living in 


RLVs.   
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To minimize the impact on people living in vehicles, the recently approved amendments require 


engagement and offers of shelter before any towing actions can be taken. The ability to tow 


vehicles gives the City one more tool, to be used as a last resort, to encourage people to get the 


help they need.  Additionally, to minimize the amount of towing, the SFMTA’s “Text Before Tow” 


program would be expanded to include this violation. Finally, to minimize financial burden in the 


event of a tow, San Francisco has established subsidy programs for those who need assistance. 


There are three key subsidies: (1) first time tow; (2) people who qualify for low-income: and  


(3) people experiencing homelessness. More information about SFMTA’s tow subsidy programs is 


available here: https://www.sfmta.com/getting-around/drive-park/towed-vehicles  


 


All legislation materials from the October 1, 2024 SFMTA Board of Directors meeting can be 


found at https://www.sfmta.com/reports/10-1-24-mtab-item-12-tc-amendment-overnight-


restriction. 


 


SCOPE OF APPEAL 


The Charter provides SFMTA with exclusive jurisdiction over parking but carves out a few select 


areas where the BOS may adopt an ordinance allowing the public to seek review of certain SFMTA 


decisions and, in 2018, the Board of Supervisors adopted Transportation Code, Division I, Section 


10.1 to establish procedures for the public to seek such review.  (Charter 8A.102(b)(8)(i).)  Both 


the Charter and Transportation Code limit the scope of items subject to Board of Supervisor’s 


review.  In this appeal, the scope is limited to items related to the “adoption of any limitation on 


the time period for which a vehicle may be parked.”  But, the SFMTA Board’s action was broader 


than approving a time limitation.  Three items potentially directly relate to the time limitation:  


(1) creating a new definition of Recreational Large Vehicles subject to the time restriction;  


(2) establishing the restriction citywide; and (3) delegating authority to the Director to designate 


locations and install signage to effectuate the time restriction.  But, the SFMTA Board action to 


permit removal by towing (in addition to citations) in Section 1010(d) is not directly related to 


adopting the time restriction.  The SFMTA’s exclusive jurisdiction over parking enforcement is 


under a different Charter provision that does not contain similar provisions for an appeal by a 


member of the public to the Board of Supervisors.   (Charter (8A.102(b)(9).)  And the ability to 


tow relates both to the recently adopted program and to the prior ability of the SFMTA Board to 


establish geographic areas subject to the restriction.  Therefore, Section 1010(d) is not subject to 


this appeal.   
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DISCUSSION 


1. Unfair Punishment 


Petitioner’s Statement: The decision to change punishment for parking in a "no overnight large 


vehicle parking" zone from a ticket to a tow creates dire economic hardship for impoverished 


individuals and families who cannot afford the fees. There are discount programs for towing fees, 


but they are one-time discounts. If a person has already used the discount or if they are towed 


twice under the new policy, they will no longer be able to access discounts and they will lose their 


vehicle (home) forever. Excessive tow fees create a two-tiered justice system where those who 


can afford to pay escape the system, while those who are too poor to pay suffer significant 


punishment including loss of their largest asset and shelter. 


 


City Response: The city has three key discounts as follows: 


1) First Time Tow Discount – Individuals having their vehicle towed for the first time receive a 


$56 reduction in the tow fee. This discount is not income-based. 


2) People Experiencing Homelessness Waiver – Individuals certified by the Department of 


Homelessness and Supportive Housing are eligible to have their tow fees and up to 30 days 


of storage fees waived on a one-time basis including the citation.  


3) People with Low-Incomes Discount – Individuals at or below 200% of the federal poverty 


are eligible for a $100 tow fee and up to 15 days storage fee waiver. If a person 


experiencing homelessness has already claimed the one-time waiver, they are eligible for 


this discount if their vehicle is towed again. Currently there is no limit on the number of 


low-income discounts. 


 


2. Insufficient Protections 


Petitioner’s Statement: The stated protections for those residing in vehicles are insufficient and ill 


advised. The resolution states that those vehicles where the SFMTA suspects are inhabited would 


be offered shelter and would be towed if they refuse. There are not enough shelter beds for 


those who are sleeping in parks, on sidewalks, and small vehicles. There are 200 individuals and 


over 500 families on shelter waitlists who are in dire circumstances. Individuals and families 


inhabiting RV's should not be given access to shelter in front of those who are in worse situations. 


In addition, for many who inhabit RVs, shelter may very well be an inappropriate placement, from 


disability access issues to other access issues such as inability to place households together and 


include pets. 


 


City Response: The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH) funds and 


oversees a robust homelessness response system that ranges from street outreach and 


homelessness prevention to rental assistance and long-term supportive housing. Varying 


circumstances of homelessness require different solutions. HSH offers shelter, services and 


housing options for a diverse community of adults, youth, and families experiencing 
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homelessness. Real-time information about availability is reported on the HSH dashboard: 


https://www.sf.gov/data/shelter-and-crisis-interventions.  


 


It is true that demand for HSH’s funded shelter and housing programs is high and there is 


currently a waiting list for family and adult shelter beds.  That said, a portion of the City’s shelter 


beds are not distributed through the waiting list but are rather distributed through the outreach 


teams and other referral sources.  It is these beds that will be offered as part of the outreach to 


people living in their vehicles. The outreach teams will be sure to have access to sufficient beds 


before final outreach or enforcement to ensure that the City is able to offer people in their RVs 


access to beds. And again, the amended approved legislation by the SFMTA Board added 


language specifying the homeless outreach teams are to consider offering permanent housing 


solutions, in addition to services, wherever possible. 


 


The availability of shelter beds and housing resources will be essential in determining if and when 


the amended restriction for RLV could be advanced when deemed necessary to address conflicts 


related to the approved criteria. An oft-overlooked aspect of the new RLV policy is that individuals 


who actively work with HSH to accept an offer of shelter will not be towed. 


 


3. RV living is a symptom of structural inequities 


Petitioner’s Statement: Wages and income have not kept up with rising rents and cost of living. 


This has led to many people being forced to live in recreational vehicles. The loss of those vehicles 


will increase the number of people on the streets and those competing for shelter beds. A third 


of the people who are unhoused in San Francisco live in vehicular homes -towing their homes will 


simply push even more people onto the streets. 


 


 


City Response: The City has committed to enforce the restriction only when offers of shelter or 


housing have been made and those offers have been refused.  If individuals are actively working 


with the City to accept offers of shelter, they will not be towed. If individuals refuse offers of 


shelter, the vehicle may be towed or the people may simply choose to move from that street so 


long as they are not relocating to a place where they are in violation of a posted regulation.  


 


It is unlikely that this policy will push more people onto the streets, rather it will encourage people 


to engage with the system or simply move their vehicle.  The hope and intent is that this policy will 


provide an additional engagement tool and leverage point in our ongoing work with people living 


in their vehicles to accept offers of housing assistance and move out of their vehicles for the long 


term. 
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4. Loss of Democratic Process 


Petitioner’s Statement: Currently, the SFMTA Board holds the power to determine which streets 


should have signage around towing- which requires public meetings so that the public can have a 


say in these decisions. This resolution strips the public of this level of transparency and provides 


the Department of Transportation (DOT) Director with full control over deciding where overnight 


parking signage is placed.  


 


City Response: The RLV amendments were approved by the SFMTA Board of Directors after 


extensive media coverage, discussion and testimony from the community. The appeal of the 


SFMTA Board of Directors’ decision to the Board of Supervisors also presents an opportunity for 


members of the public to weigh-in on this policy matter.   


 


The RLV restriction will continue to be based on considerable coordination; any new locations 


designated for the RLV restriction would be the subject of outreach, and as discussed above, 


offers of shelter would be made. Locations or restrictions must be assessed for impacts to traffic 


and circulation and/or public health and safety and written findings must be issued. In addition, 


the SFMTA Board of Directors retains the authority to designate (or remove) locations for the 


towable RLV restriction.  The public is always welcome to provide input regarding the program in 


general or specific locations to the SFMTA or the SFMTA Board either in writing or during the 


general public comment at SFMTA Board of Directors’ meetings. 


 


5. Lack of Safe Parking and RV Park 


Petitioner’s Statement: There has not been any proactive measures to serve vehicularly housed 


people, and instead this policy takes a criminalization approach. San Francisco does not have the 


infrastructure to specifically support households residing in RV's. There are no RV parks inside SF 


to refer people to, and the one current safe parking site has limited capacity to about 33 RV's due 


to lack of electricity. While RV's represent a growing segment of the unhoused community, the 


homeless system is not set up to serve this population yet, and very few qualify for housing. 


 


City Response: There is an RV park in San Francisco, located in Candlestick Park 


(https://rvparksf.com/). The City also operates a safe parking site in Candlestick Point that can 


currently support up to 39 vehicles and is now provided with power from PG&E. Further, the 


Jerrold Commons site will be opening in the Bayview in early 2025 to provide safe parking and 


“tiny homes.” The City is committed to developing a strategy for addressing vehicular 


homelessness that includes safe parking but is not limited to this intervention.  


 


In terms of petitioners' statement that this is a "criminalization" approach, California decriminalized 


parking violations many years ago and parking citations are civil penalties, not infractions. 
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6. San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest  


Petitioner’s Statement: This resolution will most impact the over 500 unhoused families in San 


Francisco who are waiting for shelter and the approximately 120 families living in RVs with their 


children. Stability for homeless children is essential to avoid adverse childhood events, to guard 


against negative impact on attaining educational and development goals. This resolution will 


force families on waitlists for shelter to wait longer and further destabilize the families in RV's.  


 


City Response: Families living in RVs are considered unsheltered by both local and federal 


definitions of homelessness and are therefore already the top priority population for family 


shelter.  Living in an RV is not a safe or healthy alternative for families and the intent is to engage 


these families and connect them with shelter and services. While it is possible that this will 


increase the number of families on the shelter waiting list, these families are already eligible and 


prioritized for this resource given their unsheltered status. The City is in the process of expanding 


its shelter and rapid rehousing programs for families through the $50 million Safer Families Plan. 


Through the Safer Families investment, we estimate that we will shelter approximately 600 


families and house more than 450 families through new investments and existing turnover. This 


initiative includes:  


 Adding 115 hotel vouchers for emergency shelter for families 


 Increasing rapid rehousing (RRH) and shallow rent subsidies by 165 slots 


o 130 newly funded family RRH subsidies  


 Increasing rapid rehousing (RRH) for families headed by young adults by 50 slots   


 


This additional capacity will help the City meet the growing demand for family shelter and housing 


assistance.  


 


7) This move will hit woman especially hard  


Petitioner’s Statement: Many people who have experienced Domestic Violence and other forms 


of gender based violence have been forced to use RV's as a form of shelter. Domestic Violence 


shelters have large turn away rates and a significant proportion of women experiencing 


homelessness on our streets are survivors of Domestic Violence. An HSH report by Safe Housing 


Community found survivors do not feel safe in the Coordinated Entry access points or in city 


funded shelters, and do not do well in the Coordinated Entry system (the primary entry point for 


homeless housing). Women on the street fall victim to sexual assault at alarming rates. The loss 


of an RV for this community has devastating consequences in terms of safety.  


 


City Response:  Unfortunately, an RV does not necessarily protect women experiencing 


homelessness from the dangers they face on the streets. And, the domestic violence response 


system is under resourced and at times is unable to meet the needs of the entire community. To 


help address concerns about safety and the unique needs of survivors of violence in the 


Homelessness Response system, HSH, the Asian Women’s Shelter, Safe House and St Vincent de 
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Paul's Riley Center launched the Coordinated Entry for Survivors of Violence on October 1, 2024. 


This program includes a new assessment tool that is designed to prioritize survivors of violence 


seeking services from the Homelessness Response System. HSH is also now funding a dedicated 


Access Points specializing in serving survivors of domestic violence. Survivors seeking Coordinated 


Entry services can call Asian Women’s Shelter or visit one of the new access points at Safe House 


and Riley Center.  


 


8) There are solutions to address the issue  


Petitioner’s Statement: Instead of towing family homes, the City must uphold its commitment to 


provide families already living out of their vehicles safe long term parking slots and a clear 


pathway to permanent housing. This includes filling the over 700 vacant permanent housing 


units. 


 


City Response: The City has made significant progress on addressing the issue of Permanent 


Supportive Housing (PSH) vacancy although it is primarily concentrated in the adult housing 


system, not the family housing system. Between January and December 2023, HSH achieved a 


32% decrease in site-based permanent supportive housing vacancy rate, from 11.6% to 7.9%, 


through a coordinated effort to fill vacant units. 


 


The 700 unit number sited by the petitioner is misleading. Yes, there are currently 725 vacancies 


but 252 have move-ins in process, and only 105 are available for referral.  There are currently 368 


units offline, the majority of which are for significant rehabilitation. HSH has recently required that 


all PSH operators bring offline units back online by December 16th or submit a unit-by-unit plan to 


bring their units back online (including timeline and cost) by March 31st.  


 


In addition to the immediate shelter or housing opportunities that HSH may offer, the City 


prioritizes policy, programming and funding for long-term housing solutions including the 


following:  


 


Connecting with a Housing Counselor: Getting in touch with a Housing Counselor can be a 


huge advantage. Counselors can assist families with: 


 Setting up DAHLIA accounts 


 Navigating the application process 


 


DAHLIA San Francisco Housing Portal: The DAHLIA San Francisco Housing Portal is a valuable 


tool for finding and applying for affordable housing options. Creating an account is easy and 


allows you to: 


 Browse and apply for affordable housing listings 


 Stay updated on new opportunities 
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Housing listed on DAHLIA may not be immediately available, there's usually a 1-3 week listing 


period followed by a lottery to rank applicants, but new listings are posted weekly and offer a 


range of affordability levels. 


 


More information about DAHLIA can be found online: https://housing.sfgov.org/  


Specific resources include: 


 Housing Counselor: https://housing.sfgov.org/housing-counselors 


 DAHLIA Email Housing Alert: https://confirmsubscription.com/h/y/C3BAFCD742D47910 


 First Come First Served opportunities: https://www.sf.gov/reports/july-2024/first-come-


first-served-bmr-rental-listings 


 


CONCLUSION 


The City is working hard to tackle challenges around homelessness on multiple fronts. The new 


RLV legislation is another tool that may be used under very specific circumstances: 


 Traffic and circulation and/or health and safety issues are identified;  


 Resources for outreach and engagement and shelter are available and offers of shelter are 


made; and 


 Resources for signs and enforcement are available. 


 


Vehicles are only towed if they continue to be parked in violation of the posted regulation. And, 


prior to enforcement, if the vehicle is occupied, offers of shelter must be made. If the offer is 


accepted, the vehicle may remain until they move into the shelter.   


 


To uphold the program or not is a policy decision that aims to address a very complex problem.  


The legislation approved by the SFMTA Board is one additional tool to help solve for a challenging 


situation.  The tool is constrained by factors in the Transportation Code amendment itself that 


include procedural safeguards ensuring it will be used sparingly.  And, further, the SFMTA Board 


specifically made the program an 18-month pilot to evaluate its effectiveness at which time staff 


will present data to the SFMTA Board to determine if the tool shall be extended or terminated. 


Accordingly, staff recommends that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors uphold the SFMTA 


Board of Directors approval from October 1, 2024 of RESOLUTION No. 241001-116. 







(CAT) <Austin.Yang@sfcityatty.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Gibson, Lisa (CPC)
<lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC)
<corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Tam, Tina (CPC) <tina.tam@sfgov.org>; Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
<joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC) <dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC)
<aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; BOS
Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>
Subject: Appeal - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decision - Proposed Overnight
Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Determination Request
 
Dear Director Tumlin,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal of the review of the Municipal
Transportation Agency Decision for the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking
Citation and Removal project. The appeal was filed by Eleana Binder on behalf of the End
Poverty Tows Coalition on October 29, 2024.
 
Please find the attached letter of appeal and timely filing determination request letter from the
Clerk of the Board. Kindly review for timely filing determination and respond by no later than
Monday, November 4, 2024. Thank you.
 
Best regards,
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I
can answer your questions in real time.

 
Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

 
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived
matters since August 1998.

 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject
to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal
information provided will not be redacted.  Members of the public are not required to provide personal
identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation

mailto:jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___http://www.sfbos.org/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjMzA1Yjg2NzVhOTE0NzQxZThhNmMzYzRiOGQ5ODgyYjo3OmI5Zjg6YmRiM2RjZjA4YWQzMDUzMGFjMzYyODMyODBjZTI1ZGZhZWU4NGY1NzMyMGZjM2NiMThkZGMxZmI5Zjg5NTI0MTpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjMzA1Yjg2NzVhOTE0NzQxZThhNmMzYzRiOGQ5ODgyYjo3OjM1YTk6ZDBmN2E3NWU3NDg0ODhiMTAyZmFjODM2MjEyZjUzNWM5MzM2NGI0OGY1Nzg4YWZjMDIyZDRmOTlhMzAxODU5NjpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjMzA1Yjg2NzVhOTE0NzQxZThhNmMzYzRiOGQ5ODgyYjo3OjYwMTc6MTI3ZjE1N2IwZjM5NTAxMDdjODAwY2RlNmYzNDIyMzQ4ZDg4YjA2MGYxMDczM2JhZmJiOTFjYjUyZDkzNTE4MDpoOkY6Tg


or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including
names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public
documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
 



Memorandum

To:  Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

Through:  Jeffrey Tumlin, Director of Transportation 

From:  Viktoriya Wise, Director of Streets 

Date:  December 2, 2024

Subject:  Transportation Code Amendment – Overnight Restriction 

October 1, 2024 – Appeal Response 

INTRODUCTION

The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), in coordination with members of 

the Department of Emergency Management (DEM) and Homelessness and Supportive Housing 

(HSH), submit this memorandum in support of RESOLUTION No. 241001-116 for the Restriction 

on Overnight Parking by Recreational Large Vehicles approved by the SFMTA Board of Directors 

on October 1, 2024 (see Staff Report and Presentation). When enacted, recreational large vehicles

(“RLV”), as defined in the legislation, may be cited and towed if violating the posted regulation of 

No Parking/Tow-Away between the hours of 12am-6am.  As codified, if a vehicle is occupied, it

may not be towed without a final offer of shelter nor if the individuals have accepted or are 

working with the homeless outreach teams for housing. While approved by the SFMTA Board, this 

regulation cannot be implemented without coordinating with HSH, DEM, and enforcement when 

specific conditions are identified related to transportation or public health and safety issues. As 

such, restrictions are likely to be implemented relatively slowly on a street-by-street basis as a last 

resort. 

The appeal requests the Board of Supervisors (“BOS” or “supervisors”) to review the SFMTA Board 

of Directors’ approval based on Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicles. The 

appeal was initiated by the End Poverty Tows Coalition and co-signed by District 3, 5, 9, 10, and 

11 supervisors. 

The appeal identifies eight (8) areas of concern (DISCUSSION section provides complete text for 

area of concern): 

1. Unfair Punishment

2. Insufficient Protections

3. RV living is a symptom of structural inequities

4. Loss of Democratic Process

5. Lack of Safe Parking and RV Parks 

6. San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest 

7. This move will hit woman especially 

8. There are solutions to address the issue 
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BACKGROUND 

Issues around on-street parking of large vehicles, including trailers, semi-trailers, motorhomes, and 

recreational vehicles, have long been observed and reported by San Francisco Municipal 

Transportation Agency (SFMTA) parking control officers, the San Francisco Police Department, 

residents, businesses, and institutions throughout the city. Large vehicles parked on city streets 

can present a variety of public safety and public health problems, from impaired sight lines for 

road users to illegal dumping of garbage and waste matter on sidewalks and streets. In some 

districts, limited available on-street parking is diminished further due to large vehicles being stored 

on streets.  

 

In 2012, the Board of Supervisors asked the SFMTA to develop a policy proposal to support and 

inform discussion on ways to address these issues. Based on field surveys, in September of 2012, 

the Board of Supervisors adopted San Francisco Transportation Code Division I, Section 7.2.54 

creating a Large Vehicle Parking restriction. The restriction reads as follows:  

 

To Park a vehicle over 22 feet in length or over 7 feet in height, or camp trailers, fifth-

wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobile homes, recreational vehicles, or 

semi-trailers as defined by the California Vehicle Code and Health and Safety Code, 

between the hours of 12 a.m. and 6 a.m. when Municipal Transportation Agency signs 

are posted giving notice.  

 

In 2013, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted corresponding amendments to Transportation 

Code, Division II requiring SFMTA Board approval to designate locations where the restriction 

would apply (SFMTA Board Resolution 13-005) and approved posting of the restriction in an initial 

set of locations. At the request of the Board of Supervisors, SFMTA staff gathered data and 

prepared the Oversize Vehicle Parking Restriction Pilot – Evaluation and Recommendations report 

in November 2013. The pilot showed that the oversize vehicle overnight parking restriction was 

effective in pilot locations where it was posted; however, there were concerns about displacement 

of oversize vehicles to other locations, as well as concerns about the displacement of people living 

in vehicles. In light of these findings, after legislating a second round of restricted locations in 

2014, the SFMTA Board effectively adopted a moratorium on further postings of the restriction. 

As a result, from 2014 to the present, the SFMTA Board approved only a few locations for posting 

of the restriction, in each case at the request of a District Supervisor following lengthy and 

contentious community discussions. The large vehicle overnight parking restriction of 2012 

continues to be in effect on approximately 47 miles of street frontage.  Enforcement of Section 

7.2.54 is typically carried out by the SFPD, per a Memorandum of Understanding with the SFMTA. 

Over the past five years, an average of three citations per month were issued for violations of 

Section 7.2.54.1 
 

1 Violations of Section 7.2.54 carry a fine of $108. 
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According to the July 2024 quarterly count, 361 large vehicles were being used for lodging in San 

Francisco. Lack of housing affordability in San Francisco has led to people dwelling in vehicles. 

Most people using a vehicle for lodging adhere to “good-neighbor” practices, and many are 

employed and/or have children who attend school in the city. However, others using RLVs for 

lodging, particularly for extended time periods, may have more serious impacts to public health 

and safety as City streets do not contain the facilities for managing trash and human waste that 

are generated by long-term vehicular lodging. San Francisco, like many other cities, is balancing 

the needs of those using vehicles for lodging and the public safety or health conflicts inherent in 

living in large vehicles on city streets. 

 

Vehicular habitation is illegal in San Francisco. It was established as a misdemeanor in Section 97 

of the Police Code in 1971.  Following the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Grants Pass v. 

Johnson, 144 S.Ct. 2202 (2024), the SFPD issued Departmental Notice 24-126 on July 31, 2024, 

to provide updated guidance on Police Code Section 97 regarding enforcement options for any 

persons sitting, lying, sleeping, or lodging on public property, including in vehicles.  

 

Confronted with growing requests and reports to do more to address challenges resulting from 

long-term parking of large vehicles, the City developed an additional tool to preclude Recreational 

Large Vehicles from occupying curb space for prolonged periods of time.  Specifically, the Mayor 

requested that the SFMTA Board of Directors approve amendments to Transportation Code 

Division II that make parking an RLV between 12 a.m. and 6 a.m., where signs are posted, a 

towable violation. In the event vehicles are occupied, offers of shelter must be made prior to 

enforcement. The approved amendments from October 1, 2024 also allowed the Director of 

Transportation, in addition to the SFMTA Board of Directors, to identify locations where signs may 

be posted. Prior to designating the Recreational Large Vehicle parking restriction, the Director of 

Transportation is required to make a written finding that the vehicles have resulted in impacts, or 

are likely to result in impacts, to traffic and circulation, public health and safety, or both.    

 

In response to concerns raised by appellants and others, the SFMTA Board amended the proposed 

legislation to include the following measures:  (1) establish that staff collect data on the program 

and, unless reauthorized, provide that the program ends on April 1, 2026; (2) establish SFMTA 

Board policy to urge the Department of Homelessness and HSH staff and the Healthy Streets 

Operations Center (HSOC) staff to consider offering permanent housing solutions, in addition to 

services, whenever possible and consistent with other priorities, to occupants lodging in 

Recreational Large Vehicles; and (3) direct the Director of Transportation to work with other city 

agencies to evaluate reasonable accommodation requests from individuals with disabilities living in 

RLVs.   
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To minimize the impact on people living in vehicles, the recently approved amendments require 

engagement and offers of shelter before any towing actions can be taken. The ability to tow 

vehicles gives the City one more tool, to be used as a last resort, to encourage people to get the 

help they need.  Additionally, to minimize the amount of towing, the SFMTA’s “Text Before Tow” 

program would be expanded to include this violation. Finally, to minimize financial burden in the 

event of a tow, San Francisco has established subsidy programs for those who need assistance. 

There are three key subsidies: (1) first time tow; (2) people who qualify for low-income: and  

(3) people experiencing homelessness. More information about SFMTA’s tow subsidy programs is 

available here: https://www.sfmta.com/getting-around/drive-park/towed-vehicles  

 

All legislation materials from the October 1, 2024 SFMTA Board of Directors meeting can be 

found at https://www.sfmta.com/reports/10-1-24-mtab-item-12-tc-amendment-overnight-

restriction. 

 

SCOPE OF APPEAL 

The Charter provides SFMTA with exclusive jurisdiction over parking but carves out a few select 

areas where the BOS may adopt an ordinance allowing the public to seek review of certain SFMTA 

decisions and, in 2018, the Board of Supervisors adopted Transportation Code, Division I, Section 

10.1 to establish procedures for the public to seek such review.  (Charter 8A.102(b)(8)(i).)  Both 

the Charter and Transportation Code limit the scope of items subject to Board of Supervisor’s 

review.  In this appeal, the scope is limited to items related to the “adoption of any limitation on 

the time period for which a vehicle may be parked.”  But, the SFMTA Board’s action was broader 

than approving a time limitation.  Three items potentially directly relate to the time limitation:  

(1) creating a new definition of Recreational Large Vehicles subject to the time restriction;  

(2) establishing the restriction citywide; and (3) delegating authority to the Director to designate 

locations and install signage to effectuate the time restriction.  But, the SFMTA Board action to 

permit removal by towing (in addition to citations) in Section 1010(d) is not directly related to 

adopting the time restriction.  The SFMTA’s exclusive jurisdiction over parking enforcement is 

under a different Charter provision that does not contain similar provisions for an appeal by a 

member of the public to the Board of Supervisors.   (Charter (8A.102(b)(9).)  And the ability to 

tow relates both to the recently adopted program and to the prior ability of the SFMTA Board to 

establish geographic areas subject to the restriction.  Therefore, Section 1010(d) is not subject to 

this appeal.   
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DISCUSSION 

1. Unfair Punishment 

Petitioner’s Statement: The decision to change punishment for parking in a "no overnight large 

vehicle parking" zone from a ticket to a tow creates dire economic hardship for impoverished 

individuals and families who cannot afford the fees. There are discount programs for towing fees, 

but they are one-time discounts. If a person has already used the discount or if they are towed 

twice under the new policy, they will no longer be able to access discounts and they will lose their 

vehicle (home) forever. Excessive tow fees create a two-tiered justice system where those who 

can afford to pay escape the system, while those who are too poor to pay suffer significant 

punishment including loss of their largest asset and shelter. 

 

City Response: The city has three key discounts as follows: 

1) First Time Tow Discount – Individuals having their vehicle towed for the first time receive a 

$56 reduction in the tow fee. This discount is not income-based. 

2) People Experiencing Homelessness Waiver – Individuals certified by the Department of 

Homelessness and Supportive Housing are eligible to have their tow fees and up to 30 days 

of storage fees waived on a one-time basis including the citation.  

3) People with Low-Incomes Discount – Individuals at or below 200% of the federal poverty 

are eligible for a $100 tow fee and up to 15 days storage fee waiver. If a person 

experiencing homelessness has already claimed the one-time waiver, they are eligible for 

this discount if their vehicle is towed again. Currently there is no limit on the number of 

low-income discounts. 

 

2. Insufficient Protections 

Petitioner’s Statement: The stated protections for those residing in vehicles are insufficient and ill 

advised. The resolution states that those vehicles where the SFMTA suspects are inhabited would 

be offered shelter and would be towed if they refuse. There are not enough shelter beds for 

those who are sleeping in parks, on sidewalks, and small vehicles. There are 200 individuals and 

over 500 families on shelter waitlists who are in dire circumstances. Individuals and families 

inhabiting RV's should not be given access to shelter in front of those who are in worse situations. 

In addition, for many who inhabit RVs, shelter may very well be an inappropriate placement, from 

disability access issues to other access issues such as inability to place households together and 

include pets. 

 

City Response: The Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH) funds and 

oversees a robust homelessness response system that ranges from street outreach and 

homelessness prevention to rental assistance and long-term supportive housing. Varying 

circumstances of homelessness require different solutions. HSH offers shelter, services and 

housing options for a diverse community of adults, youth, and families experiencing 
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homelessness. Real-time information about availability is reported on the HSH dashboard: 

https://www.sf.gov/data/shelter-and-crisis-interventions.  

 

It is true that demand for HSH’s funded shelter and housing programs is high and there is 

currently a waiting list for family and adult shelter beds.  That said, a portion of the City’s shelter 

beds are not distributed through the waiting list but are rather distributed through the outreach 

teams and other referral sources.  It is these beds that will be offered as part of the outreach to 

people living in their vehicles. The outreach teams will be sure to have access to sufficient beds 

before final outreach or enforcement to ensure that the City is able to offer people in their RVs 

access to beds. And again, the amended approved legislation by the SFMTA Board added 

language specifying the homeless outreach teams are to consider offering permanent housing 

solutions, in addition to services, wherever possible. 

 

The availability of shelter beds and housing resources will be essential in determining if and when 

the amended restriction for RLV could be advanced when deemed necessary to address conflicts 

related to the approved criteria. An oft-overlooked aspect of the new RLV policy is that individuals 

who actively work with HSH to accept an offer of shelter will not be towed. 

 

3. RV living is a symptom of structural inequities 

Petitioner’s Statement: Wages and income have not kept up with rising rents and cost of living. 

This has led to many people being forced to live in recreational vehicles. The loss of those vehicles 

will increase the number of people on the streets and those competing for shelter beds. A third 

of the people who are unhoused in San Francisco live in vehicular homes -towing their homes will 

simply push even more people onto the streets. 

 

 

City Response: The City has committed to enforce the restriction only when offers of shelter or 

housing have been made and those offers have been refused.  If individuals are actively working 

with the City to accept offers of shelter, they will not be towed. If individuals refuse offers of 

shelter, the vehicle may be towed or the people may simply choose to move from that street so 

long as they are not relocating to a place where they are in violation of a posted regulation.  

 

It is unlikely that this policy will push more people onto the streets, rather it will encourage people 

to engage with the system or simply move their vehicle.  The hope and intent is that this policy will 

provide an additional engagement tool and leverage point in our ongoing work with people living 

in their vehicles to accept offers of housing assistance and move out of their vehicles for the long 

term. 
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4. Loss of Democratic Process 

Petitioner’s Statement: Currently, the SFMTA Board holds the power to determine which streets 

should have signage around towing- which requires public meetings so that the public can have a 

say in these decisions. This resolution strips the public of this level of transparency and provides 

the Department of Transportation (DOT) Director with full control over deciding where overnight 

parking signage is placed.  

 

City Response: The RLV amendments were approved by the SFMTA Board of Directors after 

extensive media coverage, discussion and testimony from the community. The appeal of the 

SFMTA Board of Directors’ decision to the Board of Supervisors also presents an opportunity for 

members of the public to weigh-in on this policy matter.   

 

The RLV restriction will continue to be based on considerable coordination; any new locations 

designated for the RLV restriction would be the subject of outreach, and as discussed above, 

offers of shelter would be made. Locations or restrictions must be assessed for impacts to traffic 

and circulation and/or public health and safety and written findings must be issued. In addition, 

the SFMTA Board of Directors retains the authority to designate (or remove) locations for the 

towable RLV restriction.  The public is always welcome to provide input regarding the program in 

general or specific locations to the SFMTA or the SFMTA Board either in writing or during the 

general public comment at SFMTA Board of Directors’ meetings. 

 

5. Lack of Safe Parking and RV Park 

Petitioner’s Statement: There has not been any proactive measures to serve vehicularly housed 

people, and instead this policy takes a criminalization approach. San Francisco does not have the 

infrastructure to specifically support households residing in RV's. There are no RV parks inside SF 

to refer people to, and the one current safe parking site has limited capacity to about 33 RV's due 

to lack of electricity. While RV's represent a growing segment of the unhoused community, the 

homeless system is not set up to serve this population yet, and very few qualify for housing. 

 

City Response: There is an RV park in San Francisco, located in Candlestick Park 

(https://rvparksf.com/). The City also operates a safe parking site in Candlestick Point that can 

currently support up to 39 vehicles and is now provided with power from PG&E. Further, the 

Jerrold Commons site will be opening in the Bayview in early 2025 to provide safe parking and 

“tiny homes.” The City is committed to developing a strategy for addressing vehicular 

homelessness that includes safe parking but is not limited to this intervention.  

 

In terms of petitioners' statement that this is a "criminalization" approach, California decriminalized 

parking violations many years ago and parking citations are civil penalties, not infractions. 
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6. San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest  

Petitioner’s Statement: This resolution will most impact the over 500 unhoused families in San 

Francisco who are waiting for shelter and the approximately 120 families living in RVs with their 

children. Stability for homeless children is essential to avoid adverse childhood events, to guard 

against negative impact on attaining educational and development goals. This resolution will 

force families on waitlists for shelter to wait longer and further destabilize the families in RV's.  

 

City Response: Families living in RVs are considered unsheltered by both local and federal 

definitions of homelessness and are therefore already the top priority population for family 

shelter.  Living in an RV is not a safe or healthy alternative for families and the intent is to engage 

these families and connect them with shelter and services. While it is possible that this will 

increase the number of families on the shelter waiting list, these families are already eligible and 

prioritized for this resource given their unsheltered status. The City is in the process of expanding 

its shelter and rapid rehousing programs for families through the $50 million Safer Families Plan. 

Through the Safer Families investment, we estimate that we will shelter approximately 600 

families and house more than 450 families through new investments and existing turnover. This 

initiative includes:  

 Adding 115 hotel vouchers for emergency shelter for families 

 Increasing rapid rehousing (RRH) and shallow rent subsidies by 165 slots 

o 130 newly funded family RRH subsidies  

 Increasing rapid rehousing (RRH) for families headed by young adults by 50 slots   

 

This additional capacity will help the City meet the growing demand for family shelter and housing 

assistance.  

 

7) This move will hit woman especially hard  

Petitioner’s Statement: Many people who have experienced Domestic Violence and other forms 

of gender based violence have been forced to use RV's as a form of shelter. Domestic Violence 

shelters have large turn away rates and a significant proportion of women experiencing 

homelessness on our streets are survivors of Domestic Violence. An HSH report by Safe Housing 

Community found survivors do not feel safe in the Coordinated Entry access points or in city 

funded shelters, and do not do well in the Coordinated Entry system (the primary entry point for 

homeless housing). Women on the street fall victim to sexual assault at alarming rates. The loss 

of an RV for this community has devastating consequences in terms of safety.  

 

City Response:  Unfortunately, an RV does not necessarily protect women experiencing 

homelessness from the dangers they face on the streets. And, the domestic violence response 

system is under resourced and at times is unable to meet the needs of the entire community. To 

help address concerns about safety and the unique needs of survivors of violence in the 

Homelessness Response system, HSH, the Asian Women’s Shelter, Safe House and St Vincent de 
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Paul's Riley Center launched the Coordinated Entry for Survivors of Violence on October 1, 2024. 

This program includes a new assessment tool that is designed to prioritize survivors of violence 

seeking services from the Homelessness Response System. HSH is also now funding a dedicated 

Access Points specializing in serving survivors of domestic violence. Survivors seeking Coordinated 

Entry services can call Asian Women’s Shelter or visit one of the new access points at Safe House 

and Riley Center.  

 

8) There are solutions to address the issue  

Petitioner’s Statement: Instead of towing family homes, the City must uphold its commitment to 

provide families already living out of their vehicles safe long term parking slots and a clear 

pathway to permanent housing. This includes filling the over 700 vacant permanent housing 

units. 

 

City Response: The City has made significant progress on addressing the issue of Permanent 

Supportive Housing (PSH) vacancy although it is primarily concentrated in the adult housing 

system, not the family housing system. Between January and December 2023, HSH achieved a 

32% decrease in site-based permanent supportive housing vacancy rate, from 11.6% to 7.9%, 

through a coordinated effort to fill vacant units. 

 

The 700 unit number sited by the petitioner is misleading. Yes, there are currently 725 vacancies 

but 252 have move-ins in process, and only 105 are available for referral.  There are currently 368 

units offline, the majority of which are for significant rehabilitation. HSH has recently required that 

all PSH operators bring offline units back online by December 16th or submit a unit-by-unit plan to 

bring their units back online (including timeline and cost) by March 31st.  

 

In addition to the immediate shelter or housing opportunities that HSH may offer, the City 

prioritizes policy, programming and funding for long-term housing solutions including the 

following:  

 

Connecting with a Housing Counselor: Getting in touch with a Housing Counselor can be a 

huge advantage. Counselors can assist families with: 

 Setting up DAHLIA accounts 

 Navigating the application process 

 

DAHLIA San Francisco Housing Portal: The DAHLIA San Francisco Housing Portal is a valuable 

tool for finding and applying for affordable housing options. Creating an account is easy and 

allows you to: 

 Browse and apply for affordable housing listings 

 Stay updated on new opportunities 
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Housing listed on DAHLIA may not be immediately available, there's usually a 1-3 week listing 

period followed by a lottery to rank applicants, but new listings are posted weekly and offer a 

range of affordability levels. 

 

More information about DAHLIA can be found online: https://housing.sfgov.org/  

Specific resources include: 

 Housing Counselor: https://housing.sfgov.org/housing-counselors 

 DAHLIA Email Housing Alert: https://confirmsubscription.com/h/y/C3BAFCD742D47910 

 First Come First Served opportunities: https://www.sf.gov/reports/july-2024/first-come-

first-served-bmr-rental-listings 

 

CONCLUSION 

The City is working hard to tackle challenges around homelessness on multiple fronts. The new 

RLV legislation is another tool that may be used under very specific circumstances: 

 Traffic and circulation and/or health and safety issues are identified;  

 Resources for outreach and engagement and shelter are available and offers of shelter are 

made; and 

 Resources for signs and enforcement are available. 

 

Vehicles are only towed if they continue to be parked in violation of the posted regulation. And, 

prior to enforcement, if the vehicle is occupied, offers of shelter must be made. If the offer is 

accepted, the vehicle may remain until they move into the shelter.   

 

To uphold the program or not is a policy decision that aims to address a very complex problem.  

The legislation approved by the SFMTA Board is one additional tool to help solve for a challenging 

situation.  The tool is constrained by factors in the Transportation Code amendment itself that 

include procedural safeguards ensuring it will be used sparingly.  And, further, the SFMTA Board 

specifically made the program an 18-month pilot to evaluate its effectiveness at which time staff 

will present data to the SFMTA Board to determine if the tool shall be extended or terminated. 

Accordingly, staff recommends that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors uphold the SFMTA 

Board of Directors approval from October 1, 2024 of RESOLUTION No. 241001-116. 
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Greetings,
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INTRODUCTION

Returning to your parking place only to find your car is missing – and has been towed by the city –  
is a terrible surprise in the best of circumstances. Your car will be held hostage until you make the 
inconvenient trip to the tow yard and pay astronomical fees to get your own car back. For people 
who are low income, however, the consequences of a towed vehicle can be devastating. The cost  
to retrieve a car after a city-ordered tow is out of reach for many. Thus, for many Californians,  
a vehicle tow means the permanent loss of their car and, along with it, the loss of employment, 
access to education and medical care, and, for some, their only shelter. Nonetheless, local 
governments throughout California regularly tow vehicles for relatively minor offenses: outstanding 
parking tickets, lapsed vehicle registration, and remaining parked in one place for more than  
72 hours. Despite constitutional limits on the government’s ability to seize a vehicle in these  
non-emergency situations, cities routinely tow legally parked cars that pose no threat to public 
safety. The actual and consequential costs to California are too high to allow towing to be anything 
other than a tool to protect the public. By these measures, California’s current policies are  
not working. 

This report reveals the current overreach of government towing in cities across California.  
After reviewing and analyzing data on government-ordered tows (not including private tows)  
new data and research show that:

ÆÆ The scope of the problem is significant: in just one month in Los Angeles alone, government 
agencies towed 9,400 vehicles and sold 2,500 towed vehicles. In 2016, the City of San 
Francisco ordered more than 42,000 tows and sold more than 5,300 vehicles at lien sales. 
Analysts estimate that public agencies in California towed nearly one million vehicles in 2016. 

ÆÆ The most minor reasons for tow are some of the most common, and have the most devastating 
results. Statewide, over one fourth of tows are conducted just because the owner had unpaid 
parking tickets, lapsed registration, or parked in one place for 72 hours. Vehicles towed for 
these reasons are 2-6 times more likely to be sold at lien sale than the average towed car. 

ÆÆ In San Francisco, 50% of vehicles towed for unpaid parking tickets and 57% of vehicles towed for 
lapsed registration were sold by the tow company, while only 9% of all vehicles towed were sold. 

ÆÆ Getting a car back after a tow is expensive. As a result of all the add-on and administrative 
fees, the average price people must pay after a debt-collection tow is over $1,100. 

ÆÆ Tow fees are often unfair. Daily storage rates at California tow lots are at least twice as 
expensive as the daily rate at parking garages in the same part of town, and in some cases,  
up to twelve times higher than market rates.

ÆÆ Cities are losing money on tows, especially when the reason for the tow is someone’s inability 
to pay government fines and fees. Towed vehicles sold at lien sale in San Diego generally 
accrue over $3,000 in fees and fines, but the average sale price for these vehicles is about $565.
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ESTIMATED GOVERMENT-ORDERED TOWS  
STATEWIDE BY REASON FOR TOW (2017)

After the demonstrations in Ferguson, Missouri, in 2015, courts, opinion-makers, and politicians  
are increasingly listening to what advocates and organizers have been saying for a long time. When 
governments target people of color and low-income people for minor violations, when they fund 
their programs by charging unreasonable fines and fees for these minor violations, and when  
they punish people because they can’t afford to pay, it is unconstitutional, unfair, and ultimately, 
counterproductive. Towing has become part of this nationwide problem: cities are taking cars  
as a means of municipal debt collection, causing economic devastation over a few parking tickets. 

There are numerous ways in which California towing policy could be improved, to better hew to the 
principle that government should only take private property from its constituents when it is necessary 
for public safety. This report provides an overview of reasons for municipal tows in California, how the 
current towing system works (and doesn’t), and the cost of municipal towing to local governments and 
to Californians who lose their vehicles. After reviewing data from cities and counties across the 
state, and interviewing hundreds of clients, community groups, and legal service providers, this 
report shows that towing fines and fees are too expensive for most Californians and that cities lose 
money when they tow cars that are safely parked. It then focuses on three unfair and counterproductive 
reasons for towing someone’s car: (1) tows for unpaid parking tickets; (2) tows for unpaid or overdue 
registration; and (3) tows for parking longer than 72 hours in one spot. 

These three types of tows are not the only way that current policies are flawed, but they are the 
most blatantly problematic. Of more than 30 allowable reasons for government tows in the state 
Vehicle Code, these “poverty tows” are three of the least serious. They do not promote public 
safety. They comprise a significant portion of tows statewide: approximately 26 percent based  
on an analysis of eight California cities. And people are most likely to lose instead of recover their 
vehicles when they are towed for these reasons, meaning these tows are both the costliest for 
taxpayers, and have the worst impact on vehicle owners.

With simple changes in policy and practice, California could make tows about public safety,  
and end tows that punish and disproportionately harm low-income Californians.

Reason for Vehicle Tows Statewide (2017) annualized data
  

26%

12%

40%

12%

10%

Poverty Tows Criminal Investigation Flow of Traffic License Suspension Other/Unspecified
 Poverty Tows    Criminal Investigation    Flow of Traffic    License Suspension    Other/Unspecified

Estimated based on weighted analysis of eight California cities. See Appendix.
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Mary Lovelace and Miguel’s stories are typical of what happens  
to tens of thousands of low-income Californians every year. They 
lose the car that they depend on solely because they cannot afford 
to pay for the high cost of towing related to parking tickets, DMV 
registration, or simply because they left their car parked on a  
street for too long. In an attempt to get people to comply with  
minor traffic laws, California imposes draconian punishments  
that far exceed the offense. Worse yet, the punishment is 
ineffective as a debt collection tool and leads to outcomes for all 
parties that are unproductive and avoidable. We can do better. 

MARY LOVELACE

Mary Lovelace is an interior designer 
who relied on her vehicle to visit her 
clients’ homes. She was laid off from 
her job and struggled to pay the bills. 
While she was out of work, she received 
parking tickets she couldn’t pay. As a 
result, the city booted and then towed 
her car, charging over $500 in boot 
and tow fees. Ms. Lovelace eventually 
needed at least $1,800 to retrieve her 
car. Because she could not afford 
this cost, the tow yard sold her car at 
auction and filed a lien against her for 
the balance, damaging her credit. The 
city, after towing her car and causing 
severe trauma in her life, never collected 
any money Mary owed from the tickets. 
Without a vehicle, it became impossible 
to find a new job as an interior designer, 
and Ms. Lovelace found her options 
restricted. She declared bankruptcy, 
remains unemployed and is still without 
a car needed to do her job. 

MIGUEL 

Miguel is 74 years old, uses a walker, 
and relies on his partner to care for 
him. Together, they live on Miguel’s 
monthly benefits of $910. In 2018, they 
were evicted from their apartment and 
began living in Miguel’s vehicle. The 
vehicle registration on Miguel’s car 
lapsed after he was unable to pay the 
fines from traffic tickets, and the County 
of Los Angeles placed a hold on the 
vehicle. While Miguel was at a medical 
appointment, his car was towed from 
the county hospital’s parking lot. When 
he could not pay the cost of the parking 
tickets, registration, towing and storage 
fees, the vehicle was sold at auction,  
and he received a $1,674 deficiency bill 
from the towing company. With the help 
of a county social worker, Miguel and  
his wife got temporary housing. But, 
without his car, he has no way to get  
to his medical appointments or look  
for permanent housing.
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PART ONE: TOWS AND LIEN SALES IN CALIFORNIA

I.	 TOWING IS TOO EXPENSIVE FOR CALIFORNIANS 

Middle-class and low-income vehicle owners suffer devastating economic consequences  
when their cars are towed and impounded. Cities and counties across California typically require 
vehicle owners to pay about $500 to retrieve a car from a tow yard. If the car was impounded 
because of unpaid parking tickets or expired registration, the vehicle owner must pay the tickets  
or registration fees before retrieving the car, which can substantially increase the total cost.  
All these fees and fines along with the daily storage fees from the tow company can easily  
balloon the cost of retrieving a car to $2,500 or more. According to a recent federal report, 46%  
of American adults lack the savings necessary to cover an unanticipated expense of $400 or  
more.1 An unexpected impound can be one of those unanticipated expenses. Thus, for many  
vehicle owners, a single impound may put their car out of reach for good: they will not be able  
to pay to retrieve their car from the tow lot, and the car will be sold.

TABLE: AVERAGE TOWING FEES IN CALIFORNIA2 

TYPE OF FEE AVERAGE FEE 

Tow Fee $189

Storage Fee $53/day

Administrative Fee3 $150

FEES AFTER THREE DAYS4 $499

ADDITIONAL COSTS TO RECOVER VEHICLES TOWED FOR DEBT COLLECTION5

CITY AVERAGE PARKING 
CITATION FEE

PARKING CITATION 
LATE FEE

MINIMUM ADDITIONAL COST  
OF DEBT-COLLECTION TOW

Los Angeles $68 $68	 $680 

Modesto $33 $41 $370 

Berkeley $47.40 $80		  $637 

ADDITIONAL COSTS TO RECOVER VEHICLES TOWED FOR LAPSED REGISTRATION 

•	 DMV registration fees (varies based on vehicle value)

•	 DMV late registration fees ($20 to $100)

•	 Traffic fine and fees for driving with expired registration (approximately $288)

•	 Civil assessment for failure to pay traffic ticket ($300 if imposed)

The fees that a vehicle owner pays to retrieve an impounded car generally fall within three 
categories: (1) fees associated with the tow; (2) storage fees (which increase daily); and (3) 
administrative fees associated with the release of the vehicle. These fees are in addition to the 
outstanding parking or registration fees that must be paid before retrieving the car. If a vehicle 
owner does not have the money to pay these ever-increasing fees within 30 days of the tow, the 
car can then be sold at a lien sale, often for a fraction of its value. The City of San Francisco waives 
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its $283.75 administrative fee and three days of storage fees for low-income drivers, but does not 
waive its $229 towing fee or any subsequent storage fees. The authors are unaware of any other 
city that waives any portion of their towing fees for low-income drivers.	

A person working full time at minimum wage in California makes approximately $96 per day, 
before taxes.6 This means the average cost of one tow in California is more than a week’s worth  
of pay for many Californians.

LOS ANGELES TOWING FEES7 

TYPE OF FEE FEE 

Towing Fee $133 

City Release Fee $115 

Storage Fee8 $45.65/day

Mileage Rate $7.50/mile

MINIMUM COST AFTER THREE DAYS $384.95

MINIMUM COST AFTER ONE WEEK $567.55

MINIMUM COST AFTER TWO WEEKS $887.10

MODESTO TOWING FEES9

TYPE OF FEE FEE 

Tow Fee $225

Storage Fee $55/day

Administrative Fee $160

Vehicle Release Fee10 $120

MINIMUM COST AFTER THREE DAYS $670

MINIMUM COST AFTER ONE WEEK $890

MINIMUM COST AFTER TWO WEEKS $1,275

SAN JOSE TOWING FEES11

TYPE OF FEE FEE 

Basic Towing Service Fee $215

Towed Vehicle Impound Release Fee $122

After Hours Gate Fee (if applicable) $85

Storage Fee12 $87.50

MINIMUM COST AFTER THREE DAYS $599.50

MINIMUM COST AFTER ONE WEEK $949.50

MINIMUM COST AFTER TWO WEEKS $1,562
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Retrieving a car from a tow lot is not only too expensive for many people, but it also can be 
prohibitively time-consuming, requiring vehicle owners to take time off of work or school to  
bounce from office to office to obtain the necessary paperwork. If a car is impounded for expired 
registration, the vehicle owner must run through an obstacle course of bureaucracy before they 
can go to the tow yard to pay for the car’s retrieval. First, the vehicle owner may only become aware 
the car was impounded after they call the police to report the car was stolen. Once they realize the 
car was impounded for expired registration, the vehicle owner must go to the DMV to renew their 
registration. Then, the owner often must go to a local police department or transit authority to have 
a “hold” removed, and then the owner must go to the tow yard to get their car back. Statewide, the 
average wait time at DMV field offices is about seventy minutes, but this can easily double in busy 
offices.13 Police department tow desks that process holds are often closed on weekends, posing 
challenges to vehicle owners who work or attend school during the week.14 Vehicle owners who 
need to resolve outstanding parking tickets before retrieving their car may face a similar challenge. 
The tickets may be from different cities or counties, forcing the vehicle owner to take care of each 
ticket at a separate location, without the use of their car. 

Meanwhile, every day that the car remains impounded, storage fees accrue. Many people  
have reported that they have begged, borrowed, and sold belongings to raise the money to pay  
tow-related fees, only to take the cash to the tow yard and find their efforts futile, because the 
 tow bill has gone up. A Los Angeles Grand Jury report found that 32% of city-towed cars stayed  
on the lot for at least a week.15 In San Jose two weeks of storage fees add an additional $1,225 
to the cost of the tow. The ever-increasing fees create a Sisyphean challenge for cash-strapped 
middle and low income families.

Nor do the fees reflect the fair market value of the storage. Tow yards charge daily storages fees 
that are at least double, and sometimes twelve times the daily parking rate charged by commercial 
lots in the same neighborhood. A survey of 17 cities across California found that tow yards charge 
a daily storage rate that is an average of five times more than market rate parking.16 Overall, the 
high cost of tows to vehicle owners means that when municipalities order tows, they are creating 
significant financial burdens for their residents.

EXORBITANT STORAGE FEES 

Across the state, cities and city-contracted towing companies gouge California drivers by 
charging storage fees that are on average five times greater than the daily rates charged  
at nearby parking lots. San Jose’s towing providers charge the highest rate of the fifteen 
cities analyzed: $87.50/day. The average daily parking rate for nearby garages/lots is less 
than $10. In Oakland, the disparity is even more glaring. The tow company charges vehicle 
owners $85/day to store their impounded vehicles, but private garages nearby offer daily 
parking for only $7. 
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COMPARISON OF TOW YARD STORAGE FEES WITH  
OVERNIGHT PARKING RATES WITHIN 3.5 MILES

CITY TOW-YARD DAILY 
 STORAGE FEE 

OVERNIGHT 
MARKET RATE 
PARKING

DAILY COST 
DIFFERENTIAL 

PRICE-
GOUGING 
RATE

Bakersfield $50 $7 $43 7.1

Berkeley $75 $14 $61 5.4

Chula Vista $51 $16.50 $34.50 3.1

Fresno $45 $7.40 $37.60 6.1

Garden Grove $45 $11.20 $33.80 4.0

Huntington Beach $60 $16.70 $43.30 3.6

Irvine $43 $20 $23 2.2

Long Beach $55 $18 $37 3.1

Los Angeles $39 $8.50 $31 4.9

Modesto $55 $10.40 $44.60 5.3

Oakland $85 $7 $78 12.1

Oxnard $40 $8 $32 5.0

Sacramento $50 $10.40 $39.60 4.8

San Diego $38 $11.10 $26.90 3.4

San Francisco $58.50 $18.50 $40 3.2

San Jose $87.50 $9.50 $78 9.2

Santa Ana $55 $8.90 $46.10 6.2

STATEWIDE 
AVERAGES

$55.87 $11.95 $42.91 5.2
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ANATOMY OF A POVERTY TOW 

Officer finds a reason 
for tow. 

Tow company takes the 
vehicle - no notice, no 
hearing first. 

Fees start accruing: tow 
fee, city admin fee, 
daily storage fees, etc. 

Driver must present valid 
license and reg istration 
to get release from the 
city. Missing paperwork? 

Go to city, pay t ickets. Go to 
OMV, pay reg istration. Go to 
tow yard, pay tow and storage 
fees. Can't afford to pay? 

Driver m ust get to tow lot 
during business hours. In 
hospital or stuck at work? 

Lien sale. By t ime of 
auction, storage fee 
alone can be between 
$1,800 and $5,000. 

Driver finds vehicle gone 
and tracks down tow 
company. 

Owner loses car and 
sti ll owes money. Tow 
company attempts to 
col lect the difference, 
or "deficiency," f rom 
t he owner, by filing 
lawsuits against person 
who has already lost 
their vehicle. 
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II.	LIEN SALES ARE COSTLY AND INEFFECTIVE

FE BATLE

Lien sales often prevent people from working. Fe Batle has been homeless off and on 
for years, until she finally secured a spot in transitional housing. She thought that she 
caught her lucky break when she received a car as a donation. She immediately signed up 
to be a Lyft driver. Unfortunately, the car could not pass a smog test, and, therefore, she 
could not register the vehicle. While Ms. Batle was saving money for repairs, her car was 
towed because of its lapsed registration. She could not afford to get it back, and it was 
eventually sold at lien sale. In addition to losing her car, Ms. Batle will now have to remain on 
government-funded public benefits. When she first got her car, Ms. Batle felt like she had 
finally climbed to the top of a mountain. When she lost it, it was like rolling right back down.

Everyone loses when a government-impounded vehicle is sold at lien sale. For the owner, a lien 
sale means they have lost their car forever. This can lead to a cascade of negative repercussions 
discussed in Chapter III: lost jobs, fewer educational opportunities, and a higher risk of 
homelessness. But cities lose as well. By the time the car is sold, the city and towing company 
have already spent a considerable sum to tow it and to store it for at least thirty days. Lien sales 
themselves create additional costs: more paperwork, more DMV fees, and more staff hours. An 
analysis of thousands of vehicle tows and lien sales in multiple California cities suggests a simple 
conclusion: the revenue from a lien sale is unlikely to cover the cost of towing, storing, and selling 
a car. Vehicles towed for debt collection and lapsed registration—not for public safety—account 
for a disproportionate number of lien sales. Many of these losses, therefore, are unnecessary and 
avoidable. Cities are taking away many people’s most valuable asset and, in all likelihood, losing 
money in the process.

a.	 THE COST OF LOCAL TOWING PROGRAMS

�California law prohibits cities from charging a driver fees that are more than the actual cost of a 
tow. 17 Unless it violates the law, the most a city can expect with respect to tow and storage fees 
is to break even, and that would only be possible if every person whose vehicle was towed could 
afford to pay the full cost. However, evidence shows that a majority of Americans cannot afford 
to pay $500, which is less than the average amount required to recover a vehicle after a tow.18

Towing programs are expensive and resource-intensive for local governments of all sizes.  
The City of Garden Grove ordered approximately 6,500 vehicle tows between September 2015 
and October 2018. The city estimates its personnel cost-per-tow as $326, resulting in a total 
expenditure of over $2.1 million during that time period. In 2017, the Los Angeles Department  
of Transportation and Los Angeles Police Department towed over 100,000 vehicles.19 
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San Francisco spends approximately $25 million annually on its towing program. This includes:

•	 Approximately $12.8 million in fixed and variable fees paid to the city’s private contractor, 
AutoReturn, for the management and administration of the city’s tow yards. 

•	 Approximately $2.7 million to lease property for its downtown tow yard and its long-term 
storage lot in Daly City.

•	 Approximately $9.8 million in administrative costs for SFMTA’s towing program, including 
labor costs for towing enforcement and post-tow hearings. (The city has projected that 
it will spend over $5 million in fiscal year 2018 for the salaries and benefits of the SFMTA 
employees that implement its towing program.) 

b.	 COST RECOVERY AT TOW-YARD LIEN SALES

Towing companies must give 30 days’ notice before selling any vehicle worth more than  
$500.20 This means that tow yards usually incur the expense of 30 days of storage, plus the 
costs of auctioning a vehicle or selling it for parts, before a lien sale. As a result, vehicles  
that the owners do not, or cannot, retrieve, represent the most costly kind of tow.

GARY WELCH

Some people lose their vehicles at lien sale while hospitalized. In 2017, Gary Welch was 
suddenly hospitalized because of a brain hemorrhage. When he woke up in a Daly City 
hospital unable to leave his hospital bed, an administrator told him the city had ordered his 
car towed. He called the tow company to ask if they could release his car, but they refused 
to release it unless Gary paid $9,000 in fees. Even though Gary told them he was indigent 
and hospitalized, the city’s tow company repeatedly harassed him with phone calls between 
Christmas and New Year’s, demanding that he pay tow and storage fees. By the time he was 
released from the hospital, they had sold his car at lien sale. 

In 2018, Gary was lucky to find legal assistance—legal services for tows are very limited 
across the state. The Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights of the San Francisco Bay Area 
helped him file a claim against the city and tow company and a judge ruled that the city 
should not have towed and sold his car. 

Nothing in state law guarantees that public agencies receive any portion of the revenue 
from lien sales, and the available evidence suggests that these sales impose a substantial 
drain on city and county budgets. While few cities track the outcome of vehicle tows, and 
even fewer track the results of lien sales, data from three diverse California municipalities 
shows that towed vehicles are usually sold for at least $2,000 less than the towing, storage, 
and lien fees that have accrued. 
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AVERAGE SALE PRICES AND ACCRUED FEES (SOLD CARS) IN SAN DIEGO (2016-18)

REASON FOR TOW AVERAGE FEES DUE AVERAGE SALE PRICE

Debt Collection $3,271.13 $797.17 

Registration $3,184.79 $495.67 

72 Hour Ordinance $3,206.33 $487.92 

Criminal Investigation $2,865.33 $553.02 

Flow of Traffic $3,145.66 $498.02 

ALL REASONS $3,134.65 $566.36 

As the table above demonstrates, the average price of a vehicle sold at lien sale in San Diego  
is about $560. At the point of sale, however, the owners of these cars have accrued an average 
of about $3,100 in towing, storage, and lien sale fees. A similar trend holds in San Francisco, 
where the average price for vehicles sold at lien sales is just over $700. While San Francisco 
does not track the exact amount of fees owed on vehicles sold at lien sale, most drivers whose 
car was towed, stored for thirty days, and then sold at auction would owe at least $2,600 in fees.21 

TOWING, STORAGE, AND LIEN SALE FEES IN SAN FRANCISCO22 

TYPE OF FEE AMOUNT

Administrative Fee $283.75

Towing Fee $229.00

Transfer Charge $32.50

Storage Fee (first 24 hours) $50.75

Storage Fee (subsequent 29 days) ($60.75/day after first 24 hours) $1,761.75 

Lien Initiation Fee23 $35.00

Lien Completion Fee24 $35.00

Auction Fee25 $166.50

TOTAL FEES TO BE COLLECTED AT LIEN SALE $2,594.25 
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Therefore, in San Francisco, like San Diego, the average towed vehicle is likely sold for about  
$2,000 less than the city hopes to collect from its owner.

Cities are likely to lose money on lien sales regardless of whether and how a city contracts  
out its towing program. Some cities may structure their towing programs to pass the risk of 
loss on lien sales to contracted towing operators. But, even under these contracts, cities are 
unlikely to recover the resources they spend ordering and administering vehicle tows because 
under state law, contracted towing companies have priority to recover their tow and storage 
costs before any remaining proceeds are passed to the municipality that ordered the tow.26 
When the lien sale proceeds are insufficient to cover the towing company’s costs,  
the municipality receives nothing.

More lien sales likely lead to higher tow fees. Indeed, some municipalities appear to have  
raised administrative fees to offset losses from lien sales. For example, in 2018, the City of 
Garden Grove increased its administrative vehicle release fee from $120 to $150 because it  
was recovering only a portion of its towing costs. 

San Francisco’s towing budget suggests a similar trend. The analysis above suggests that the 
city loses money – hundreds, and perhaps thousands, of dollars – with every vehicle sold at lien  
sale. San Francisco’s analysts, however, maintain that the towing program recovers 87% of  
its total annual costs, meaning that it recovers about $22 million of its $25 million annual 
budget through fees and lien sales. In the 2017 fiscal year, the city sold more than 6,100 towed 
vehicles and released 33,067 towed vehicles to their owners. It seems very likely, therefore,  
that San Francisco made up for some of its lien sale losses by charging higher fees on the 
released vehicles. 

Whether or not charging one vehicle owner for the cost of another person’s tow is legal, it is 
not the only — or best — way for a city to reduce towing costs. As discussed in Chapter IV below, 
if cities eliminated tows for non-urgent reasons that are not related to public safety, it would 
disproportionately reduce the number of costly lien sales, likely saving money for both cities  
and vehicle owners.
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III.	 �VEHICLE TOWS HAVE A DEVASTATING IMPACT  
ON THE LIVES OF CALIFORNIANS

For many Californians whose vehicles are towed, the financial impact can continue long after the 
car is recovered, or more often for low-income people, after the car is sold to pay off the towing 
fees. If a person does manage to scrape together the money to get their car back, the direct cost 
of the tow exposes those without a financial cushion to an economic shock from which they cannot 
easily recover. If they don’t get back their vehicle -- often the most significant asset they have--this 
loss can be devastating. As illustrated by each of the Californians who shared their story for this 
report, the economic ripple effect of a tow and the resulting loss of a vehicle too often means the 
owner and their family lose access to employment, school, medical care, and even housing. 

a.	 TOWING AND LIEN SALES LEAVE A DIRECT FINANCIAL IMPACT  
THAT DOES NOT END WHEN THE IMPOUND ENDS 

California’s municipal towing programs assume an upper-middle-class safety net that does  
not exist for most people. A single tow can immediately set a family back hundreds of dollars. 
If the owner cannot get the car back, the fees can pile up, day by day, until the total bill is over 
$2,500. This kind of unexpected expense is simply devastating for low-income Californians.  
A quarter of American households have difficulty saving any money in most months.27  
Forty-six percent of Americans would struggle to cover an emergency expense of $400.28  
Sixty percent of Americans experienced a large unexpected financial shock in the past  
calendar year, and almost half had not recovered from that shock six months later.29 

For many facing these charges, there is no other option than to lose the vehicle to a lien sale. 
But as Miguel’s story — detailed on page 6 — illustrates, that often does not address the direct 
financial impact of the tow because the proceeds from the lien sale too often do not cover the 
costs of the tow. When that happens, the towing company can still seek to recover the rest of 
the towing and storage bill. So for Miguel, even after a towing company sold his car in a lien sale, 
he faced a deficiency bill of $1,674. And if an individual owes money on parking tickets, that 
debt also does not go away when the car does. Like any consumer debt, the resulting debt  
from the lien sale can lead to wage garnishment and have a negative impact on a person’s  
credit for seven years. 

Continued debt after a tow can also be exacerbated by car lenders who repossess the vehicle 
and call in the loan, rather than have the car sold at a lien sale. This leads to new charges, in 
addition to the loss of the vehicle. Mr. H’s car was towed for unpaid parking tickets. While it was 
impounded, his car lender repossessed his vehicle. The lender then sought immediate payment 
of the vehicle’s entire loan balance, plus $3,742.50 as “the costs of repossession.” The insult  
to Mr. H’s injury has driven him further into debt. 

b.	 VEHICLE IMPOUNDS SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACT LOW-INCOME WORKERS’  
ECONOMIC PROSPECTS

Beyond the direct financial impacts of towing and lien sales, the loss of a vehicle can have 
far-reaching economic consequences for low wage workers and their ability to earn a living. 
Having regular access to a vehicle is one of the biggest factors in determining who will prosper 
in our economic system and who will be shut out of it. One survey of California residents found 
that respondents identified a lack of access to reliable transportation as the second biggest 
immediate barrier to employment, behind reliable child care.30 Another study indicated that  
car ownership plays a bigger role in getting a job than having a high school diploma.31 
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A vehicle can make it easier to find work. One study suggested that unemployed people 
with access to cars were more likely to find a job and leave welfare than individuals without 
vehicles,32 potentially because private vehicles increase the number of jobs which a person  
can physically access.33 Some jobs and even professions also require access to a vehicle, as 
Ms. Lovelace’s story on page 6 illustrates. As an interior designer, she needed a car to transport 
samples and visit clients’ homes. When she lost her car, she could not find a job as an interior 
designer again. She was shut out, not only from a job, but her entire profession. 

Having a vehicle also correlates with keeping a job if a person has one already. One study  
found that workers with access to a car were almost twice as likely to remain employed over  
a full 18 to 24 months period than workers without a car, even after leaving the examined 
welfare program.34 Another study examining employment rates in Fresno found that cars  
not only help people become employed, but also help workers to stay employed.35 

Finally, access to a car not only divides those who can get a job from those who cannot, and 
those who can keep their job from those who will lose it, it may also impact how much someone 
earns at their job. In one survey of people who were given a loan for a vehicle when they were 
struggling financially, half of respondents increased their gross monthly income, with an 
average increase of 8.2 percent in wages.36 Over one-third of respondents saw an increase 
in their income of over 10 percent.37 In another study, researchers found that car ownership 
actually had a higher correlation with higher wages than a Latinx person’s citizenship status.38

Having access to a car has proven to be much more useful to workers than access to public 
transit.39 Despite efforts by urban planners and public transit agencies, far too few communities 
in our state have reliable access to a strong public transportation system. Even where there  
is public transportation, it is often slow and inconvenient.40 As a result, drivers in many regions 
have access to a wider variety of jobs and can make themselves available for longer hours.41 

This translates into real economic differences for car owners and those who rely on public 
transportation. One survey of low-income residents of Los Angeles showed that earnings  
rose as commuting distance increased, but those who used public transit to commute suffered 
a “commuting penalty.”42 In other words, drivers’ earnings can be higher than those who used 
public transit.43 In another study, researchers found that under some circumstances access  
to a car can help workers achieve a 40-hour work week, in some cases translating into nearly 
nine additional hours of work per week, and drivers with the same position can earn between 
$0.70 and $2.06 more than those who take transit in hourly wages.44 
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THE GIG ECONOMY 

The recent trend in California towards the “gig economy”45 illustrates the need for a car. 
More and more low-income people are relying on income from part-time, on-demand 
positions as either their main source of income or to supplement other low-wage earnings. 
This source of income offers flexibility, but it usually requires access to a reliable vehicle. 
From driving for Uber, Lyft, and other ride share programs, to delivering food and groceries 
via Caviar, Postmates, and the other delivery services proliferating in urban areas, low wage 
workers often rely on their vehicles for this source of income. If their car is towed, they lose 
access to this income stream. 

Mr. H’s story illustrates this. He was living at a shelter in San Francisco when his car was 
towed because of overdue parking tickets. He could not afford both the tickets and the 
additional towing charges, plus the quickly compounding storage fees and he lost his car. 
Since then, he has been delivering food for Caviar to get by. With no car, this means climbing 
the city’s famous hills on foot. As a senior, this work is especially exhausting, and there  
is only so many deliveries he can manage every day. 

c.	 IMPOUNDING A LOW-INCOME WORKER’S VEHICLE CAN NEGATIVELY  
AFFECT THEIR PUBLIC BENEFITS 

When the state’s towing and impound practices make it harder for people to find work, it also 
makes it harder for individuals to move off public assistance.46 Those who entered welfare with 
both a car and a job were 41% more likely to keep their job and leave welfare in a timely manner 
than those who began with a job, but without a car.47 And welfare recipients who gained access 
to a car after entering welfare may be up to twice as likely to get a job and leave welfare.48 

On the other hand, losing a car not only makes it harder to transition off welfare and into 
employment, it can actually jeopardize an individual’s access to these vital benefits. Adults in 
the state’s CalWORKs program must work up to 30 hours a week or risk losing a portion of the 
grant. When a family on CalWORKS loses their car due to towing, they face the same struggles 
in meeting their work requirement that low wage workers face. This leaves families poorer  
and deepens childhood experiences of acute poverty.

d.	 LOSING A VEHICLE CAN NEGATIVELY AFFECT ACCESS TO EDUCATION 

Losing a vehicle can also negatively impact educational and training opportunities for California 
children and adults. More than half of all school children in California ages 5-15 travel to school 
in a private vehicle.49 In some counties like San Bernardino, Santa Clara and San Diego, that 
number is higher than 60%. And with the decline in neighborhood schools, more and more 
children live further away from schools than they did forty years ago—in 2009, more than  
a third of all school children in California lived more than two miles away from school.50 But 
even amongst students who live within two miles of school, more than 50% arrive by private 
vehicle.51 With so many families relying on private vehicles to transport their children to school, 
the sudden loss of a car could cause significant disruption to those children’s education. 

A lost car can also disrupt adults’ access to education, which could help improve their economic 
situation. More than one quarter of low-income consumers in one survey reported that gaining 
a car led to educational achievement.52 Conversely, losing a car can prevent people who are 
unemployed from gaining the skills necessary to compete in the workplace. 
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Santos Mehrara illustrates this experience. Mr. Mehrara is 36, homeless, and a disabled SSI 
recipient. However, he had a car, an asset that served as a lifeline that he used to commute to 
school. In 2017, the City of San Francisco towed Mr. Mehrara’s car because he could not afford 
to pay for parking tickets. Mr. Mehrara managed to pay $700 to get his car back, thinking that 
his payment resolved the situation. Mr. Mehrara’s vehicle was soon towed again. When he 
attempted to retrieve it, he discovered that he owed more than $2,000, an unpayable sum of 
money for a disabled resident on a low, fixed income. Mr. Mehrara lost his car and with it, the 
ability to commute to his classes.

e.	 LOSING A VEHICLE CAN LIMIT HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES 

More and more jobs are being created in the suburbs, which effectively requires many low-
income urban residents to drive a car to access those jobs.53 Due to poor public transit options 
in the suburbs, many of those same jobs are also inaccessible to the suburban poor, a group 
which has grown three times as rapidly as the urban poor since 2000.54 Meanwhile, the search 
for affordable housing is pushing the poor further and further away from job centers.55 Today, 
less than half of all Americans live within a quarter mile of any sort of public transit stop.56 Many 
low-income Californians without a car are thus left with the stark choice between housing they 
can afford and a job they can reach.

For Californians who need financial assistance to afford housing, losing their car can effectively 
shut them out of entire neighborhoods. For example, families who use a Section 8 voucher 
are less likely to successfully move to low-poverty neighborhoods if they do not have a car.57 
Section 8 recipients with a car can move to places with lower poverty.58 These neighborhoods 
expose low-income families to far fewer carcinogens and other hazards,59 as well as more work 
opportunities, and better schools.60 

f.	 IMPACT ON INDIVIDUALS LIVING IN THEIR VEHICLES 

With California in the midst of an affordable housing crisis, the same Californians most 
vulnerable to losing their vehicles due to their inability to pay tickets and registration fees are 
also those most likely to experience homelessness. As housing costs skyrocket throughout 
California, more individuals are turning to their vehicles to provide shelter. In Los Angeles,  
one third of the estimated 39,000 people who are unsheltered within the County’s Continuum  
of Care live in vehicles61—almost twice as many as live in tents and other encampments.62  
Fifty percent of all children who are unhoused in Los Angeles County live in vehicles.63 

For individuals unable to afford a traditional roof over their heads, a vehicle offers a level 
of security and stability that a tent or makeshift encampment simply cannot provide. Yet 
individuals living in their vehicles are often at risk of losing them because of unpaid parking 
tickets, lapsed registrations, and enforcement of the 72-hour rule. People who are homeless 
frequently have no other option than to park their vehicles on public streets and in public lots, 
where unregistered vehicles are subject to parking tickets and towing. A recent study by the 
Economic Roundtable in Los Angeles found that, although one-third of all homeless people 
live in their vehicles, only one-sixth of people who were homeless for over a year live in their 
vehicles.64 In other words, after a year of homelessness, an individual was significantly more 
likely to be living in a tent than in a vehicle. The report linked this trend to the frequency with 
which unsheltered people lose their vehicles due to debt collection and registration tows.65 
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STEVE VENEGAS 

In 2018, Steve Venegas lost his job and was evicted from his apartment. With no place to go, 
he began living in his car in the Koreatown neighborhood of Los Angeles. Although it was 
challenging to live in his car, he felt safe and secure, and his belongings stayed relatively 
clean and dry. But in quick succession, Mr. Venegas received a number of parking tickets 
for violating one of the many parking restrictions in the neighborhood. Without a job, he 
could not afford to pay the $68 tickets, and the city placed a hold on his vehicle registration. 
When his registration expired, he still could not afford to pay the over $800 in fines that had 
accumulated for his five outstanding tickets. So even though he paid his registration fees  
for 2018, the DMV would not renew his registration. In July, the city put a boot on his car.  
He managed to enroll in a payment plan and scraped together $650 to get the boot removed. 
But the following month, he could not make the next $375 payment that was due, and he 
defaulted on the payment plan. Still unable to register his car and without anywhere other 
than public streets to park, he kept getting parking tickets for failing to display current 
registration tags. 

In November 2018, while he was sleeping in his car, parking enforcement officers came to 
tow it away. He couldn’t pay the outstanding fees and wasn’t allowed to enroll in another 
payment plan. In December 2018, the towing company auctioned the car off to collect its 
fees. Since then, Mr. Venegas has been living in a tent on the sidewalk, next to where he used 
to park his car. Living on the sidewalk during the wettest and coldest winter in decades has 
made it a daily struggle just to keep his belongings dry, let alone make himself presentable 
enough to look for a new job. But if he got a job interview, he would worry about leaving his 
belongings alone on the sidewalk, for fear that the Department of Sanitation would come and 
throw them all away.

When a person who is homeless loses their vehicle, the effects can be catastrophic. Many 
people living in vehicles are the working poor—individuals who are working full time, sometimes 
struggling to keep more than one job, and yet, because of the cost of housing, still unable to 
afford rent. Their vehicles provide not only transportation but also shelter. As discussed above, 
when individuals lose their vehicles, it can be that much more difficult to maintain steady 
employment and find a path out of homelessness. But if a person is living in their vehicle, the 
loss of a vehicle can compound these obstacles. After a tow, many people who were living in 
their cars wind up sleeping in tents or makeshift encampments on the sidewalk. Maintaining 
employment is nearly impossible. Other mundane yet critical tasks, from getting medical 
care to finding a place to take a shower, become even more difficult. In addition, living on the 
sidewalk, people are subjected to criminalization, the loss of their belongings to sanitation 
sweeps, violent attacks, and inclement weather. 
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ANNA MCNIFFE

Some municipal tows take money from funds meant for housing, to pay for tow fees.  
Anna Mcniffe, 65, had been living in her RV for a year in Malibu prior to the 2018 Woolsey 
fire. She left her RV to buy food for victims of the fire, but when she tried to return a little 
while later, the roads were closed, and she could not return to Malibu for a week. When she 
finally returned, she discovered her RV was impounded by Malibu Towing. In an attempt to 
retrieve her RV, she went to Malibu Towing with a form from the police department ordering 
the release of the RV, but Malibu Towing told her that fees had accumulated, and unless 
she paid them they were unable to assist her. Fortunately, Ms. Mcniffe was assisted by the 
Neighborhood Legal Services of LA County, who made it possible for Ms. Mcniffe to obtain  
a $2,500 grant from the County’s homeless prevention fund. The County dollars paid for  
the towing and storage fees needed for the release of her home.
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PART TWO: POVERTY TOWS

IV.	 �GOVERNMENTS REGULARLY TOW CARS EVEN WHERE  
THERE IS NO PUBLIC SAFETY RATIONALE

Despite the devastating economic consequences of a tow, local governments regularly tow cars 
where it does not serve any public safety purpose, and where it unfairly targets low income people. 
There are numerous unfair tows across the state, including towing crime victims’ vehicles and 
selling them while the victims are hospitalized, and towing cars when the driver has an expired 
license, even though there is a licensed driver who could legally and safely drive it away. Of the wide 
range of towing abuses, three reasons for tows rose to the top as important areas of concern, in 
both the anecdotal evidence and the data: 1) when a driver has five or more outstanding parking 
tickets; 2) when the car has expired registration; and 3) when the car is parked more in one place 
for than 72 hours. Collectively, these are “poverty tows,” or non-urgent tows that disproportionately 
impact middle- and low-income Californians.

•	 Five or more parking tickets

Local governments can tow a car just because the owner has accrued five or more outstanding 
parking tickets.66 If this happens, the owner cannot retrieve their car from the tow lot until they 
have paid all the outstanding parking tickets and late fees on the towed vehicle, all the outstanding 
parking tickets on any other car the person owns, and all the towing and storage fees. 

•	 Unregistered vehicles or lapsed registration

Local governments can tow a vehicle that is not registered, if the registration has been lapsed 
for more than six months.67 If this happens, the owner cannot retrieve their car until they have 
registered their car by paying all outstanding registration fees and penalties, as well as any 
outstanding traffic and parking tickets that may have led to a registration hold.68 Then the owner 
can pay the towing and storage fees to retrieve their vehicle.

•	 72-Hour Ordinances

Local governments can tow any vehicle that has been parked in thesame legal parking spot for 
more than 72 hours.69 This particularly impacts people who do not have private offstreet parking 
-- often because they cannot afford it. For people who are sick, traveling, hospitalized, jailed, or 
attending to other emergencies, the 72-hour law can be impossible to follow. There is anecdotal 
evidence that vehicles have been towed for 72 hour violations even when the vehicle owner is in  
or near the car at the time of tow; enforcement is not reserved for removing abandoned vehicles. 
To retrieve a car towed for a 72-hour violation, a vehicle owner must pay all towing and storage fees.
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SUSAN LEFF

72-hour tows can harm people during medical emergencies. Susan Leff is currently  
an Assistant Public Defender in Nevada. When she was a young attorney, she worked in 
Stockton making a low salary while living in San Francisco. One day, she became sick and 
needed to go to the hospital. While she was recovering in the hospital, her motorcycle was 
parked for more than 72 hours and was subsequently towed. By the time she discovered 
what happened, she could no longer afford the tow and storage fees, despite her full-time 
job. As a result, the tow company sold her motorcycle; she lost it permanently. 

a.	 TENS OF THOUSANDS OF TOWS EACH YEAR ARE NOT RELATED TO PUBLIC SAFETY

Unpaid tickets, expired registration, and parking for more than 72 hours combine to constitute 
a large percentage of impounds in California. Based on data from eight cities, analysts estimate 
that public agencies ordered more than 979,000 tows in 2016 and over 865,000 tows in 2017. 
They also estimate that 22 percent (in 2016) and 26 percent (in 2017) of these tows were based 
on one or or more of these non-emergency, non-safety related reasons. These poverty tows 
overwhelmingly impact low-income individuals and people of color,70 often permanently 
stripping people of the thing that allows them to keep a roof over their heads. 

REASONS FOR VEHICLE TOWS BY CITY OF SANTA ANA (2015-18) 

Reason for Vehicle Tows in Santa Ana (2015-18)
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In some areas of California, poverty tows outstrip tows for each other reason. For example,  
in Chula Vista, lapsed registration tows account for over 31% of all vehicles towed and 72-hour 
tows account for more than 12%. By contrast, only 6% of all tows are related to maintaining  
the flow of traffic.

REASON FOR VEHICLE TOWS BY CITY OF CHULA VISTA (2017)

These trends are especially noticeable in many of California’s major cities. In San Diego, for 
example, poverty tows constituted 40% of all impounds whereas flow-of-traffic impounds 
were the basis for only 26% of impounds.71 The City of Oakland impounded roughly 36,500 
cars between January 2016 and May 2018. Of these, 11,500 (31.5%) were impounded for having 
expired registration and just 5,780 cars (16%) were towed for posing a hazard to the flow of 
traffic.72 And there is some evidence that the number of poverty tows are increasing steadily.  
In the first seven months of 2017, the San Francisco MTA towed over 2,500 vehicles for either debt 
collection, lapsed registration, or both. But in the first seven months of 2018, the SFMTA towed 
nearly 3,400 vehicles for those reasons,  
a 33% increase.
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REASON FOR VEHICLE TOWS BY CITY OF SAN DIEGO (2016-18)

Statewide, the California Highway Patrol is over 36 times more likely to impound your car 
for poverty tows than for a criminal investigation. Almost 30% of the tows ordered by the 
California Highway Patrol were for expired registration, while less than 1% were for criminal 
investigations. 

b.	 POVERTY TOWS DISPROPORTIONATELY LEAD TO LIEN SALES

Logic dictates that people whose vehicles are towed for poverty-related reasons are less likely 
to have the financial means to retrieve the cars from the tow lot, and their cars are thus more 
likely to be sold at auction than vehicles towed for other reasons. The data demonstrates this  
to be true. In San Francisco, for example, half of all vehicles towed for debt collection are sold 
at lien sale, and 57% of registration tows lead to lien sales, even though only 9% of vehicles 
towed for all reasons were sold instead of recovered. The charts below show similar trends  
in San Diego and Riverside County.

In all three of the California municipalities that provided lien sale data, poverty tows were 
the top three reasons people lost their vehicles at lien sale. Even though they were not the 
top three reasons that vehicles were towed initially, and even though they are usually the 
least serious, least urgent reasons for tows in California, these tows are the most likely to 
permanently deprive Californians of their vehicles. 

Reason for Vehicle Tows in San Diego (2016-18)
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VEHICLES RELEASED VS. SOLD POST-TOW IN SAN DIEGO (2016-18)

VEHICLES RELEASED VS. SOLD POST-TOW IN RIVERSIDE COUNTY (2016-18)

VEHICLES RELEASED VS. SOLD POST-TOW IN SAN FRANCISCO (2005-17)

Vehicles Released vs. Sold Post-Tow in San Diego (2016-18)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

72 Hour Ordinance Registration Debt Collection Criminal
Investigation

Flow of Traffic All Reasons

Sold Released

Vehicles Released vs. Sold Post-Tow in Riverside (2016-18)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

72 Hour Ordinance Debt Collection Registration Flow of Traffic Criminal
Investigation

All Reasons

Sold Released

Vehicles Released vs. Sold Post-Tow in San Francisco (2005-17)

San Francisco (2005-17)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Registration Debt Collection 72 Hour
Ordinance

Criminal
Investigation

Flow of Traffic All Reasons

Sold Released

■ ■ 

■ ■ 

■ ■ 



TOWED INTO DEBT: How Towing Practices in California Punish Poor People   |   2703.18.19

V.	NO ONE WINS WITH POVERTY TOWS 

The sheer volume of tows for non-urgent reasons, and the disproportionate number of lien sales 
that result, means that if local governments stopped towing vehicles for debt collection, lapsed 
registration, and 72-hour ordinances, they could dramatically reduce the number and cost  
of tow-yard lien sales. 

a.	 POVERTY TOWS DRAIN MONEY FROM THE PUBLIC FISC	

Governments lose money when they tow cars for poverty-related reasons. The reason 
governments lose money from poverty tows is that such cars are less likely to be retrieved  
from the tow lot, and more likely to be sold at lien sales – and as explained in Section II,  
tow companies lose thousands of dollars with every lien sale. 

As the chart below illustrates, almost 70% of all vehicles sold at lien sale in San Diego were 
towed because of lapsed registration, unpaid parking tickets, or a 72-hour ordinance. During  
a roughly two-year period, the city sold approximately 12,000 vehicles; over 8,200 of these  
sold vehicles were related to poverty tows.
 
TABLE: TOWING AND LIEN SALES NUMBERS IN SAN DIEGO (2016-18)

REASON FOR TOW NUMBER OF 
VEHICLES  
TOWED

PERCENTAGE  
OF ALL TOWS

NUMBER OF 
VEHICLES  
SOLD

PERCENTAGE  
OF ALL SALES

Debt Collection 2375 5% 702 6%

Registration 11263 24% 4950 42%

72 Hour Ordinance 4714 10% 2613 22%

ALL POVERTY TOWS 18352 40% 8265 69%

 
A similar trend holds in San Francisco. Records provided by the City of San Francisco, dating 
back more than ten years, track over 150,000 tows. Half of all vehicles that San Francisco towed 
for debt collection were sold at lien sale, and 57% of registration tows led to lien sales. Although 
these tows only make up about 9% of all vehicles towed, they make up 55% of lien sales. During 
the same 10-year time period, the city sold about 14,100 towed vehicles at lien sale, and about 
7,700 of these vehicles (55%) were towed for registration and/or debt collection. By eliminating 
these two types of tows, cities could drive down the number of lien sales. As detailed in Section 
II, this would make their towing programs significantly more cost-effective and could allow 
them to lower towing fees.

Additionally, using tows to coerce payments on parking ticket debt is often ineffective.  
First, it deprives many people of a necessary tool for their employment: their car.73 If they 
cannot work, it is harder for people to pay.74 Second, several studies have shown that when 
governments demand fines and fees that are too high for a person to pay, that person does  
not pay anything. In fact, people are more likely to pay—and governments can collect more 
overall—when the amounts due are reduced according to their ability to pay.75
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b.	 POVERTY TOWS ARE UNFAIR TO LOW-INCOME PEOPLE

People who have unpaid parking tickets, lapsed vehicle registration, or 72-hour parking 
violations are likely to be low-income, as these circumstances are usually avoidable for  
people who have enough money to pay fines and fees or pay for private parking. Thus, when  
a government agency tows a vehicle for one of these reasons, it is often compounding already 
untenable financial circumstances. 

It is easy to see how a law that allows an agency to tow a vehicle for unpaid parking tickets 
disproportionately impacts low-income drivers. Many low-income people fail to pay because 
they cannot afford the often-sky-high cost of these tickets. 

It is also apparent that a person who is struggling financially could find themselves unable  
to afford the cost to register a vehicle. 

There is also a less obvious link between unpaid parking tickets and lapsed registration. When 
a person gets a single parking ticket and cannot pay it, the agency that issued the ticket can put  
a “hold” on that person’s vehicle registration with the Department of Motor Vehicles.76 When that 
happens, the vehicle owner cannot register their vehicle until they have resolved all parking 
ticket fines and late fees, in addition to the vehicle registration fees.77 If they cannot afford to 
pay, the registration lapses, and they can accrue even more parking tickets for failure to display 
valid registration tags. And of course, this cycle continues, as each new parking ticket can be 
reported to the DMV. This sends a person further down the spiral of debt. Five parking tickets 
later (or six months after the vehicle registration lapsed), the government can tow the car for 
outstanding parking tickets or expired registration (or both). Thus, for a low-income person, a 
single expired meter, misread parking sign, or forgotten street cleaning can too easily lead to  
a vicious debt cycle and permanent loss of their vehicle. In these instances, towing is not being 
used to address threats to public safety, but to coerce people to pay fines and fees. When that 
is impossible for a low income Californian to do, the coercion does not work as a collections 
tool, and it causes the often devastating loss of the person’s vehicle.

In addition, in some circumstances, a registration violation is more likely to cause a tow than 
erratic or drunk driving. For example, if a person is pulled over for a registration violation, and 
they have an expired or suspended license, the officer can immediately order the car towed. 
In contrast, if a person is pulled over at a drunk driving checkpoint, or for smuggling illegal 
agriculture into California, and does not have a current license, the officer must allow the owner 
of a vehicle to have another person who does have a license to drive it away, saving the car from 
the tow yard.78

The rule permitting the government to tow any car parked on the street for more than 72  
hours affects people in most income brackets in California – anyone can unwittingly leave  
their vehicle parked on the street for a few days and then return to find it towed. But this law 
hits low-income people particularly hard because low income people have less access to safe 
off-street parking, particularly in large urban areas. In many major cities in California, parking 
spaces are at a premium and many apartment buildings do not include parking spaces,  
or landlords charge hundreds of dollars for off-street parking. People who cannot afford  
off-street parking are at higher risk of leaving their vehicle parked on the street and  
violating the 72-hour rule. 
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ALTERNATIVE FORMS OF COLLECTING DEBT ON UNPAID PARKING TICKETS

Governments can collect unpaid parking tickets and registration fees without towing cars.  
Some other powerful tools they can use to collect debts owed to the government include: 

•	 Governments can collect debt owed to them by enlisting the Franchise Tax Board  
to intercept tax refunds or lottery winnings.79

•	 If the person owes more than $400 in parking tickets, the agency can enter  
a civil judgment against the person for the amount of the tickets, the late fees,  
and court costs.80 

•	 After a civil judgment is entered, the agency can use ordinary measures to collect debt, 
including bank levies and wage garnishments.81

c.	 POVERTY TOWS DISPROPORTIONATELY IMPACT UNHOUSED PEOPLE,  
IMMIGRANTS, AND PEOPLE OF COLOR

Towing and selling vehicles as a punishment for people who cannot pay municipal debts is 
linked to a long history of targeted enforcement against poor people and people of color in the 
United States. While many point to the abuses cited by the Department of Justice in the wake 
of the Ferguson uprising, the use of fines and punishments against African-American people 
in particular has far deeper historical antecedents. As Ruth Bader Ginsberg wrote for the 
Supreme Court in February 2019: 

Following the Civil War, Southern States enacted Black Codes to subjugate newly freed slaves 
and maintain the prewar racial hierarchy. Among these laws’ provisions were draconian fines  
for violating broad proscriptions on “vagrancy” and other dubious offenses.82

The Supreme Court cited this history in deciding that the Eighth Amendment Excessive Fines 
clause applied to a state seizing and selling a man’s car after he was arrested.83 Since Ferguson, 
there has been a growing recognition that (1) over-policing of minor offenses--particularly 
targeted enforcement—creates and exacerbates race inequality, and that (2) it is unjust for 
governments to impose fines and fees and then punish people who cannot afford to pay.84

The few available surveys on towing show discriminatory impact. In 2018, the East Bay  
Express reported on the towing crisis in Oakland and reviewed the towing details of over  
26,000 tows. They mapped the data and found that the Oakland Police Department towed 
vehicles more often from neighborhoods in East Oakland, which are predominantly Latinx 
and Black communities, than anywhere else in its jurisdiction.85 A survey of tows in Menlo 
Park showed disproportionate impact on Latinx drivers.86 In San Francisco, the city sends 
MTA enforcement officers to respond to complaints about poor and homeless people parked 
in certain neighborhoods, dispatching officers and tow trucks to find out whether there are 
grounds to tow—usually for lapsed registration, unpaid tickets, or 72-hour violations.87 Officers 
will tow even if the vehicle owner is there, despite the fact that they stop other MTA tows if the 
vehicle owner arrives.88 Other studies and reporting have shown significant racial bias in traffic 
stops by law enforcement agencies in various parts of the state, many of which can lead to the 
towing of vehicles.89 
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While advocates requested towing data from jurisdictions that would allow a racial disparity 
analysis for places like Los Angeles, the Los Angeles Police Department, the Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation, and other agencies throughout the state either failed or 
outright refused to provide this information, making this kind of analysis impossible statewide. 

MR. KELLY

Not just poor and homeless people are targeted for tows; sometimes it’s also the people 
who help them. Mr. Kelly has spent the last 18 months helping unhoused people who are 
living in their vehicles in Oakland. When the City of Oakland would slap 72-hour notices  
on the cars of people living in their vehicles (ordering them to move a mile or face towing),  
Mr. Kelly would use his pick-up truck to help move any inoperable RVs and trailers out of  
the tow zone. One morning, when he came to help move some vehicles facing tows at 20th 
and Willow, he found that his own truck and trailer had been towed. “It was the first one  
they picked out,” Mr. Kelly said. “I know they know my truck. Because many different times 
I’ve towed these 4-5 vehicles. They knew if they towed me first they’d have the rest,  
so that’s what they did.”

Where unnecessary towing practices lead to the loss of vehicles, this can exacerbate existing 
racial disparities in car ownership, transportation equity, and resulting economic opportunity. 
These disparities are well-documented in our state. 

People of color are less likely to own vehicles, but are more likely to live in communities 
with inadequate public transportation systems. Empirical evidence suggests that, relative 
to white workers, Black and Latinx workers are already less likely to have stable access 
to a car,90 and a lack of car access has been shown to contribute to the disparate rates of 
unemployment between white workers and workers of color.91 There is also a significant racial 
disparity in terms of investment in public transportation, even though people of color are 
more likely to rely on public transportation. In Los Angeles, most residents who rely on public 
transportation come from low-income households and are people of color,92 but investments 
in public transportation have historically ignored these communities. This lack of investment 
perpetuates racial inequality by diminishing individuals’ access to economic opportunity  
and perpetuating racial segregation,93 and it makes car ownership even more critical.
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KING CITY TOWING SCHEME

A towing scandal in a small agricultural city in the Salinas Valley shows how poverty  
tows can enable targeted enforcement. In 2014, police officers in King City were  
arrested and charged with involvement in a corruption scheme involving the city’s  
private towing contractor (Miller’s Towing).94 The officers alleged received kickbacks  
from the towing company in exchange for ordering tows based on minor infractions,  
such as expired registration.95 According to city residents, officers targeted low-income 
Latinx farmworkers who could not afford to pay towing fines and fees and frequently  
lost their vehicles at auctions or lien sales.96 A class-action lawsuit led to a $1.2 million 
dollar settlement for the victims of this scheme.97 

Finally, towing policies create an additional economic barrier for immigrants. Approximately 
20 percent of non-citizen immigrants earn poverty-level wages nationally,98 and California has 
more immigrants than any other state.99 Because immigrants are disproportionately likely 
to be low-income,100 they are necessarily less likely to be able to afford the excessive towing 
and impound fees described in this report. Many may fear that interacting with government 
bureacracies in order to get their cars back will lead to deportation, and additional challenges 
related to immigration status.

MS. CRISPINA R.

For many people, including immigrants, even understanding how to get their car back after 
a tow is a challenge. Ms. Crispina R., a 35-year-old undocumented mother, immigrated to 
California from Oaxaca, Mexico in 2008. A Fresno Police Officer pulled her over in February 
2019 because of expired registration tags and ordered that her car be towed. Before 
being pulled over, Ms. R was in the process of getting her van smogged, but the mechanic 
helping her advised Ms. R to drive the vehicle before work was complete. After her car was 
towed, she went to the police department to inquire about the location of her van, and the 
police provided her with a towing company’s information. When she contacted the towing 
company, no employee spoke Spanish, leaving Ms. R unable to obtain further information 
about her van. Without her vehicle, Ms. R is unable to transport her five children to school 
and to their doctor.

California counties struggle to find solutions that adequately address decades of structural 
racism, disinvestment, and resulting inequality. As communities fight to address these  
deeply entrenched problems, one remedy that research has shown helps at the individual  
level is car ownership.101 But the state’s current towing practices that strip low-income people 
of their vehicles take away even this opportunity for economic advancement and increased 
racial equality. 
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VI.	 MANY POVERTY TOWS ARE UNCONSTITUTIONAL 

The United States and California constitutions place important limits on our government’s power 
to take people’s property. Several recent court decisions—including by the United States Supreme 
Court—have underscored that there are only a few, limited circumstances in which towing vehicles 
is constitutionally permissible, and cities violate the Fourth, Eighth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
when they tow private vehicles otherwise.102 

a.	 THE FOURTH AMENDMENT PROHIBITS WARRANTLESS TOWS 

The Fourth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution prevents the government from unreasonably 
seizing a person’s property: “The right of the people to be secure . . . against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be violated . . .” Warrantless seizures are “per se 
unreasonable.”103 This means that, before towing a privately owned vehicle, government 
agencies must either get a warrant, or meet one of the few exceptions to the warrant 
requirement.104 These exceptions include seizures effectuated to stop a crime in progress, 
seizures conducted with owner consent, and seizures to ensure public safety. There is no 
exception to the general constitutional warrant requirement that permits governments to seize 
vehicles for debt collection.

California has also recognized the importance of ensuring that any towing of a vehicle complies 
with the protections of the Fourth Amendment. In 2018, the state legislature passed a law 
clarifying that “[a]ny removal of a vehicle is a seizure under the Fourth Amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States and Section 13 of Article I of the California Constitution, and 
shall be reasonable and subject to the limits set forth in Fourth Amendment jurisprudence.”105 
The new law clarifies that tows without a warrant are constitutional only if they fall under one 
of the exceptions to the warrant requirement, “such as ensuring the safe flow of traffic or 
protecting property from theft or vandalism.”106

Cities across California violate the Fourth Amendment when they tow cars without warrants 
just because the owner owes fines and fees, has not paid the vehicle registration fee, or has not 
moved their car for 72 hours. None of these rationales for vehicle tows are sufficient to justify 
a warrantless seizure under the Fourth Amendment. None are emergencies, none are crimes, 
and none implicate safety concerns. 

A San Francisco delivery driver—Sean Kayode—recently became one of the first people to 
challenge debt collection tows under the Fourth Amendment. His car was towed because he 
owed money for parking tickets. Mr. Kayode was homeless, and without his car, he could not 
work to save money for housing. In October 2018, a federal court in California ordered the City  
of San Francisco to give Mr. Kayode his car back because the City’s tow of the car raised serious 
questions under the Fourth Amendment.107 
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b.	 THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE OF THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT REQUIRES 
ADEQUATE NOTICE AND OPPORTUNITY TO CONTEST A TOW

The Constitution prohibits a state from depriving “any person of … property, without due 
process of law.”108 At the core of the Due Process guarantee of the Fourteenth Amendment 
is pre-deprivation notice--some advance warning that the government is going to take your 
property-- and a meaningful chance to challenge the deprivation before it happens.109 In 
the context of vehicle tows, courts have recognized that people have an important right in 
continued possession of their cars, and that the government’s seizure of a person’s car causes 
significant hardship.110 Because cars are so important to people’s daily lives, courts have 
required that governments must give people notice before towing vehicles and must provide 
vehicle owners a reasonable opportunity to contest the tow or to show that towing the car would 
be illegal or unconstitutional.111 The only exceptions to this general rule include emergencies, 
situations in which notice would defeat the point of the tow, and situations in which the interest 
at stake is small relative to the burden that giving notice would impose.112 

Throughout California, however, local governments seize and tow cars without providing any 
advance notice of the impending tow, and without providing the owner with any opportunity to 
contest the tow in advance, or to show that towing the car would be illegal or unconstitutional. 
Although local governments do permit an owner to request a “tow hearing” after the tow has 
already occurred, those hearings are essentially shams. Hearing officers regularly refuse to 
consider whether the tow violated the constitutional rights of the vehicle owner, and regularly 
refuse to even consider whether it was improper to tow a person’s car for nonpayment of 
parking tickets when the reason for nonpayment was inability to pay. Further, hearing officers 
typically refuse to allow the vehicle owner to question the officer who ordered the tow or to 
see any of the evidence against them before their hearing. In addition, hearing officers do not 
make an independent determination of the necessity of towing a particular vehicle; instead, 
hearing officers consider simply whether the tow was authorized by statute. The towing of a 
vehicle without prior notice, and without any meaningful opportunity to be heard, violates the 
Fourteenth Amendment’s due process clause.
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TOW HEARINGS DON’T WORK

Within the first ten days after a vehicle is towed by a government agency, the vehicle owner 
may request an administrative hearing to challenge the legality of the tow. (Vehicle Code 
section 10652.5.) Most people don’t know that this opportunity exists, but even for those 
fortunate enough to know of the right to a hearing, the hearing is unlikely to offer relief. 

First, the hearing is not held in front of a judge. In fact, often it is a police officer who works 
for the same agency that ordered the tow. Second, many cities do not allow people to see 
the evidence against them before, or even at the hearing. Third, hearing officers are limited 
to determining if there was a legal basis for a tow: for a debt collection tow, this means that 
if the vehicle owner truly did accumulate unpaid tickets, the hearing officer will uphold the 
legality of the tow. Despite constitutional prohibitions against punishing people who cannot 
pay, hearing officers are not required to consider inability to pay the parking tickets that 
precipitated the tow. 

Mr. Mehrara, whose story is captured in Chapter III, and Mr. Fisher, whose story is set out 
below, both requested hearings after their vehicles were towed. Neither recovered their 
vehicle through the process. Mr. Fisher – whose car had been towed for lapsed registration 
-- showed the hearing officer proof that his car had passed a smog test and that he could 
pay his registration fees as soon as he received his next SSI check. Nonetheless, the 
hearing officer ruled that the tow was performed for a statutorily valid reason (lapsed 
registration), and Mr. Fisher’s circumstances were irrelevant. 

Mr. Mehrara, meanwhile, never received a tow hearing. When the San Francisco Municipal 
Transit Agency towed his vehicle due to the accumulation of five unpaid parking tickets,  
Mr. Mehrara called the agency to request a tow hearing. He was told that he would be 
notified when the agency scheduled a hearing, but he never received such notification. 
Unsure what to do, he contacted the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights. However, by the 
time he spoke with an attorney, Mr. Mehrara’s car had been sold at a lien sale.

c.	 THE EIGHTH AMENDMENT EXCESSIVE FINES CLAUSE PROHIBITS  
DISPROPORTIONATE FINANCIAL PENALTIES 

In its February 2019 decision in Timbs v. Indiana, the United States Supreme Court issued a rare 
unanimous decision, holding that the State of Indiana may have violated the 8th Amendment’s 
Excessive Fines Clause when it seized the vehicle of an Indiana man because he had committed 
a drug crime.113 Under the Eighth Amendment, “[e]xcessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.”114 In deciding that the 
Excessive Fines clause applies to the states, and to the state of Indiana taking Mr. Timbs’ car, 
the Supreme Court recognized that the government must not impose fines that are out of 
proportion to the crime committed, that government-imposed fines must “not be so large as 
to deprive [an offender] of his livelihood,” and that no one shall have a larger fine than their 
“circumstances or personal estate will bear.”115
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The Timbs decision casts serious doubt on the constitutionality of the government’s seizure  
of a vehicle to punish nonpayment of parking tickets or registration fees, or to punish parking 
for longer than 72-hours in the same spot. Towing a vehicle for such offense is not proportion 
to the “offense” the vehicle owner has committed, and as explained in Section I, vehicle seizures 
are so expensive that low and moderate income people often cannot retrieve their vehicles 
after a tow; the resulting permanent loss of the vehicle deprives many people of their ability  
to earn a livelihood, and even their homes, and is financially ruinous – all hallmarks of an 
excessive fine under the 8th Amendment.

AB 503 AND AB 2544

AB 503 and AB 2544, signed into law in October 2017 and September 2018 respectively, 
prevent cities and municipalities from placing a hold on a driver’s registration for unpaid 
parking tickets unless a driver is offered a payment plan if they are too poor to pay 
immediately. The criteria are limited: even though parking ticket fines have risen and half 
of Americans can’t afford $500, only the poorest people—usually those on public benefits—
qualify. The process also places the burden on Californians to demonstrate their indigence 
in person, request a payment plan, and make a manual payment every month. 

The system does not benefit or work for many Californians. Diane owes parking fines in 
multiple cities and counties. Until she resolves those fines, she cannot register her car, 
which leaves her in constant fear of being towed. For three months, Diane has taken time 
away from her freelance employment to travel to different parking enforcement agencies 
and request payment plans. Multiple times, Diane has had to argue with agency and DMV 
staff who are unaware that these laws created retroactive relief for individuals with old 
parking debt. Despite her best efforts over a course of multiple months, Diane still has  
not been able to register her vehicle. 

Diane’s example demonstrates not only that current law lags in implementation, but also 
that bureaucratic relief placing the burden on vehicle owners often results in no relief at all.

d.	 THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT PROHIBITS PUNISHING A PERSON FOR POVERTY 

Towing a vehicle because the owner owes a debt to the government amounts to punishing a 
person for being poor. The vehicle tows that are accomplished to collect municipal debt are not 
punishment for breaking the parking laws – they are punishment for not paying money to the 
government. People who have enough money can break the parking laws as many times as they 
want, and so long as they pay their parking tickets on time, they will avoid a vehicle tow. Low 
income people, however, face a far harsher punishment: the permanent loss of their vehicle 
as a result of nonpayment of parking tickets. The United States Supreme Court has repeatedly 
recognized that punishing a person for poverty – and punishing nonpayment when a person 
is unable to pay – violates the Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth 
Amendment.116 



TOWED INTO DEBT: How Towing Practices in California Punish Poor People   |   3603.18.19

A California court of appeal recently described how “[p]oor people must face collection efforts 
[that others do not] solely because of their financial status, an unfair and unnecessary burden 
that does not accomplish the goal of collecting money.” 117 The court concluded that before 
assessing fines and fees, courts must ascertain whether someone can pay them, or else  
forego the punishment. 118 

The status quo for towing is generally tow first, coerce payment after. Californians would 
be hard pressed to find a jurisdiction that examines a person’s ability to pay before charging 
tow and storage fees. Current California towing practices raise serious questions of 
constitutionality.

RUDOLPH FISHER

As a result of the lack of due process for tows, drivers can have their cars towed for other 
people’s parking tickets. Rudolph Fisher is 66-year-old man who suffers from chronic 
emphysema and diabetes and relied on his car for medical appointments. He purchased 
a used car from a private seller who had only purchased the car the month before. 
Unbeknownst to both Mr. Fisher and the seller, the car had five unpaid tickets on its record. 
Mr. Fisher only had the car for two days before it was towed. He received no notice before  
it was towed and could not afford to pay the tow fines and fees. He lost the car.
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VII.	 �RECOMMENDATIONS TO REDUCE TOWING  
OF VEHICLES IN CALIFORNIA

Towing is meant to improve public safety, not to punish people for minor violations or to collect 
debts. These recommendations are in line with constitutional principles, and increasing good, 
cost-effective towing practices across the state.

TOWING OR IMMOBILIZING A VEHICLE IS A COUNTERPRODUCTIVE AND 
DISPROPORTIONATE SANCTION FOR:

•	 Owing money on parking tickets 

•	 Out-of-date DMV registration 

•	 Parking a vehicle for more than 72 hours without moving it

Towing is an extreme penalty that disproportionally harms middle and low income people and 
people of color. Once a car is towed, many California families do not have the money to retrieve  
the car and cannot borrow the money. When they can’t retrieve the car, it causes problems  
getting to work, making doctor appointments and participating in other everyday activities.

“RELEASE” FEES AND STORAGE FEES ARE OFTEN EXCESSIVE AND HARMFUL

Some, but not all, local law enforcement departments impose additional “release” fees on top of 
the cost of unpaid fines and fees and on top of the cost towing and storage. Additionally, some law 
enforcement agencies require vehicle owners to pay a “release” fee on a vehicle that was towed 
simply for having been in the same place for 72 hours. This layering on of costs makes it more likely 
that the person will lose their vehicle after a tow. The CHP does not charge release fees or charge 
to authenticate that a person has complied with a fix it ticket. The CHP Policy of not charging  
a release fee for a towed vehicle is a fair and equitable practice.

In addition, storage fees are often exorbitant, far exceeding the fair market value of a parking  
place, making the overall cost to retrieve a vehicle unaffordable.

TOWING AND STORING COMPANIES SHOULD NOT FILE LIENS AGAINST VEHICLE OWNERS 
FOR UNPAID FINES AND FEES

When low-income people have their car towed they often do not have the money to get it back.  
In that case the tow yard can sell the car at auction but often the amount received at auction is  
less than the total owed. Tow yards can file liens against registered owners to collect the remainder 
of what is owed. Most liens on low income owners result in little or no money recovered but cause 
a financial cloud to hang over the person for seven years. Tow yards and storage facilities should 
not use Lien Collections for Low Value Cars (those worth less than $4,000). 

TOWING HEARINGS MUST BE FAIR AND IMPARTIAL

Local jurisdictions must make sure that tow hearings are fair and impartial to comply with the 
requirements of the Constitution’s Due Process Clause. The basic contours of a constitutional 
hearing are: 1) A hearing officer who is a neutral third party; 2) Clear and obvious notice to the 
owner that they have the right to a hearing; this may mean notice on city websites and on any 
printed information provided to the owner; 3) A process where the hearing officer considers all 
relevant evidence and factors, which may include the owner’s ability to pay and other extenuating 
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circumstances or good cause; And, 4) a process where the vehicle owner can be made whole:  
this means that if a hearing officer finds that a tow was improper or the balance of hardships  
lies with the owner, the owner should be able to retrieve their car at no charge. 

TOWING PRACTICES THAT SHOULD BE FURTHER EXAMINED 

Problems that came up in the course of preparing this report that should be addressed in the future:

•	 Towing Stolen Cars. Some stolen cars are recovered, but then the owner can’t afford to 
recover them from the tow yard, meaning the tow yard takes the car instead of the thief.  
Some cities have stopped charging people to get their own vehicles out of the tow yard  
after they are stolen and recovered.

•	 Driving on a Suspended License. CHP has a common-sense policy: Permit a person pulled over 
for a suspended license to locate someone else with a valid license to drive the vehicle away, 
including allowing time for a licensed driver to arrive if the vehicle can be legally and safely 
parked.

•	 Consumer Protections Against Tow Company Abuses. Many vehicle owners who were surveyed 
reported abuses by tow companies. This problem seems to be widespread, and should be the 
subject of deeper investigation.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX A: LIEN SALE PROCESSES

The process for a lien sale varies based on the value of the vehicle. Based on state law 
requirements, vehicles with a fair market value greater than $500 must be stored for at least 30 
days before a sale. Vehicles with a fair market value of less than $500 can be sold after only 15 days 
of storage.

VEHICLES WORTH BETWEEN $500 AND $4000

Most vehicles sold at lien sales are valued between $500 and $4000. Before these vehicles can 
be sold, the tow company first must notify the vehicle owner and all individuals known to have an 
interest in the vehicle of the sale.119 This notice must include the date, time and location of the sale 
and must be sent at least 31 days before the sale.120 The notice also must set forth the process for 
opposing the sale.121

If the vehicle owner or any individual with an interest in the vehicle opposes the sale, the tow 
company must file a court action and get a judgment before it can sell the vehicle.122 If the tow 
company gets a judgment, the person who opposed the sale may be required to pay court costs.123 

If no one opposes the sale, the tow company must post a notice of sale at its business office for at 
least 10 days prior to the sale.124 After the sale, the entity that conducts the sale must remove and 
destroy the license plates and notify the DMV of the sale.125 

VEHICLES WORTH LESS THAN $500

Vehicles worth less than $500 are sold through a similar process.126 However, the tow company may 
sell the vehicle within 15 days of sending notice of the sale, if no one opposes the sale.127

VEHICLES WORTH MORE THAN $4000

Lien sales of vehicles worth over $4000 require an additional step in the process. Before sending 
notice of the sale, the tow company first must apply to the DMV for authorization to sell the 
vehicle.128 When it receives the tow company’s application, the DMV must notify the vehicle owner 
and any other individuals that the tow company identifies as having an interest in the vehicle.129 The 
DMV’s notification must state that the tow company is going to sell the vehicle and describe the 
process for opposing the sale.130 

If there is opposition to the sale, the tow company must obtain a court judgment before it can sell 
the vehicle.131 If no one opposes the sale, the tow company must then notify the vehicle owner and 
any other individuals with an interest in the vehicle of the date, time and location of the sale at least 
20 days before the sale.132 The tow company must also post notice of the sale in a newspaper or a 
public place.133 Once it has provided notice, the tow company may sell the vehicle.
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APPENDIX B: PUBLIC RECORDS REQUESTS AND DATA COLLECTION

Starting in Spring 2017, the authors submitted California Public Records Act (CPRA)134 requests  
to thirty five state and local agencies, seeking records related to government-ordered towing.  
The purpose of these requests was to gather data and records that would allow us to:

1.	 Analyze the structure, finances, processes, and impact of local towing programs;

2.	 Compare towing programs across jurisdictions;

3.	 Measures the scale and scope of government-ordered tows and towing-related lien sales 
statewide;

4.	 Assess the most common authorities for towing used locally and statewide and compare the 
outcomes and impacts of different types of tows.

UNSUCCESSFUL CPRA REQUESTS TO STATE AGENCIES

Attempts to collect statewide towing and lien sale data and records from state agencies were 
unsuccessful. We sought records and data from the California Department of Justice’s Stolen 
Vehicle System, which tracks information about certain impounded vehicles throughout the state, 
relying on the California Law Enforcement Telecommunications System (CLETS). In response to 
a request for related records, however, the Department of Justice asserted that “any information 
transmitted via CLETS to or from the Stolen Vehicles System is confidential and exempt from 
disclosure [under the CPRA].” The Department of Justice also explained that it does not “process 
or store reports on towed/impounded vehicles on a regular (daily, weekly, monthly, yearly, etc.) 
basis.” The authors are unaware of any other agency that compiles or maintains statewide data on 
the towing practices of public agencies.

We also sought data from the California Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV), which receives 
notifications and applications from lienholders. These records would allow the DMV to track the 
number of vehicles sold at lien sale as a result of government-ordered tows. In response to the 
authors’ request, the DMV explained that it “does not track that information or electronically note it 
in Department databases.” The DMV would not conduct a manual search of lien sale files to identify 
liens triggered by government tows on the ground that doing so would be unduly burdensome and 
therefore not required under the CPRA. 

CPRA REQUESTS TO LOCAL AGENCIES

The authors also submitted requests to the 30 cities and counties listed below, whose jurisdictions 
include the most populated cities and metropolitan regions in California. 

•	 California Highway Patrol

•	 City of Anaheim

•	 City of Berkeley

•	 City of Chula Vista

•	 City of Fontana

•	 City of Fremont
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•	 City of Fresno

•	 City of Garden Grove

•	 City of Huntington Beach

•	 City of Irvine

•	 City of Long Beach

•	 City of Los Angeles 

•	 City of Modesto

•	 City of Oakland

•	 City of Oxnard

•	 City of Riverside

•	 City of Sacramento

•	 City of San Diego

•	 City of San Francisco

•	 City of San Jose

•	 City of Santa Ana

•	 City of Stockton

•	 Alameda County

•	 Los Angeles County (Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department)

•	 Orange County

•	 Sacramento County

•	 San Bernardino County (San Bernadine Sheriff’s Department)

•	 Santa Clara County

These requests sought records related to local governments and local agencies’ (1) contracts with 
private towing companies; (2) policies, procedures, and fees for towing, storing, and releasing 
vehicles; (3) guidelines for post-tow hearings; and (4) policies for low-income fee waivers or 
reductions, if any. 

We also requested records tracking every tow and impound ordered by these agencies since 
August 2015, including as much of the following information as possible:

a.	 Date/time request of tow; 

b.	 Which entity ordered the tow; 

c.	 Citation/reason for towing; 
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d.	 Citation fees; 

e.	 Location from which vehicle was towed; 

f.	 Vehicle’s make, model, year, license, VIN; 

g.	 Owner’s address, age, or any other available information; 

h.	 Destination to which vehicle was towed; 

i.	 Date/time tow unit arrives at storage facility; 

j.	 Date/time of release of vehicle; 

k.	 Fees for towing and storage; 

l.	 Method of payment; 

m.	 Whether the tow was contested, in what manner it was contested (in writing, in person 
hearing), whether tow was successfully contested; 

n.	 Unique identifier for that tow, where applicable.

Finally, our CPRA requests to local agencies sought records related to all government-towed 
vehicles that were sold at lien sale during the same period, including: 

a.	 The value of the assessed vehicle; 

b.	 The total amount of tow and storage fees due at the time of sale; 

c.	 The total amount of parking ticket, registration or other fees due at the time of sale; 

d.	 The amount the vehicle sold for at auction; 

e.	 Any deficiency debt, if applicable. 

The contracts, policies, and guidelines provided in response to these CPRA requests inform much 
of the analysis presented in Chapters I, II, and V, specifically the analyses of the fees charged by 
local towing programs and the impact on city budgets.

We received towing data from approximately 20 different agencies, which provided source material 
for the data analysis presented in Chapters IV and V. The methodology for processing this data is 
discussed below.

With regards to data on lien sales, most public agencies that responded to our CPRA requests 
provided very little – if any – data about lien sales of impounded vehicles. With very few exceptions, 
the public agencies responded to requests for lien sale data by maintaining that the records of 
these sales were maintained by the private contractors that tow and store the vehicles and carry 
out the lien sales. As such, the agencies asserted that these records are not public records that 
must be disclosed under the CPRA. 
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CPRA REQUESTS TO PUBLIC AGENCIES IN LOS ANGELES

Given the volume of tows conducted in the City of Los Angeles (approximately 100,000 per year), 
the authors made several efforts to obtain towing data from public agencies in Los Angeles. The 
LAPD did not respond to our 2017 request. In 2018, we sent a similar request to the Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation and the Los Angeles Police Commission, which oversees the Official 
Police Garages, the entities that contract with the City of Los Angeles to tow vehicles.  

As of the date of publication, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation has not provided a 
substantive response or any data in response to this request.  The Police Commission responded 
by producing some data, which is discussed in Appendix C and also forwarded the request to the 
LAPD for a response.  

The Los Angeles Police Department responded to this second request in January 2019 but refused 
to produce any responsive documents. This is consistent with the LAPD’s longstanding refusal to 
release towing data on the ground that the Official Police Garages, rather than the LAPD, compile 
data related to the city’s towing practices.  Although the data comes from LAPD records and the 
City’s contract with the OPGs allow the City to access this data at any time, Official Police Garages 
as private entities are not themselves subject to the Public Records Act.  Because the CPRA does 
not require the City to produce OPG data, the City has repeatedly refused to do so.135  
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APPENDIX C: CATEGORIES OF TOWS, DATA PROCESSING,  
AND DATA ANALYSIS

Since Fall 2017, the authors, including data scientists and statisticians from Analysis Group, have 
been studying records received from the CPRA requests described above. Ultimately, we analyzed 
unique data sets from over twenty different state and local agencies. This appendix describes our 
methodology for processing and analyzing these records. 

Interpreting and resolving the idiosyncrasies of towing data from different agencies was labor 
intensive and often involved back-and-forth communications with agency officials in order to 
resolve questions about data storage, codes, and abbreviations. This appendix does not attempt to 
offer a comprehensive review of every agency’s data sets. Instead, it provides an overview of how 
the authors resolved these interpretive issues. Please contact Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights 
of the San Francisco Bay Area for details about specific data sets. 

DATA PROCESSING: TOWING RECORDS

As described above, the authors submitted CPRA requests for towing records to public agencies 
throughout the state. In response, a number of agencies responded that they store their towing 
records in physical files. They refused to produce responsive documents, asserting various 
CPRA exemptions, including the position that the production of the documents would be unduly 
burdensome

Moreover, some of the towing data sets that were produced could not be analyzed. First, some 
agencies provided paper records or image files that could not be converted into delimited data 
files in the timeframe available. Second, many agencies do not track the authority or basis for their 
tows in the data sets they provided. Finally, some track the authority for certain types of tows, but 
not others. Because the goal of our analyses was to break the data into categories based on the 
authority or basis for the tow, we did not process or analyze some of these data sets.

Ultimately, the authors were able to fully process and analyze towing data from nine cities 
(Berkeley, Chula Vista, Fontana, Fremont, Garden Grove, Huntington Beach, San Diego, San 
Francisco, and Santa Ana), two counties (Alameda and Riverside), and the California Highway 
Patrol. Our analysts also reviewed incomplete data sets from other cities, including Fresno and Los 
Angeles. Each of these agencies stores its towing data in different forms, tracks different types of 
information, and, most importantly, lists the authority or basis for the tow in different ways. After 
converting the data sets from these agencies into delimited text files, we sanitized these unique 
data sets by creating consistent categories for the information tracked in agency-specific records. 
We also collapsed the data to the level of unique tows, where each row or observation represented 
the tow of a single vehicle. Variables relevant to our analysis were determined to be: an identifier 
for a unique tow, the time and date of the tow, and the reason for the tow as specified by a statutory 
authority code.

 Similarly, the authors removed all data related to purely private tows (e.g. vehicles that were not 
towed as a result of a government order) and all data tracking the seizure of bicycles, boats, and 
construction equipment. Note that mopeds, motorcycles, vans, RVs and trucks are included in 
the data analyzed. The majority of data analysis was conducted in MS Excel, while data processing 
steps in certain cases were done using software programs such as SAS and R.
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DATA PROCESSING: CATEGORIES AND MAPPING TOW DATA

In order to sanitize the local towing data sets, the authors created ten master categories – or types 
of tows – based on a public agency’s authority to seize the vehicle and mapped the towing data 
sets to these categories. This created a framework to analyze towing practices within and across 
different jurisdictions. These categories cover every possible statutory authority for government-
ordered tows. 

1.	 Flow of Traffic

•	 Definition: Vehicle towed based on a parking violation that obstructs the flow of traffic, 
impedes commercial activity or construction, and/or endangers public safety.

•	 Examples: Vehicle unattended on bridge; vehicle blocking roadway; vehicle blocking 
handicapped parking spot; vehicle blocking entrance to construction zone.

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 22651(a), 22651(b), 22651(d), 22651(e), 
22651(f), 22651(l), 22651(m), 22651(n), 22651(q), 22651(r), 22656. 

2.	 Criminal Investigation

•	 Description: Vehicle seized and impounded as evidence in a criminal investigation  
or because the driver was arrested and could not safely leave the vehicle at the place  
of arrest. 	

•	 Examples: DUI tows, drag racing tows, recovery of stolen vehicles, driver arrest.

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 14602.7, 22651(c), 22651(h),  
22655.5, 23109.2. 

•	 Note: Driving on a suspended license and driving without proper registration can both be 
criminal offenses. However, these offenses also create an independent basis for towing  
the offender’s vehicles. Therefore, tows related to these offenses are categorized as 
License Suspension and Registration Tows, as described below.

3.	 Abandoned Vehicle

•	 Description: Vehicle towed based on government authority to seize and impound vehicles 
that an officer reasonably believes to be abandoned, and vehicles towed after traffic 
accidents or because the driver was incapacitated. 

•	 Examples: Vehicle abandoned on public road, car accident, driver incapacitated.

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 22651(g), 22660, 22669.

•	 Note: The Flow of Traffic category (above) and 72-Hour Ordinance category (below) cover 
tows that do not require that a vehicle be “abandoned” and are therefore distinguishable 
from this category. Also note that this category was combined into the “Other” category  
in many of the charts and graphs presented in the report. 
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4.	 License Suspension

•	 Description: Vehicle towed and/or impounded because driver was unlicensed, driving  
on a suspended license, or violating the terms of a restricted license. 	

•	 Examples: Unlicensed driver, driving on a suspended license, driving without required  
BAC ignition lock.

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 14602.6, 22651(p).

5.	 Debt Collection

•	 Description: Vehicles towed because registered owner had five or more outstanding 
(unpaid) parking citations issued by authorizing agency, or failed to pay parking fee  
for municipal garage.

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code section 22651(i). 

•	 Note: This category was narrowly drawn to correspond only to tows authorized by  
section 22651(i). The only addition was for tows based on a failure to pay parking fees  
for a municipal garage.

6.	 Registration

•	 Description: Vehicles towed and/or impounded because its registration was more than 
six months expired, it was never registered, it was missing license plates, or it had false, 
forged, or altered registration or license plates. 

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 22651(j) and 22651(o).

7.	 72-Hour Ordinance

•	 Description: Vehicle towed because it was “parked or left standing upon a highway for  
72 or more consecutive hours in violation of a local ordinance authorizing removal.” 

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code section 22651(k).

8a.	 Other (Miscellaneous)

•	 Description: Authority for tow based on preventing public nuisance or another regulatory 
authority of local government. 

•	 Statutory Authority: California Vehicle Code sections 22651(u) (unlicensed dealer offering 
vehicle for sale) and 22651.5 (vehicle’s alarm or horn has been activated for more than 
twenty minutes).

8b.	 Other (Indeterminate or Unspecified)

•	 Description: Description of authority for tow in data set insufficient to categorize.

•	 Examples: “REC1030,” “REC1085.B.” “Towed/Stored,” “Electronic Impound,” “Vehicle Code,” “O.”
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9.	 Multi-Reason (Debt-Collection, Registration, 72-Hour Rule)

•	 Description: Data entry references multiple authorities for tow, including at least one 
authority that can be categorized as Debt-Collection, Registration, or 72-Hour Rule.

•	 Example: Tow authorized because vehicle’s registration had lapsed and because  
of outstanding parking tickets on file (“SCOF/22651.I-O”).

10.	 Multi-Reason (Other)

•	 Description: Data entry references multiple authorities for tow, but does not reference  
any authority that could be categorized as Debt-Collection, Registration, or 72-Hour Rule.

•	 Example: Tow authorized because driver was unlicensed and arrested for a DUI.

•	 Note: This category was combined into the “Other” category in many of the charts  
and graphs presented in the report. 

We then “mapped” the data sets so that every tow was assigned to one of these categories. This 
was accomplished by first isolating the column in each data set that lays out the reason for the tow 
– usually described as the “authority” or “offense” – and matching every unique description in every 
data set to a category based on the guidelines set out above.

Data from some agencies include the specific statutory authority for each tow (e.g. “CVC § 22651(h)), 
which could be easily mapped to the relevant category. Other data sets, however, listed the offense 
that triggered the tow, which required an additional step. For example, a number of data sets 
listed Vehicle Code section 4000(a) as the “offense” for a significant number of tows. This section 
makes it a citable offense to drive a vehicle that has not been properly registered as required by 
California’s Vehicle Code. This section does not, however, specifically authorize officials to tow the 
vehicle; that authority is set out in Vehicle Code sections 22651(j) and 22651(o). By reviewing the 
text of the statute cited as the “offense,” however, the authors were able to map the “offense” of 
violating section 4000(a) tows to the Registration category. The authors also cleaned up obvious 
typos as part of this mapping process. For example, one agency repeatedly cited to subsections of 
Vehicle Code section 226651. That code section does not exist, and the agency plainly meant to cite 
Vehicle Code section 22651.

The Criminal Investigation category includes tows where the only authority or offense limited is  
a criminal offense – or a citable offense under the Vehicle Code – unrelated to the flow of traffic 
or any other authority for tow. For example, in a number of data sets, the only authority or offense 
listed for a tow is Penal Code section 459 (burglary) or Vehicle Code section 20001(a) (hit and 
run). Without any other information about circumstances that would authorize a tow, the authors 
assumed that the basis for the tow was the underlying arrest and/or criminal investigation. 

The authors also contacted a number of agencies directly in order to get assistance interpreting 
abbreviations and codes that were frequently listed as the offense or authority for the tow. For 
example, the Fremont Police Department’s towing records uses the abbreviation “OVR” to refer 
to stolen vehicles that have been recovered and stored through the Outside Vehicle Recovery 
program. We attempted to contact every agency that used these type of abbreviations, codes,  
or radio codes to properly interpret the data.
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Finally, the authors and analysts deployed two different strategies to map and categorize the data 
sets that listed multiple offenses or authorities for a single tow. Where multiple-offense tows made 
up less than 10% of the total data, we used the “Multi-Reason Tow” categories described above and 
separated out those tows that included one or more of the “poverty tow” reasons discussed in this 
report. If more than 10% of the data set included tows with multiple offenses listed, we conducted 
a tiered review. First, we filtered out those tows that listed one or more Tier 1 offenses – citations 
to a specific source of statutory authority for towing a vehicle (e.g. Vehicle Code section 22651(c) 
– recovery of a stolen vehicle). We then categorized the tow based on that Tier 1 offense or as a 
Multi-Reason Tow if it listed multiple Tier 1 offenses. For the data entries that remained, we filtered 
for Tier 2 offenses – violations of the Vehicle Code that necessarily trigger a basis for tow (e.g. 
Vehicle Code section 4000(a), which, as discussed above, would create authority for a Registration 
tow). We then categorized the tow based on that Tier 2 offense or as a Multi-Reason Tow if it listed 
multiple Tier 2 offenses. Last we reviewed the remaining tows, which only listed Tier 3 offenses. 
We then categorized the tow based on those remaining offenses, which generally included only 
criminal statutes. If multiple Tier 3 offenses were listed, and they suggested conflicting towing 
categories, we mapped the tow in one of the Multi-Reason categories.

TOWING ANALYSIS

The towing analysis involved breaking down the count of unique tows by different categories  
of towing reason (as specified above). This enabled an examination of the distribution of tows and 
the particular reasons cited by the specific towing authority across different cities and counties  
of California. In particular, tows could be identified as “poverty tows” where the motivating reason 
was unpaid parking tickets, lapsed registration, and 72-hour ordinances. 

In addition to finding the number of tows for each reason in each city’s data, the count of unique 
tows was further broken out by year. This allows for an examination of how towing activity trends 
differ across years as well as provide a more valid comparison across cities that have provided 
towing data for varying time spans.

DATA PROCESSING: LIEN SALE RECORDS

As explained above, very few agencies provided any lien sale data. In fact, we only received data 
sets with lien sale information from San Francisco, San Diego, Riverside County, and Modesto. 
Unfortunately, the data from the City of Modesto was provided in hard copy, and our analysts were 
not able to process these records into delimited text files. For San Francisco, San Diego, and 
Riverside County, the Authors reviewed the data sets and identified columns tracking (1) whether 
the vehicle was released to its owner, repossessed by the “legal owner,” or sold at lien sale, (2) 
the sale price for the vehicle, and (3) the amount of fees that the vehicle had accrued. As with the 
towing records, we also made a number of phone calls to public agencies to confirm that we were 
properly interpreting these data sets.136
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LIEN SALE ANALYSIS

In cases where the data was available, the final outcome of a towed vehicle was analyzed.  
This involved identifying whether a vehicle was returned to the owner for a particular fee  
amount or if the car was sold by the towing authority (or a contracted towing company)  
at an auction or at market. 

The proportion of vehicles released to the owner versus those sold were once again broken 
down by tow reason, with the aim of identifying which reasons were seen to be more frequently 
associated with a particular outcome of the vehicle. This analysis was also broken out across 
different years of observation.

In addition, the average amount of fees due was analyzed independently for released and sold  
cars, again broken out by reason category. This particular exhibit helped isolate reasons associated 
with larger fee amounts collected in all outcomes involving a towed vehicle. While the fees due  
for a released car refers to the amount required to be paid for an owner to retrieve his or her car, 
fees due for a sold car typically involved fees accumulated over time due to storage reasons.  
In certain cases, such as San Diego, the average sale price of towed vehicles by reason category 
was also provided.

METHODOLOGY FOR LOS ANGELES TOWING ANALYSIS

As described above, the Los Angeles Police Commission was the only agency in the City of  
Los Angeles to produce responsive data. The Commission produced monthly reports submitted 
by the City’s 19 Official Police Garages (OPG Reports) for a three-year period. However, during our 
research phase, the Commission failed to produce approximately 300 of these reports, which 
covered random months during the three year period.137 

After processing the reports that were provided and converting them into a delimited text file, 
we conducted a manual review to remove redundant or duplicative reports. Next, in order to 
approximate data from the missing reports, we calculated the average number of vehicles 
impounded in each garage for a given year. We then used these monthly averages to make up  
for any missing monthly and to make projections for annual estimates, for each garage and for  
the city as a whole.138 
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APPENDIX D: STATEWIDE PROJECTIONS – METHODS  
AND FINDINGS

Of the 12 jurisdictions with tow-level data, 2 are counties (Riverside and Alameda), 1 is the  
California Highway Patrol, and 1 (Fremont) does not have a year variable. For the eight remaining 
cities, data were typically spanned mid-2015 to mid-2018, therefore this analysis focuses on the 
years 2016 and 2017. However, for Berkeley and San Francisco, 2017 data were only available for 
 5 and 3 months respectively. Therefore, we estimated the full year towing counts for these two 
cities in 2017 by taking the average towing counts per month and multiplying that by 12 in order  
to estimate a full year. 

We then calculate and define towing rates in a particular year as the number of vehicles towed 
 in that year divided by the number of vehicles registered in 2018.139

𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑅𝑅𝑅𝑅𝑅𝑅𝑅𝑅 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦 𝑇𝑇 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐 =  
𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑏𝑏𝑏𝑏𝑏𝑏 𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦𝑦 𝑇𝑇 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐

𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁 𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 2018 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐
 

In 2016, this value ranged from a low of 0.57 percent (Fontana) to a high of 9.17 percent (San 
Francisco). The lowest rate in 2017 was 0.36 percent (Fontana) and the highest was 6.87  
percent (San Francisco).

For 2016, the simple and weighted average of these rates across the eight cities were 2.93 
percent and 3.24 percent, respectively. The weighted average scales towing rates according to 
the city’s number of registered vehicles. Applying these average tow rates to the number of cars 
registered in California in 2018 yields estimates of annual tows in California of 886,014 and 979,858, 
respectively.

886,014 = 2.93% × 30,228,340

979,858 = 3.24% × 30,228,340

Taking the city as the unit of observation, and assuming that (i) towing rates in California are 
similar across cities and that (ii) the sample of cities we study here was randomly selected, we 
can estimate a confidence interval for the towing rate.140 Under these assumptions, a 90 percent 
confidence interval around the simple average suggests that the number of cars towed across the 
state in 2018 was between 305,037 and 1,466,992.141 Similarly, a 90% confidence interval around the 
weighted average suggests that the number of cars towed across the state was between 192,100 
and 1,767,615 in 2018. These confidence intervals use critical values from a t distribution due to the 
small sample (n=8).142
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FORMULA: VARIANCE OF A WEIGHTED MEAN

For 2017, the simple and weighted average of these rates across the eight cities 2.65 percent and 
2.86 percent respectively. The 90 percent confidence interval around the simple average suggests 
that the number of cars towed across the state in 2018 was between 369,545 and 1,234,011. 
Similarly, a 90% confidence interval around the weighted average suggests that the number of cars 
towed across the state was between 324,357 and 1,406,411 in 2018. The analyses underlying the 2016 
and 2017 statewide projections are set out in full below.

Suppoo: thal X i, • .. , ,c,, is au i.i.<l. sample with E[x,] = µan d V ur(:,;,) = 
c,2. Lei x., be lbc wcigbtc<l sornplc rneau, with weights w, s uch lbat: 

" 
lv;, = L 1v1xf, 

It is eosy i-0 see that E[x.,[ = µ. T he following proves 1ba1 Var(:i.,) = 
' "'" 2 " L...1• 1 wi • 

Var(x") - Var (t w,x;) - LL w;w;Cov(x,,x;) 
i • I t 1 

Since the :t;'s ore i.i.d., it follows tbot for oil if. j, Cov(x,.x;) = 0. Tbc 
rcmoioing terms arc simply the vnrionccs, since Cov(x;, x,) = \I ar(x,) . 

.. 
Va.r(x,.,) L w;\I ar(x,) 

"1ote that t his formula. simplifies i-0 t he more common formula for tbe 
variance of a sample mean (~) when w, ;;;;; ¼: 
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STATEWIDE ANALYSIS (2016)

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2016)

REASON CATEGORY BERKELEY CHULA VISTA FONTANA GARDEN 
GROVE

HUNTINGTON 
BEACH

SANTA ANA SAN DIEGO SAN 
FRANCISCO

AVERAGE 
(SIMPLE)

AVERAGE 
(WEIGHTED)

MIN MEDIAN MAX AVERAGE 
(SIMPLE)

AVERAGE 
(WEIGHTED)

MIN MEDIAN Max

Multi-Reason Low Income 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00% 0.02% 0.04% 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.04% 2,577 1,782 0 0 10,986

Multi-Reason Other 0.00% 0.00% 0.24% 0.00% 0.02% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.03% 0.02% 0.00% 0.00% 0.24% 9,693 5,624 0 0 71,564

Registration/Debt Collection 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.08% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.08% 2,937 4,323 0 0 23,494

Other 0.03% 0.01% 0.00% 0.02% 0.12% 0.00% 0.01% 0.04% 0.03% 0.02% 0.00% 0.01% 0.12% 8,279 6,503 239 3,791 34,788

Abandoned Vehicle 0.03% 0.02% 0.00% 0.02% 0.00% 0.00% 0.05% 0.20% 0.04% 0.06% 0.00% 0.02% 0.20% 12,232 18,135 0 5,580 60,012

Debt Collection 0.10% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.03% 0.13% 0.37% 0.08% 0.13% 0.00% 0.02% 0.37% 24,396 38,896 0 5,451 112,890

72 Hour Ordinance 0.69% 0.17% 0.00% 0.14% 0.12% 0.00% 0.21% 0.19% 0.19% 0.17% 0.00% 0.15% 0.21% 57,173 51,239 0 46,057 63,024

Unspecified 0.08% 0.00% 0.00% 0.18% 3.13% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.42% 0.22% 0.00% 0.00% 3.13% 128,231 67,929 0 842 945,301

License Suspension 0.42% 0.34% 0.30% 0.07% 0.07% 0.07% 0.31% 0.32% 0.24% 0.26% 0.07% 0.30% 0.32% 71,596 79,200 20,234 91,421 96,791

Registration 0.70% 0.46% 0.00% 0.24% 0.38% 0.31% 0.50% 0.33% 0.37% 0.39% 0.00% 0.36% 0.50% 110,384 118,746 994 107,832 150,123

Criminal Investigation 0.50% 0.35% 0.01% 0.70% 0.25% 0.15% 0.39% 0.80% 0.39% 0.42% 0.01% 0.37% 0.80% 119,070 127,296 4,307 111,866 240,768
Flow of Traffic 1.37% 0.07% 0.00% 0.09% 0.10% 0.01% 0.51% 6.84% 1.12% 1.52% 0.00% 0.09% 6.84% 339,448 460,185 331 28,119 2,066,125
TOTAL 3.92% 1.41% 0.57% 1.45% 4.20% 0.62% 2.10% 9.17% 2.93% 3.24% 0.57% 1.77% 9.17% 886,014 979,858 171,787 536,329 2,772,459

Total Registered in CA
# of Registered Vehicles 2,510,242 70,654 207,038 182,475 136,386 170,312 253,150 1,028,329 461,898 30,228,340

Registered Vehicles as a % of CA 8.304% 0.23% 0.68% 0.60% 0.45% 0.56% 0.84% 3.40% 1.53%

Number of Tows, if City Rate 
Represents All of CA 
[City Tow Rate * Registered Vehicles 
in CA]

1,184,678 427,645 171,787 439,065 1,270,459 188,427 633,593 2,772,459 7,088,114

OVERALL TOW COUNTS [Tow Rate *Vehicles Registered in CA]PERCENT TOWED OUT OF REGISTERED VEHICLES [# of Tows / Registered Vehicles] OVERALL TOW RATE

TOWING RATES AND COUNTS (2016) 

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2016)

REASON CATEGORY BERKELEY CHULA VISTA FONTANA GARDEN 
GROVE

HUNTINGTON 
BEACH

SANTA ANA SAN DIEGO SAN 
FRANCISCO

TOTAL

Multi-Reason Low Income 0 0 26 0 30 92 0 0 148
Multi-Reason Other 0 0 432 0 31 4 0 0 467
Registration/Debt Collection 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 359 359
Other 18 14 2 24 196 2 77 207 540
Abandoned Vehicle 23 40 0 24 8 10 484 917 1,506
Debt Collection 74 1 0 0 15 69 1,346 1,725 3,230
72 Hour Ordinance 486 344 0 189 203 2 2,144 887 4,255
Unspecified 60 0 0 240 5,326 13 0 2 5,641
License Suspension 296 708 543 96 114 181 3,160 1,479 6,577
Registration 492 947 6 327 648 796 5,107 1,538 9,861
Criminal Investigation 352 721 26 961 420 382 4,030 3,679 10,571
Flow of Traffic 968 154 2 120 167 27 5,206 31,571 38,215
TOTAL 2,769 2,929 1,037 1,981 7,158 1,578 21,554 42,364 81,370

NOTE(S):

TOWING COUNTS BY CATEGORY (2016)

[1] Though data are available for 4 other jurisdictions, they were removed from the statewide analysis due to them being county-level data (Alameda, Riverside), the California 
Highway Patrol, or lacking a year indicator (Fremont).

NOTE(S):
[1] Though data are available for 4 other jurisdictions, they were removed from the statewide analysis due to them being county-level data 
(Alameda, Riverside), the California Highway Patrol, or lacking a year indicator (Fremont).
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STATEWIDE ANALYSIS (2016)

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2016)

90% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL OF THE SIMPLE AVERAGE
INPUTS
T-test Reliability Coefficient [t] 1.895
Standard Deviation of City Tow Rates [s] 0.02869
Sample Size [n] 8
Calculated Confidence [t * (s/sqrt(n) ) ] 0.019220

CALCULATIONS Lower Bound Upper Bound
Confidence Interval (Rate) 
[Simple Average ± .019] 1.01% 4.85%

Confidence Interval (Count) 
[Rate * Registered Vehicles in 
CA] 305,037          1,466,992          

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences . 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-
160.

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences. 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-160.

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2016)

90% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL OF THE WEIGHTED AVERAGE
INPUTS
T-test Reliability Coefficient [t] 1.895
Standard Deviation of City Tow Rates [s] 0.02869
Sum of weights^2 0.47938933
Calculated Confidence [t * 
(s*sqrt(sum of weights^2) ) ]

0.026060

CALCULATIONS Lower Bound Upper Bound
Confidence Interval (Rate) 
[Weighted Average ± .026]

0.64% 5.85%

Confidence Interval (Count) 
[Rate * Registered Vehicles in 
CA]

192,100            1,767,615           

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences . 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-
160.

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences. 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-160.
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STATEWIDE ANALYSIS (2017)

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2017)

REASON CATEGORY BERKELEY CHULA VISTA FONTANA GARDEN 
GROVE

HUNTINGTON 
BEACH

SANTA ANA SAN DIEGO SAN 
FRANCISCO

AVERAGE 
(SIMPLE)

AVERAGE 
(WEIGHTED)

MIN MEDIAN MAX AVERAGE 
(SIMPLE)

AVERAGE 
(WEIGHTED)

MIN MEDIAN MAX

Multi-Reason Low Income 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00% 0.02% 0.05% 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.05% 2,998 2,119 0 0 14,329

Registration/Debt Collection 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.06% 0.01% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.06% 2,258 3,324 0 0 18,062

Multi-Reason Other 0.00% 0.00% 0.13% 0.00% 0.02% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.02% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.13% 5,735 3,336 0 0 40,255

Other 0.04% 0.01% 0.00% 0.05% 0.12% 0.00% 0.01% 0.02% 0.03% 0.02% 0.00% 0.01% 0.12% 9,418 5,693 0 3,472 37,450

Abandoned Vehicle 0.03% 0.02% 0.00% 0.02% 0.00% 0.01% 0.05% 0.16% 0.04% 0.05% 0.00% 0.02% 0.16% 11,170 16,401 0 6,239 49,475

Debt Collection 0.18% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.03% 0.09% 0.39% 0.09% 0.12% 0.00% 0.02% 0.39% 26,456 35,329 0 6,998 117,275

72 Hour Ordinance 0.54% 0.19% 0.00% 0.16% 0.14% 0.00% 0.23% 0.18% 0.18% 0.18% 0.00% 0.17% 0.23% 53,979 53,047 0 51,091 69,021

Unspecified 0.02% 0.00% 0.00% 0.20% 2.74% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.37% 0.20% 0.00% 0.00% 2.74% 111,886 59,764 0 909 827,627

License Suspension 0.40% 0.34% 0.20% 0.08% 0.06% 0.10% 0.30% 0.77% 0.28% 0.34% 0.06% 0.25% 0.77% 85,206 101,497 17,926 75,164 231,409

Criminal Investigation 0.47% 0.31% 0.01% 0.85% 0.26% 0.16% 0.37% 0.48% 0.36% 0.36% 0.01% 0.34% 0.85% 109,602 108,255 2,485 101,928 257,544

Registration 0.83% 0.48% 0.01% 0.31% 0.38% 0.43% 0.55% 0.29% 0.41% 0.43% 0.01% 0.40% 0.55% 123,918 129,283 1,657 121,813 165,585
Flow of Traffic 1.39% 0.08% 0.00% 0.11% 0.12% 0.01% 0.63% 4.52% 0.86% 1.15% 0.00% 0.12% 4.52% 259,152 347,335 0 35,015 1,365,157
TOTAL 3.90% 1.43% 0.36% 1.79% 3.87% 0.80% 2.21% 6.87% 2.65% 2.86% 0.36% 2.00% 6.87% 801,778 865,384 108,837 603,793 2,075,614

Total Registered in CA
# of Registered Vehicles 2,510,242 70,654 207,038 182,475 136,386 170,312 253,150 1,028,329 461,898 30,228,340

Registered Vehicles as a % of CA 8.304% 0.23% 0.68% 0.60% 0.45% 0.56% 0.84% 3.40% 1.53%

Number of Tows, if City Rate 
Represents All of CA 
[City Tow Rate * Registered Vehicles 
in CA]

1,177,748 433,047 108,837 539,689 1,169,114 242,280 667,897 2,075,614 6,414,226

TOWING RATES AND COUNTS (2017)
PERCENT TOWED OUT OF REGISTERED VEHICLES [# of Tows / Registered Vehicles] OVERALL TOW RATE OVERALL TOW COUNTS [Tow Rate * Vehicles Registered in CA]

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2017)

REASON CATEGORY BERKELEY CHULA VISTA FONTANA GARDEN 
GROVE

HUNTINGTON 
BEACH

SANTA ANA SAN DIEGO SAN 
FRANCISCO

TOTAL

Multi-Reason Low Income 0 0 24 0 32 120 0 0 176
Registration/Debt Collection 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 276 276
Multi-Reason Other 0 0 243 0 27 7 0 0 277
Other 29 12 0 74 211 4 67 76 473
Abandoned Vehicle 24 46 0 26 6 14 490 756 1,362
Debt Collection 125 2 0 0 21 86 908 1,792 2,934
72 Hour Ordinance 379 389 0 213 231 5 2,348 840 4,405
Unspecified 12 1 0 273 4,663 14 0 0 4,963
License Suspension 286 711 365 112 101 261 3,057 3,536 8,429
Criminal Investigation 329 636 15 1,162 442 402 3,776 2,228 8,990
Registration 588 997 10 428 642 1,086 5,633 1,352 10,736
Flow of Traffic 982 172 0 147 211 30 6,442 20,860 28,844
TOTAL 2,753 2,966 657 2,435 6,587 2,029 22,721 31,716 71,864

NOTE(S):

TOWING COUNTS BY CATEGORY (2017)

[1] Though data are available for 4 other jurisdictions, they were removed from the statewide analysis due to them being county-level data (Alameda, Riverside), the California 
Highway Patrol, or lacking a year indicator (Fremont).

[2] For Berkeley and San Francisco, data were only available for 5 and 3 months, respectively. An estimation of a full year of tows for these two cities is created by taking the 
numbers of cars towed, divided by the number of available months of data, and multiplied by 12 to estimate a full year.

NOTE(S):
[1] Though data are available for 4 other jurisdictions, they were removed from the statewide analysis due to them being county-level data (Alameda, Riverside), the California Highway Patrol, 
or lacking a year indicator (Fremont).
[2] For Berkeley and San Francisco, data were only available for 5 and 3 months, respectively. An estimation of a full year of tows for these two cities is created by taking the numbers of cars 
towed, divided by the number of available months of data, and multiplied by 12 to estimate a full year.
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STATEWIDE ANALYSIS (2017)

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2017)

90% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL OF THE SIMPLE AVERAGE
INPUTS
T-test Reliability Coefficient [t] 1.895
Standard Deviation of City Tow Rates [s] 0.02135
Sample Size [n] 8
Calculated Confidence [t * (s/sqrt(n) ) ] 0.014299

CALCULATIONS Lower Bound Upper Bound
Confidence Interval (Rate) 
[Simple Average ± .014] 1.22% 4.08%

Confidence Interval (Count) 
[Rate * Registered Vehicles in 
CA] 369,545           1,234,011           

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences . 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-
160.

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences. 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-160.

Appendix: Statewide Analysis (2017)

90% CONFIDENCE INTERVAL OF THE WEIGHTED AVERAGE
INPUTS
T-test Reliability Coefficient [t] 1.895
Standard Deviation of City Tow Rates [s] 0.02135
Sum of weights^2 0.44254386
Calculated Confidence [t * 
(s*sqrt(sum of weights^2) ) ]

0.017898

CALCULATIONS Lower Bound Upper Bound
Confidence Interval (Rate) 
[Weighted Average ± .017]

1.07% 4.65%

Confidence Interval (Count) 
[Rate * Registered Vehicles in 
CA]

324,357           1,406,411           

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences . 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-
160.

SOURCE(S):
Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the 
Health Sciences. 6th ed. New York: Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-160.
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ENDNOTES

1	 �Board of Governors of the Fed. Reserve Sys., Report on the Economic Well-Being of U.S. Households in 2017, 
at 21 (2018), available at https://www.federalreserve.gov/publications/files/2017-report-economic-well-being-
us-households-201805.pdf. 

2	� The average fees and range of fees presented in this table are based on an analysis of fees in seven cities 
(Sacramento, San Francisco, San Diego, Modesto, Los Angeles, San Jose, Garden Grove).

3	 �Some cities charge both an administrative fee – collected at the tow yard – and a “release fee” collected by the 
police department or transit authority before the owner can retrieve their vehicle from the tow yard.

4	 �Studies suggest that the three days is the average amount of time it takes a driver to recover their vehicle. 
Dianne Kelley, Sharon Muravez, Regi Block, Hilda Dallal & Ronnie Dann-Honor, 2016 – 2017 Los Angeles County 
Civil Grand Jury, Tows and Impounds, Part A: Impound Practices In Twelve Select Cities, in 2016 – 2017 Los Angeles 
County Civil Grand Jury, Final Report 194 (2017).

5	 �Los Angeles: https://ladot.lacity.org/what-we-do/parking/parking-tickets (“The average ticket is $68 Late fees 
typically double the cost of a parking ticket.”) Modesto: In a phone interview with an employee at the Modesto 
City Clerk’s office on March 4, 2019 these figures were given as the average price of a “basic parking citation” 
and the standard late fee. Berkeley: https://www.cityofberkeley.info/parkingcitations/ (The average ticket cost 
was calculated by taking the average of all parking violations, excluding the disabled placard violations. Parking 
ticket late fees in Berkeley start at $30 after 30 days, and are then raised to $80 after 49 days.).

6	 See Cal. Lab. Code § 1182.12(b)(1)(C) (2017).
7	 http://www.opgla.com/rates.aspx. Fee assumes standard vehicle and payment by credit card.
8	 Listed storage fee includes the ten percent Parking Occupancy Tax. See Los Angeles Municipal Code § 21.15.1 et seq.
9	� A driver may also be forced to pay a lien sale initiation fee of $70 (or $100 for a high-value vehicle) even if they 

recover their vehicle.
10	 �$120 is the minimum amount charged for a vehicle release from the Modesto Police Department. This is the 

amount charged for the release of vehicles towed because they were illegally parked or “abandoned.” Modesto’s 
release fees are substantially higher in other situations. They charge $160 for a release after a tow based on 
lapsed registration or driving without a license, and $250 for a tow related to driving on a suspended license or 
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121	 Id.
122	� Id. Tow companies do not need to get a court judgment to overcome an opposition if the company is unable to 

serve the person opposing the sale at the address they listed on the opposition form. 
123	 Id.
124	 Id.
125	 Id.
126	 Cal. Veh. Code §§ 22851.8, 22851.10. 
127	 Id.
128	 Cal. Civ. Code § 3071; Cal. Veh. Code § 22851.4.
129	 Cal. Civ. Code § 3071.
130	 Id.
131	 Id.
132	 Id.
133	 Id.
134	 Cal. Gov. Code §§ 6250-70.
135	� The LAPD’s refusal to produce towing data has been the subject of a number of legal actions. In January 2019, 

the Court of Appeal agreed the LAPD did not have to disclose Official Police Garage data. Anderson-Barker  
v. Superior Court, (2019) 31 Cal.App.5th 528. As of the date of publication, the California Supreme Court is  
considering whether to grant review of the Court of Appeal decision.

136	� For example, on February 13, 2019, a contributor spoke to Lieutenant Agnoletto of the Riverside County Sheriff’s 
Department. The Lieutenant explained that his department does not track the outcome of every vehicle, which 
is why that column was blank for some of the tows – as opposed to listing “sold” or “released.” He nevertheless 
confirmed that the subset of the data with a listed outcome would be a fair cross section of their tows. The 
blank tows were omitted from the Riverside County lien sale analysis

137	� The missing reports were provided after the completion of the data collection phase of this report, and are 
therefore could not be included in the analysis for this report. 

138	� In order to be more precise, we applied this approach both for the “Total Government Impounds” column in the 
OPG reports and for the LAPD and LADOT impounds columns. When the Report discusses vehicles towed by the 
City of Los Angeles, we are referring only to the LAPD and LADOT impounds. 

139	� 2018 is the only year for which DMV vehicle registration counts were available as of the date accessed on Feb 19, 
2019. DMV registrations accessed at: https://www.dmv.ca.gov/portal/dmv/detail/pubs/media_center/statistics. 
Zip code to city mapping accessed at: https://www.zipcodestogo.com/California/.

140	� Note that the average towing rate calculated here seeks to estimate the average towing rate across all cities in 
California, using the data we have on 8 cities.

141	� The assumptions needed to construct these confidence intervals are unlikely to be met in practice since (i) 
cities likely differ significantly in their towing policies, and (ii) our sample was not randomly selected. As a result, 
the exhibits also include estimates of the number of tows across the state in 2018 by applying each of the eight 
cities’ tow rates to the number of registered vehicles. So for example, if one thinks that San Diego is a good 
statewide proxy, we would apply its towing rate to the total number of registered vehicles, yielding an estimated 
633,593 tows in California in 2018.

142	� Wayne W. Daniel. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis In the Health Sciences. 6th ed. New York:  
Wiley & Sons, 1995, p. 158-160.

https://www.dmv.ca.gov/portal/dmv/detail/pubs/media_center/statistics
https://www.zipcodestogo.com/California/


Problem Solving (PS) 
Priority Category 

Current  Changes Effective 11/6/2024 

Eligible Clients  Clients who are PS eligible based on CE housing 
assessment and meet the definition of 
homelessness; clients who are seeking travel & 
relocation support and meet criteria (i.e., at-risk 
of homelessness, experiencing housing instability, 
in Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH)). 

Clients who are PS status based on the CE housing 
assessment and currently in a HSH funded shelter, 
DV shelter, or transitional housing; currently on a HSH 
housing queue and want to access PS financial 
assistance services to resolve their housing crisis; 
clients who are seeking travel & relocation support 
and meet criteria for services (i.e., at-risk, 
experiencing housing instability, in Permanent 
Supportive Housing (PSH)). *Exception: eligibility for 
Youth will follow current policy. Youth shall apply for 
assistance through providers Mission Action & 3rd 
Street Youth.  

Resolution Threshold $8K leases ($10K with HSH approved waiver) 
$2K non-leases ($4K with HSH approved waiver)  

$6K leases (no waivers for additional funding)  
Non-lease resolutions are no longer a PS expenditure 
category  

Removal of Housing 
Barriers  

Vital documents replacement costs to assist with 
housing access if no other source is available and 
if directly linked to housing resolution. 

No longer a PS expenditure category  

 Car repair, registration, smog test, insurance, or 
payment, if reasonable and directly linked to 
employment or housing. 

No longer a PS expenditure category  

 Pest extermination, if it makes an otherwise 
uninhabitable housing resolution location 
habitable. 

No longer a PS expenditure category  

 Fees or costs (including certifications, union dues 
or licenses) necessary for immediate employment 
that will result in a housing opportunity. 

No longer a PS expenditure category  

 Housing fees and credit checks if directly linked to 
a housing resolution.  

No longer a PS expenditure category 

 Utility arrears or past due rent to a landlord or 
leaseholder if it will allow the participant to move 
back into the unit or to rent a new unit (only when 

No longer a PS expenditure category  



no other source is available that can be secured 
quickly). 

Moving Costs Moving assistance by a moving company.  No longer a PS expenditure category  
Travel & Relocation 
Assistance 

1) Airplane, bus, or train tickets. 
2) Gift cards for food expenses during relocation 
(recommendation is $40 per person, per day; not 
to exceed $160 per person per relocation). 
3) Gas cards if they are necessary to travel to a 
housing resolution. If useful, 
Problem Solving staff can get a gas cost estimate 
using GasBuddy at the following link.   
4) Travel insurance may be included in travel and 
relocation costs.  

1) Airplane, bus, or train tickets. 
2) Gift cards for food expenses during relocation 
(recommendation is $40 per person, per day; not to 
exceed $160 per person per relocation). 
3) Gas cards if they are necessary to travel to a 
housing resolution, not to exceed $500 per relocation. 
If useful, Problem Solving staff can get a gas cost 
estimate using GasBuddy at the following link. 
4) Travel insurance may be included in travel and 
relocation costs. 

 Transportation costs within San Francisco if 
support will allow the participant to obtain a 
housing resolution. 

Public transportation costs within San Francisco if 
support is needed for participants to travel to the 
airport or bus/train station they will depart from to 
reach their housing resolution destination. Assistance 
may be provided up to $15 per individual traveling. 

Move-in Assistance 
(Lease)  

Housing application fees and credit checks.  No longer a PS expenditure category  

 Security deposit and first month’s rent for housing 
outside the SF HRS (including miscellaneous fees 
associated with lease up requirements).  

Security deposit & first month’s rent for housing 
outside the SF HRS (including miscellaneous fees 
associated with lease-up requirements). If a client is 
scheduled to move to a housing unit and the landlord 
requires one full month of rent plus the second 
month of pro-rated rent, these payments may be 
approved if documented on the lease.  

 Furniture including mattress only option, bed sets 
(mattress, box spring, & metal frame), futon, 
bunkbeds, tables, dressers, and cribs for children 
ages 0-3. 

Household size of 1 = max $1,500 
Household size of 2-3 members = 

max $2,000 

No longer offered as part of a PS resolution. PS 
providers shall refer clients to appropriate 
organizations who provide free or low-cost furniture 
see Bay Area Move-in and Furniture Resource Guide 
at following link. 

https://www.gasbuddy.com/
https://www.gasbuddy.com/
https://dhsh.box.com/s/3uhlw013cgf84ouimqaoso1x90oqctmy


Household size with 4+ members = 
max $3,000; 

 Transportation costs within San Francisco if 
support will allow the participant to obtain a 
housing resolution.  

No longer offered as part of a PS resolution 

Rental Assistance After 
Move-In 

Up to 3 months of rent *HSH waiver approval 
required  

 

No longer a PS expenditure category  

Waivers Waivers for PS financial assistance include:  
• Rental Assistance after Move-In  
• Assistance beyond maximum amount 

with a lease   
• (Maximum $8,000/ HSH may 

approve up to $10,000 with a 
waiver)  

• Assistance beyond maximum amount 
without a lease   

• (Maximum $2,000/ HSH may 
approve up to $4,000 with a 
waiver)  

• Requesting travel and relocation 
assistance for a household that has 
already received travel and relocation 
assistance by HSH or through similar 
services offered by SF City and County 
Human Services Agency (HSA) within the 
last two years. 

• Requesting a new 'allowable expense 
category’ 

• Participant’s gross monthly income 
exceeds 50% of the Area Median Income 
(AMI) to receive Problem Solving financial 
assistance.   

Waivers for PS financial assistance include:  
• Requesting travel and relocation assistance 

for a household that has already received 
travel and relocation assistance by HSH or 
through similar services offered by SF City and 
County Human Services Agency (HSA) within 
the last two years. 

 



 

 
 

Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing  

Family Shelter Length-of-Stay Policy 
 

  

The purpose of this policy is to outline the length of stay and associated extension criteria for HSH 

funded family temporary shelter and urgent accommodation voucher programs in the San Francisco 

Homelessness Response System (HRS).   

 

FAMILY SHELTER LENGTH-OF-STAY 
 
Prior to the COVID-19 Pandemic, family temporary shelter programs had a defined length of stay for 

participants. Subsequently, in 2020, the pandemic required that HSH freeze the length of stay for safety 

reasons which resulted in longer lengths of stay than intended and a lack of transition from shelter into 

permanent housing for families. This policy seeks to reinstate length of stays across the family 

temporary shelter system and outline the extension criteria.  

Length-of-Stay Policy 

The HSH Temporary Shelter System is intended to serve as a short term, emergency response that 

provides safe, temporary shelter to San Francisco homeless families1. Due to the temporary nature of 

this intervention, shelter stays are time limited. A household’s length of stay is defined as one 

continuous length of stay from the first date of enrollment in an HSH funded shelter program through 

the exit date of the shelter system. This includes the total number of days a household is enrolled in the 

shelter system continuously, including any transfers between shelter programs.    

Shelter Stay Types 

The Family Temporary Shelter System has two length-of-stay types: 

A. 14-Day Emergency Placements 

14-Day Emergency Placements are provided through the Urgent Accommodation Voucher (UAV) 

Program. These hotel voucher placements are designed to provide immediate intervention for 

families in emergency situations who have housing or other shelter accommodation plans and have 

a small gap of time unsheltered until their housing or shelter plan can be achieved. Families may 

stay at the Families and Pregnant Persons UAV program2 for up to 14 calendar days.    

B. 90-Day Temporary Shelter Placements 

                                                           
1 San Francisco Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing Definitions of Homelessness: 
https://hsh.sfgov.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/HSH-Definitions_FinalDraft.pdf 
2 Families and Pregnant Persons UAV program provides emergency 14-day hotel stays to families experiencing 
homelessness.  More information about this program is located here: https://hsh.sfgov.org/services/how-to-get-
services/accessing-temporary-shelter/family-temporary-shelter/ 

DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELESSNESS AND 
SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 

https://hsh.sfgov.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/HSH-Definitions_FinalDraft.pdf
https://hsh.sfgov.org/services/how-to-get-services/accessing-temporary-shelter/family-temporary-shelter/
https://hsh.sfgov.org/services/how-to-get-services/accessing-temporary-shelter/family-temporary-shelter/
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90-Day Temporary Shelter Placements are provided through temporary shelter programs and the 

Urgent Accommodation Voucher (UAV) Program. These placements are designed to provide 

temporary shelter or accommodation vouchers for families for up to 90 calendar days while working 

on other housing plans. Families can contact a Family Access Point for assessment and referral. 

Families may stay in this placement type for up to 90 calendar days. 

Extension Policy 

The Family Shelter System Length-of-Stay Policy allows families placed in any of HSH’s Family Temporary 
Shelter or Urgent Accommodation Voucher (UAV) Programs the opportunity to receive a placement 
extension beyond the designated length of stay to address barriers to housing for households actively 
engaged in a housing resolution and meeting their family success plan milestones. 
 
Three Extensions. Families may be eligible for up to three extensions of their 14-day or 90-day stay if 
they meet the specified criteria outlined in this policy.  
 
Active Program Engagement. Households must demonstrate active engagement in case management, 
participate in any programs and/or services that address barriers to housing, maintain compliance with 
shelter rules and regulations, provide documentation of efforts made to secure housing, applications 
submitted, and attend housing appointments.   

 

 

Family Success Plan: Family success plans are to be completed by families in collaboration with shelter 

case managers and signed by program directors within one week of initial shelter stay for 14-day stays 

and within three weeks of initial shelter stay for 90-day stays. Households must continue to engage with 

shelter case management on working toward a housing resolution throughout all lengths of stay.   

 

 
HSH Review Beyond Three Extensions. HSH recognizes that there may be cases in which families need 
longer than the three allotted extensions. In these cases, extensions that exceed the maximum allotted 
number must be reviewed by HSH.  
 
Ineligibility for Extended Shelter Stays. Any household who lost their most recent housing referral 
status due to declining HSH housing units without extenuating circumstances per CE standards, as 
documented in ONE, is not eligible for an extension of stay.  Any household in a 14-Day Emergency 
Placement who has been removed from the Family Shelter Waitlist due to declining shelter placement 
without extenuating circumstances per the Family Shelter Waitlist standards3, is not eligible for an 
extension of stay, unless they have a documented housing move-in date that will be completed within 
the 14-day extension.  

Extension Criteria 

A. 14-Day Emergency Placement Type Extension Criteria 

 

                                                           
3 Add link to Family Shelter Prioritization Policy 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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Shelter Program leadership may approve up to three 14-day extensions of stay under one of the 

following circumstances:  

 

1. Medical  

Household has written documentation from a medical practitioner acknowledging a current 

medical or mental health course of treatment, intervention, or assessment that will be resolved 

or completed during the extension.  

 

2. Temporary Shelter or Transitional Housing Placement Pending   

Household is on the Family Shelter Waitlist; is approved for a Victim Service Provider (VSP) or 

Domestic Violence (DV) shelter placement; is approved for a transitional housing program; or for 

an approved transfer to an Adult or TAY shelter program.  

 

3.   Housing Pending  

Household has written documentation of a housing opportunity through a landlord or problem-

solving resolution that will be achieved during the extension; household is active on the 

Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH) or Rapid Rehousing queue; or household is enrolled in a 

Rapid Rehousing or other housing program and is in active housing search.  

 

Documentation: Eligibility for every 14-Day Emergency Placement Type extension requires 

documentation in the ONE System of the household’s engagement with an Access Point and UAV 

program case management, including regular attendance of weekly case management meetings.   

 

B. 90-Day Temporary Shelter Placement Type Extension Criteria 

Shelter Program leadership may approve up to three 30-day extensions of stay under the following 
circumstances:  
 
1. Medical  

Household has written documentation from a medical practitioner acknowledging a current 
medical or mental health course of treatment, intervention, or assessment that will be resolved 
or completed during the extension.  
 

2. Transitional Housing Placement Pending  
Household has written documentation of approval for a transitional housing program.   
 

3. Housing Pending  
Household has written documentation of a housing opportunity through a landlord or problem-
solving resolution plan that will be achieved during the extension; household is active on the 
PSH or Rapid Rehousing queue; or household is enrolled in a Rapid Rehousing or other housing 
program and is in active housing search.  

  
Documentation:  Eligibility for every 90-Day Temporary Shelter Placement Type extension requires 
documentation in the ONE System of the household’s engagement with an Access Point, progress in 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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their Family Success Plan and engagement with shelter program case management, including 
regular attendance of weekly case management meetings.   

Stays Beyond Three Extensions 

All length of stay extension requests beyond the three extensions approved by shelter or UAV program 

leadership require further HSH review in monthly meetings with HSH.  

A. Meeting extension criteria for first three extensions 

Families shall meet the extension criteria outlined above in the policy based on their associated 

length-of-stay type.   

 

B. Housing barriers outside of their direct and immediate control 

Documentation is required in the ONE System of the household’s continual and consistent efforts to 

obtain a housing resolution they have not been able to achieve due to barriers outside of their direct 

and immediate control.  

 

C. Active on the Family Shelter Waitlist OR Documented Housing Move-In Date (14-Day Emergency 

Placements ONLY) 

For families in 14-Day Emergency Placements only, they shall be working toward a family shelter 

placement, as demonstrated by remaining active on the Family Shelter Waitlist.  Alternatively, for 

families not active on the Family Shelter Waitlist, they shall have a documented housing move-in date 

that will be achieved within the extension period. 

Procedure 

A. Extension Review Meeting 

Shelter Program Case Managers will meet with each family at least seven (7) days prior to the end of 

their 14-Day Emergency Placement Type stay or thirty (30) days prior to the end of their 90-Day 

Temporary Shelter Placement Type stay to review their exit plan. If the family does not have an exit 

plan in place, the case manager should determine if the family meets criteria for an extension as 

outlined below:   

 

 

Table 1 – 14-Day Emergency Placement Type Extension Criteria 

 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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Table 2 – 90-Day Temporary Placement Type Extension Criteria 

 

 
B. Extension Approval 

If the family meets the criteria above, the shelter or UAV program case manager shall document this 

in an extension request case management service in ONE and notify the case manager supervisor or 

other shelter or UAV program leadership for approval. Once the extension request is reviewed, the 

program leadership shall document the extension approval or denial in an extension approval or 

extension denial ONE system case management service.  The case manager shall then update the exit 

date in ONE pending the decision. 

 

Medical 
Temporary Shelter 

Placement Pending

Transitional Housing 

Pending
Housing Pending

Required for 

all extensions

Required for 

all extensions

Documentation from a 

medical practitioner 

acknowledging a current 

medical or mental health 

course of treatment, 

intervention, or assessment 

that will be resolved or 

completed during the 

extension

Confirmation of being active 

on the Family Shelter 

Waitlist Queue

OR

     Documentation of a DV 

shelter placement

OR

Documentation of approved 

transfer to an adult or TAY 

shelter program

Documentation of approval 

for a transitional housing 

program

Copy of a lease or rental 

agreement

OR

Documentation from a 

landlord, property 

management company, or 

leaseholder specifying a 

move-in date 

OR

Confirmation of being active 

on the PSH or Rapid 

Rehousing Queue

OR

Confirmation of current 

enrollment in a Rapid 

Rehousing or other housing 

program and is in active 

housing search

Confirmation of being active 

on the Family Shelter Waitlist 

Queue or a documented 

housing move-in date that 

will be completed within the 

14-day extension

AND

     Documentation of 

household’s continual and 

consistent efforts to obtain a 

housing or shelter resolution 

they have not been able to 

achieve due to barriers 

outside of their direct and 

immediate control

AND

     Review of Extension 

Approval with HSH Program 

manager at monthly HSH 

meetings

Confirmation of Eligibility Criterias must be documented/uploaded to HoH's ONE Profile

14-Day Emergency Placement Type

*Only One Document Needed*

Extensions beyond 56 days

Weekly Case 

Management 

Engagement

Access Point 

Engagement

90-DayTemp orary Placement Type 

Access Point 
Weekly case 

Family Success 
· Onty One Document Needed· 

Enga!P'ment 
Management 

Plan Progress Medical Transi tional Hoo sing Pendl re Housing Pending 
Extensions Beyond 180 days 

Ercagement 

Copy of a lease or renta l 

aereement Must cont11ue to meetthe 

OR criteria outlined for all previous 

Documentation from a extensions 

landlord, property manaeement AND 
Documentation from a medical company, or leasehol~r Documentat ion of hoosehold's 

pract1t1oner acknowledging a specifyinea move-in date continual and consistent effOJts 

Required for al Required for all 
current medical or mental 

Documentation of approval for 
OR to obtain a housngresolution 

Required for all 
health course of treatment, Confirmation of beir& act ive on they have not been able to 

extensions extensions extensions a t ransit iona l housine proeram 
mtervenuon,or assessment the PSH or Rapid Rehousine achieve due to barriers outside 

lhatw1llbe resolved or Queue of their direct and immediate 
completed durirc lhe eJ<tenslon OR control 

Confirmation of current AND 
enrollment in a Rapid Review of Extension Approval 

Rehousin& or other housin& with HSH Program manager al 

pro1ram and is in act ive housire monlhly HSH meetings 

search 

Confirmation of 8Jg1bllitv Criterias must be documented/uploaded to HoH's ONE Profile 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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C. Extension of Stay Notification 

The Shelter Program Case Manager shall notify the family of extension approval or denial verbally and 

in writing via an extension notification letter to be signed by the family and staff authorizing the 

extension approval.  A copy of the extension notification letter shall be uploaded into ONE.  

Notification should be provided to the family within the following timelines after the extension review 

meeting: 

a. 14-Day Emergency Placement:  2 days 

b. 90-Day Temporary Shelter Placement:  7 days 

 

D. HSH Review 

For extension requests beyond three extensions, the shelter program shall document the extension 

request and approval/denial of the extension in ONE as outlined in steps A. to C. above. In addition, 

the shelter program leadership shall review these extensions with their HSH Program Manager during 

regular monthly meetings. The shelter program leadership or case manager shall document the 

outcome of the HSH review in a case management service in ONE. The outcome of the HSH review 

shall either be an approval of the additional extension or a recommendation to decline any further 

extensions. 

 

 

Shelter and UAV Program and HSH Responsibilities  

 

Case Managers are responsible for the following as well as documenting these efforts in the ONE system:  

 

 Meet weekly with each family to complete the Family Success Plan and work on problem solving 

services and housing goals.  

 If the family is unknown to Coordinated Entry (CE), refer them to an Access Point for housing 

assessment and eligibility.   

 Verify active status on the Family Shelter Waitlist queue (for programs where participants are 

eligible for referral to the queue4).  

 Verify active status on PSH queue.  

 Verify active status on Rapid Rehousing queue or enrollment in a Rapid Rehousing Program, 

during the housing search process.  

 Upload any documentation related to extension criteria to HoH’s ONE profile.  

 Document an extension request case management service in ONE and notify program leadership 

for review.   

 Communicate the decision with the family verbally and in writing via an extension notification 

letter within required timelines.  

 Update exit dates in ONE system and upload a copy of the extension notification letter. 

 

Case Manager Supervisor or Program Leadership are responsible for the following and documenting these 

efforts in the ONE system:  

 

                                                           
4 Add link to Family Shelter Eligibility Policy 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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 Review extension request to determine if extension criteria are met.  

 Document the extension approval or denial in an extension approval or extension denial case 

management service and justification in ONE.  

 For stays beyond three extensions, review the extension with HSH during the next monthly HSH 

meeting. 

 For stays beyond three extensions, document the HSH review and outcome in an HSH Review case 

management service in ONE.     

 

HSH Program Managers are responsible for the following:  

 

 Review all stays beyond three extensions monthly to ensure the family meets all extension 

criteria, the family has barriers outside of their direct and immediate control, and extensions are 

properly documented in ONE.   

 

 

 

 

Table 3 - Maximum Length-of-Stay 

Total Maximum Lengths of Stay  

Placement Length of Stay Types  Length of Stay  Provider Approved Extensions  Maximum Length of Stay  

14-Day Emergency Placement 
Type  

14 calendar days  
Up to three 14-day extensions for 

an additional 42 calendar days  
56 calendar days  

90-Day Temporary Placement 
Type  

90 calendar days  
Up to three 30-day extensions for 

an additional 90 calendar days  
180 calendar days  

Extension requests beyond this require HSH review based on documented barriers outlined in this policy.  

 

 

 

 

  

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing
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Approvals 

Policy: Family Shelter System Length-of-Stay Policy  

Division: Outreach and Temporary Shelter  

Last Updated:   

10/8/2024  Original Policy 

  

Originated by:  Heather Venisse, Shelter Team Supervisor 

Reviewed by:   Lisa Rachowicz, Director of Outreach and Temporary Shelter 

 
 

Approved by:   Marion Sanders, Chief Deputy Director 

 
 

  

 

 

 

 

http://hsh.sfgov.org/rehousing


Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

serengetisue@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Susan Rickert 
< serengetisue@everyactioncustom.com > 

Friday, December 6, 2024 9:20 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Susan and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Susan Rickert 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

pmhagen@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Mary Hagen 
< pmhagen@everyactioncustom.com > 

Friday, December 6, 2024 8:43 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Mary and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they·lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. Mary Hagen 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

ethan.ostrow7@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ethan Ostrow <ethan.ostrow7 
@everyactioncustom.com > 
Friday, December 6, 2024 6:17 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Ethan and I live in San Francisco, in District 8. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV 
parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people 
across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ethan Ostrow 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

karenJ.mcmillan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Karen McMillan 
< karenj.mcmil lan@everyactioncustom.com > 

Friday, December 6, 2024 12:00 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Karen McMillan and I live in SF. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Karen McMillan 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

noritaroman@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nora Roman 
< noritaroman@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 10:28 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Nora Romanand I live in SF. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the 
hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

I am a homeowner and a vehicle owner. I support my neighbors who are not as lucky as I am to have shelter. The city 
needs to provide garbage removal and other support services for vehicularly housed San Franciscans, not take away 
their shelter and their only belongings. I am a retired RN and this is a public health issue. It is also about human rights 
and civil rights. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. Nora Roman 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

limulala@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Liseli Mulala 
< limulala@everyactioncustom.com > 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 8:45 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Liseli Mulala and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking 
citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across 
our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of famil ies experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Dr. Liseli Mulala 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

nonutdasa@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of CONNIE JEUNG-MILLS 
< nonutdasa@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 8:22 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Connie Jeung-Mills and I live in District 8 in San Francisco. I am writing to urge you to reverse the SFMTA's 
decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is 
implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter wait list and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. 

I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support 
people who are living in RVs. People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a 
citywide ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and 
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. CONNIE JEUNG-MILLS 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS} 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

robyn.miles@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Robyn Miles 
< robyn.miles@everyactioncustom.com > 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 7:50 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Robyn and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. Robyn Miles 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

toddclarksnyder@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Todd Snyder 
<toddclarksnyder@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 6:19 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Todd and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Todd Snyder 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sleyton@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Stacey Leyton 
< sleyton@everyactioncustom.com > 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 5:46 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Stacey Leyton and I live in San Francisco, District 11. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight 
RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm 
people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. It is inhumane and it will be 
counterproductive because it will push people living on the margins further into homelessness. I walk on Bernal Hill 
regularly and the people who live in the RVs there were friendly and clean. After they left, the hill feels less safe, not 
more. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Stacey Leyton 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

anneoverearl@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nancy Anne Earl 
< a nneoverearl@everyactioncustom.com > 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 4:01 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Nancy Anne and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking 
citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across 
our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. Nancy Anne Earl 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

rob415sfc@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Robin Perez 
< rob415sfc@everyactioncustom.com > 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 3:26 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Robin and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Robin Perez 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

alishamccutcheon@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Alisha Mccutcheon 
< alishamccutcheon@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 3:20 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Alisha Mccutcheon and I live in SoMa/lnner Mission. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight 
RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm 
people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Alisha Mccutcheon 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Lew, Lisa (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

joy@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Joy D'Ovidio <joy@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 1 :43 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open.links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Joy and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Joy D'Ovidio 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: caitlinstanton44@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2024 12:19:47 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

caitlinstanton44@gmail.com 
715 1/2 Lyon Street 
San Francisco, California 94115

I 

mailto:caitlinstanton44@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Virginia Taylor
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2024 1:39:33 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Virginia Taylor 
virginia.taylor@safeandsound.org 
3450 3rd St, building 2 
San Francisco, California 94124

I 

mailto:virginia.taylor@safeandsound.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: kgborland23@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2024 1:50:23 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

kgborland23@gmail.com

,

I 

mailto:kgborland23@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Eowski@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2024 2:26:23 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Eowski@gmail.com

,

I 

mailto:Eowski@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Justice Dumlao
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 27, 2024 3:14:50 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

Ask yourselves what will this change improve on all sides of the issue? Without proper
resources to address this issue and blowback this is lazy legislation that fails to support our
most vulnerable communities. Situations that we are all much closer to being in than some
really recognize. I please urge you to reverse this decision. The weather outside is getting
more and more unbearable, we do not need to further compound our shelter availability.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Justice Dumlao 
jdumlao@sfaf.org

San Francisco, California 94121
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Harry Pariser
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: It is time to repeal the overnight ban on RV parking!
Date: Thursday, November 28, 2024 9:57:15 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

I strongly urge you to oppose the plan to tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, who are resting overnight, while removing all public process and accountability.

This is morally unconscionable. We need to find a real solution here!

Harry S. Pariser

PS: Man, a D7 resident, speaks here about the van dwellers:

https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=IwXsDfa2mdY___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5ZDUxZjY0MDJmNzNkODlkNWQwZDUwZWQzM2U4Mzc3OTo3OjEwZDc6YjgyOWNhODM0ZDJiOTRlNTlkYTU0OGQ2MzY0ZWU4Yzg4NjY4YWFlZjNkOTgzMTMzZjVlN2FlY2JhMWM0ZWFmYTp0OlQ6Tg

Harry Pariser 
editorial@savethemanatee.com

SF, California 94122
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: John Goldsmith
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Friday, November 29, 2024 11:17:26 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

John Goldsmith 
jgjohngoldsmith@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94114
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Miguel Lopez
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 9:38:38 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

The people living in San Francisco, in RVs are our neighbors. Give them the respect any
human being deserves.

Miguel Lopez 
miguellopez121399@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94116
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Nathalie Qin
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 9:51:48 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Nathalie Qin 
nathalie.qin@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94110
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Nathalie QIN
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:01:41 AM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Nathalie Qin, a resident of San Francisco's Mission District and an employee at Larkin
Street Youth Services, the city's largest provider of services to Transition-Aged Homeless Youth.
Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday,
December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city,
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness.

Having been employed at Larkin Street Youth Services for 6 years, working in the Tenderloin, and
living in the Mission District, I am intimately familiar with the scope of the city's experience with
homelessness and its already strained resources. I have firsthand experience working with and
supporting people whose ability to sleep in their RV was the primary factor in enabling them to go to
work, go to school, and coordinate with their case managers. We already do not have enough
shelters, housing, subsidies, housing navigators, and programs to meet our current homeless
populations' needs. Removing people's access to this life-saving and life-changing shelter will cause
more homelessness which will only further strain our homelessness response system. It will also
cause people to lose the ability to engage in the change they need in order to find stable housing.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in
San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and
capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024
Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in
their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough
deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you
to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to
support people who are living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban
would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you,

Nathalie Qin 

I 

mailto:nathalie.qin@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:connie.chan@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:joel.engardio@sfgov.org
mailto:dean.preston@sfgov.org
mailto:matt.dorsey@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:hillary.ronen@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://hsh.sfgov.org/about/research-and-reports/pit/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpkOTkzM2U3ZjFiNDU2YWFmYWEwNDY5NGM5MDFlNzkxODo3OjhkZjA6MjRkMmQzZGQ0ZDY2ZmU3M2JkNWVjNDA0ZDljOWE1NzhmZjI5YmYwNDFkNTcyMWM2YzhlMTVkMDI2MjY0ODI3ODpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://hsh.sfgov.org/about/research-and-reports/pit/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpkOTkzM2U3ZjFiNDU2YWFmYWEwNDY5NGM5MDFlNzkxODo3OjhkZjA6MjRkMmQzZGQ0ZDY2ZmU3M2JkNWVjNDA0ZDljOWE1NzhmZjI5YmYwNDFkNTcyMWM2YzhlMTVkMDI2MjY0ODI3ODpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2024-11/Agenda%20Item%208%20Director%27s%20Report.pdf___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpkOTkzM2U3ZjFiNDU2YWFmYWEwNDY5NGM5MDFlNzkxODo3OjViNjA6NDJlOTc2Mzk0Njk2YWNkYzA2N2M2NGI2MTU0MjI1MTU2ODdjMzVjOTlkMWQ0YjQ1MWI5YWEzZmU5NmFiM2I1NDpoOkY6Tg


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Laura Hernandez
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:13:36 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Laura Hernandez 
laurah@evictiondefense.org

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Jacqueline Patton
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:26:11 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Jacqueline Patton 
jacquep@evictiondefense.org

San Francisco, California 94110
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Jenna Harris
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:30:47 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Jenna Harris 
JennaTHarris@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94118
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Madeline Scher
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:36:23 AM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Madeline Scher with the Eviction Defense Collaborative. Please reverse the SFMTA’s
decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this
decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in
RVs, and increase street homelessness.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in
San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and
capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024
Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in
their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough
deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you
to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to
support people who are living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban
would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you,

Madeline Scher
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Elizabeth Chi
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 10:59:31 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Elizabeth Chi 
elizabeth95876@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Kara Ekmekjian
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Walton,

Shamann (BOS)
Subject: No parking meters/ kiosks on residential streets!! Stop SFMTA from destroying businesses and quality of life!
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 11:27:50 AM

 

Message to the Board of Supervisors,
Mayor, and the City Attorney

From your constituent Kara Ekmekjian

Email karaek66@gmail.com

I live in 

Can you join your neighbors
in person? Monday
December 2, 5pm, Moscone
Rec Center, 1800 Chestnut
Street.

So sorry I can't make it!

No parking meters/ kiosks on residential streets!!
 Stop SFMTA from destroying businesses and
quality of life!

Message: Dear Supervisors, Mayor, Mayor-Elect, and SFMTA,

San Francisco’s economic recovery is lagging, partly
due to anti-business, anti-resident policies like
SFMTA’s current proposal. The plan to install
parking meters (or kiosks) on residential areas will
only drive more people away from the city and shift
consumer spending to places like Marin and South
SF, where shopping remains convenient and
welcoming.

I strongly oppose parking meters / kiosks on
residential streets in District 2 or anywhere in San
Francisco. SFMTA’s focus should be on providing
clean, safe, and reliable public transportation, not
making life harder for residents and businesses.
Policies like this threaten our small businesses,
reduce quality of life, and alienate the very people
who keep San Francisco vibrant.

A recent poll on Nextdoor showed 98% opposition to
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parking meters (kiosks) on residential streets.
SFMTA’s track record of unpopular decisions—like
those on Valencia, Van Ness, and Geary—has
shown a disregard for the majority's concerns.
Residents already pay for Area Parking Stickers;
adding more meters is purely punitive.

Parking meters belong in commercial areas where
turnover matters, not in residential neighborhoods.
This policy will hurt local businesses, reduce foot
traffic, and make living here more expensive. San
Francisco should not be a city where people are
charged just to be outside.

It’s time for our government to put constituents first
and stop policies that make life in our city harder.

Thank you,



  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Ken Buchmann
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Walton,

Shamann (BOS)
Subject: No parking meters/ kiosks on residential streets!! Stop SFMTA from destroying businesses and quality of life!
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 11:31:50 AM

 

Message to the Board of Supervisors,
Mayor, and the City Attorney

From your constituent Ken Buchmann

Email kenbuchmann@gmail.com

I live in 

Can you join your neighbors
in person? Monday
December 2, 5pm, Moscone
Rec Center, 1800 Chestnut
Street.

So sorry I can't make it!

No parking meters/ kiosks on residential streets!!
 Stop SFMTA from destroying businesses and
quality of life!

Message: Dear Supervisors, Mayor, Mayor-Elect, and SFMTA,

San Francisco’s economic recovery is lagging, partly
due to anti-business, anti-resident policies like
SFMTA’s current proposal. The plan to install
parking meters (or kiosks) on residential areas will
only drive more people away from the city and shift
consumer spending to places like Marin and South
SF, where shopping remains convenient and
welcoming.

I strongly oppose parking meters / kiosks on
residential streets in District 2 or anywhere in San
Francisco. SFMTA’s focus should be on providing
clean, safe, and reliable public transportation, not
making life harder for residents and businesses.
Policies like this threaten our small businesses,
reduce quality of life, and alienate the very people
who keep San Francisco vibrant.

A recent poll on Nextdoor showed 98% opposition to
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parking meters (kiosks) on residential streets.
SFMTA’s track record of unpopular decisions—like
those on Valencia, Van Ness, and Geary—has
shown a disregard for the majority's concerns.
Residents already pay for Area Parking Stickers;
adding more meters is purely punitive.

Parking meters belong in commercial areas where
turnover matters, not in residential neighborhoods.
This policy will hurt local businesses, reduce foot
traffic, and make living here more expensive. San
Francisco should not be a city where people are
charged just to be outside.

It’s time for our government to put constituents first
and stop policies that make life in our city harder.

Thank you,



  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Tuesday Rose Thornton
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 11:35:28 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Tuesday Rose Thornton 
tuesdayrosethornton@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94110
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Calder Lorenz
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 12:20:21 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Calder Lorenz 
calderlorenz@gmail.com 
2415 Folsom Street 
San Francisco, California 94110
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Alexander Lopez
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 12:49:19 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Alexander Lopez 
alexlr@evictiondefense.org

San Francisco, California 94103
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ian Leipper
To: Petitions OHCHR; OIG.hotline@usdoj.gov; public.affairs@fbi.gov; san.francisco@ic.fbi.gov;

askOCR@ojp.usdoj.gov; EEOBOXJMD@usdoj.gov; webmaster@usdoj.gov; ofcio@omb.eop.gov;
Section.508@gsa.gov; public.affairs.oig@oig.hhs.gov; ocrmail@hhs.gov; Reg10.OCRmail@hhs.gov;
publicaffairs@stateoig.gov; GovernmentAffairs@oig.doc.gov; OIG_PublicAffairs@gsaig.gov; PIU.PIU@doj.ca.gov;
PIU@doj.ca.gov; DisabilityRights@doj.ca.gov; CHHSMAIL@chhs.ca.gov; VictimServices@doj.ca.gov; Webmaster;
Fiscal comms; CCDA@DGS; BOS@marincounty.org; IST-LCForms@marincounty.org; Marin Health and Human
Services; BHRSAccessPublic@marincounty.org; marinpra; administration@marincourt.org;
grandjury@marincounty.org; hr@marincourt.org; jscardina@marinsheriff.org; oes@marinsheriff.org;
cops@srpd.org; pd-info@cityofmillvalley.org; CBS@acgov.org; alcoda@acgov.org; tlgrant@acgov.org;
grandjury@acgov.org; ocop@oaklandnet.com; Board of Supervisors (BOS); District Attorney, (DAT); SFDA-Victim
Services; SFDA-ConsumerMediation; cgrandjury@sftc.org; Info, HRC (HRC); San Francisco Sheriff"s Office (SHF);
SFPD Northern Station, (POL); Los Angeles Police Headquarters; squad6complaint@doi.nyc.gov; shawn@w3.org;
kevin@w3.org; ran@w3.org; dmontalvo@w3.org; wai@w3.org

Subject: Fwd: Rent Cafe Portal Help - Ian A. Leipper - 11/02/2024
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 12:57:24 PM

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Ian Leipper <ianleipper@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Dec 2, 2024 at 12:56 PM
Subject: Rent Cafe Portal Help - Ian A. Leipper - 11/02/2024
To: <jwockner@marinhousing.org>
Cc: Carrie Smith <csmith@marinhousing.org>

Dear Ms. Wockner,
I petition for your to restore my Rent Cafe portal access.

Registration Code: 6201-tt1035541

Respectfully,
-Ian A. Leipper
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Aidan Walker
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 1:10:28 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Aidan Walker 
aidanw@evictiondefense.org

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Clare Miller
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 1:46:49 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Clare Miller 
claremiller05@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Clare Kennedy
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 1:52:33 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Clare Kennedy 
clarekennedy11@hotmail.com

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: serenadmcnair@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 8:02:33 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs. Speaking as someone
who has lived in both SoMa and D7, I have never had an issue with the people living in RVs--
and in fact, it's clear to me that people having a roof over their head makes a huge difference
in their quality of life versus being on the street or being in and out of shelters.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

serenadmcnair@gmail.com

,
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: megandemit@proton.me
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Monday, December 2, 2024 8:42:31 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

megandemit@proton.me

,
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Jesse Stout
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Please Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 12:13:24 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

In October, SFMTA gave the SFMTA Director the power to tow RVs anywhere in SF, removing
all public process and accountability. This change plunges people who rely on their vehicles
for shelter into deeper instability, and pushes them towards street homelessness.

At the December 10th Board of Supervisors meeting, an appeal of this measure will come
before you. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision, and instead to push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

People lose their only form of shelter when their RVs are towed. There are over 1,400 people
in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds
and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities, and seniors when they are seeking it.
The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

RV residents are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban will
only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban will waste City staff time and
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Jesse Stout 
jessestout@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94103
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Lizzy Kramer
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 8:44:38 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Lizzy Kramer 
lizzyhkramer@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94117
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: emancini108@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 10:31:06 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

emancini108@gmail.com

,
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Tori Gibson
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 10:43:19 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

In 2021 RV sales rocketed to over 600,000 to try to keep up with all of the families and people
being evicted during the pandemic, and now we're telling them that their home they had to
pour everything into, is now at jeopardy.

There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a
significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and
seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families
experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500
families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why
many individuals and families end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Tori Gibson 
torivgibson@gmail.com

San Francisco , California 94129
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Faith Sanchez
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 1:23:49 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Faith Sanchez 
fsanchez@glide.org 
330 Ellis St 
San Francisco, CA 94102-2710
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Jamie Sheldon
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 2:19:16 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs. Please put someone
else's "shoes" on, you never know when you may need support such as these people who
need to live in their TVs or Vans.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Sincerely, 
J. Sheldon

Jamie Sheldon 
jamiespiral55@yahoo.com

San Francisco, California 94121
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Rlmiller415@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 2:30:39 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Rlmiller415@gmail.com
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Christopher Mika
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 2:58:36 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Christopher Mika 
mika.christopher@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94109
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Deborah Hughes
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 3:17:40 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Deborah Hughes 
deborahhughes918@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94102
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: personal09biancam@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 3:18:28 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

personal09biancam@gmail.com
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Dorothee Weiler
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 3:52:20 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Dorothee Weiler

Dorothee Weiler 
doroweiler@gmail.com 
1320 Scott St Apt C 
San Francisco, California 94115
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Madeleine Smith
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Please Repeal SFTMA Ban on RVs on 12/10
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 4:38:38 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

Hey there,

As you all know, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco. This is maddening in a number of ways, but most
importantly in the way that it effectively removes all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness. This issue is actually really personal to me. I rent my
home, and even I was barely able to afford to nearly $800 towing charge I received in 2023. If
I had not gotten my tax return the day prior, I would have been in a position where I could not
have afforded my rent.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

Again, as you most likely already know, an appeal of this measure will come before you at the
December 10th Board of Supervisors meeting. I ask you to please vote to reverse the
SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support
people who are living in RVs. I know approving housing in this city is (weirdly) difficult, but it's
literally how we ensure a diverse and equitable future for San Francisco. When we focus on
homogenous communities (the tech bubble), the City hurts. Please help us, and these families
who look to you for advocacy, hurt less.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you so much for considering this. Please let the decision makers at SFMTA who
enforced this ban that it's not cool. (To be completely honest, it seems like a super obvious
shady money making scheme on the backs on our most vulnerable - not a cute look. And this
is coming from a transit activist.)
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Best, 
Madeleine Smith

Madeleine Smith 
madeleineesmith90@gmail.com 
1413 San Bruno Ave 
San Francisco, California 94110



  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Cheryl Sinclair
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 4:46:31 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Cheryl Sinclair 
cheryl_sinclair@comcast.net 
332 Genevieve Ave 
Pacifica, California 94044
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Caitlin Stanton
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 9:14:21 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Caitlin Stanton 
caitlinstanton44@gmail.com 
715 1/2 Lyon Street 
San Francisco, California 94115
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Nia Naval
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, December 4, 2024 8:46:55 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

I've found the following information extremely compelling and would love to add one more
voice to the cause. I wholeheartedly believe the following and hope that all who receive this
consider repealing the overnight ban!

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Nia Naval 
niamnaval@gmail.com 
1750 Sutter St Apt 304 
San Francisco, California 94115
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Nisha Kashyap
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Wednesday, December 4, 2024 2:32:09 PM
Attachments: Outlook-signature_.png

 
Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Nisha Kashyap and I am with the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights of the
San Francisco Bay Area. Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV
parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is
implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and
increase street homelessness.

The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount
of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when
they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families
experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are
over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough deeply affordable
housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to
vote to reverse the SFMTA’s decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking
sites to support people who are living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a
citywide ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would
waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you,

Nisha Kashyap
 
Nisha Kashyap (she/her)
Program Director, Racial Justice
Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights of the San Francisco Bay
Area
131 Steuart Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94105
Tel: (415) 543-9444 x.237
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Alejandra Rubio
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, December 4, 2024 3:19:45 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Alejandra Rubio 
alexrubio1244@gmail.com 
505 Bartlett ST 
San Francisco, California 94110
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Regina Islas
To: Chan, Connie (BOS); DorseyStaff (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban
Date: Thursday, December 5, 2024 11:16:17 AM

 

Honorable Supervisors Chan, Peskin, Dorsey and Clerk Calvillo,

Regina S Islas, SF resident. I'm writing today to request that the SFMTA’s ill-considered decision to ban overnight
RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday December 10 be reversed. If this decision stands and is
implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and thereby increase street
homelessness.

When these family RVs are towed, families lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles. As we are all WELL AWARE SF lacks adequate
shelter with capacity to offer families, people with disabilities, seniors, and our citizens when in
need. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family
shelter waitlist; with inadequate affordable housing available, this is an obscene situation given the
billionaire wealth in our City, resulting in families living in RVs. Hence, I urge you to vote to reverse
the SFMTA’s punitive, scandalous decision given the facts. Push for affordable housing and safe
parking sites for the duration, to support those of our citizens who are living in RVs. 

This ban was ill-conceived, punitive as well as a waste of City staff time and resources, creating more
chaos and pain for all of us in SF. Every one of us is impacted by these decisions, in truth we live
interdependently.  Stop this punitive short-sighted nonsense.  

Especially during this Season of Goodwill, banish the Grinch-ish ban!

 
Onward together,

Regina S Islas
[she/her]
regina.islas@gmail.com
650.484.7706

there is a force of love moving through the universe and all shall be well
  ~ helen of norwich
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Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

mikek@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Mike Kappus 
< mikek@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 1:16 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Mike and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
mr Mike Kappus 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CISIMS@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of KATHERINE SIMS 
<CISIMS@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 1 :11 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Katherine Sims and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking 
citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across 
our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
KATHERINE SIMS 

San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

lifewish@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Charles Hinton 
< lifewish@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 12:52 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Charles and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. , 

Thank you, 
Charles Hinton 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

heyjudenf@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Judy Schultz 
< heyjudenf@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 12:49 PM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Judy and I live in San Francisco. I implore you to reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking 
citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. I cannot believe that our City would do such an unspeakably cruel 
thing that will also add to the City's unhoused population by removing the only shelter some people have. 

People living in RVs are doing so because they cannot afford housing. It would be far more reasonable to provide space 
and services for RVs and to redouble the City's efforts to increase affordable housing, rather than remove these families' 
only possessions and shelter. 

As you know, there are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount 
of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 
Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, 
there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many 
individuals and families end up living in RVs. 

Please vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead work for more housing and safe parking sites to support 
people who are living in RVs. It is the only reasonable, humane, practical thing to do. 

Thank you, 
Judy Schultz 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

leready@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lauren Ready 
< leready@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 11 :51 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Lauren and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms. Lauren Ready 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sdaniel@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Sharon Daniel 
<sdaniel@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 11 :35 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Sharon and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Sharon Daniel 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

claire.vandewa@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Claire Vandewalle 
< cla ire.va ndewa@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 11 : 15 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Claire and I live in San Francisco. 

I am a nurse, a step parent and a concerned citizen for the well being of those who are struggling in our overpriced city. 
Health is not just about doctors appointments, exercise and how we eat. It's about the conditions we live and the 
stressors we face or are eleviated. This ban will only add stress and displacement to individuals and families who are 
struggling. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, 
December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in 
RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Claire Vandewalle 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

brittanymmccue@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Brittany McCue 
< brittanymmccue@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 11 :12 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Brittany Mccue and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking 
citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across 
our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Brittany Mccue 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

mikefann@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Michael Fanning 
< mikefann@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 11:11 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Michael and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide 
at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Mr Michael Fanning 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

bondurantsb@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Scott Bondurant 
< bondurantsb@everyactioncustom.com> 
Thursday, December 5, 2024 10:58 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Scott and I live in San Francisco on Mission and Van Ness. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban 
overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will 
harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. I walk my dog in Bernal 
Heights park and by Lake Merced frequently and often see many residents living in their RVs. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Scott Bondurant 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

rstaar@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Ray Staar 
< rstaar@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 10:49 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

My name is Ray and I live in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at 
the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Mr. Ray Staar 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

sj_mccarthy@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Susan McCarthy 
< sj_mccarthy@everyactioncustom.com > 

Thursday, December 5, 2024 10:42 AM 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo, 

I'm Susan McCarthy. I'm a longtime resident of the Ingleside district in San Francisco. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision 
to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. Implementing this decision, if it stands, 
will harm people across our city, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living in 
their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to vote 
to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 
Ms Susan McCarthy 
San Francisco, CA 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Nisha Kashyap < nkashyap@lccrsf.org > 

Wednesday, December 4, 2024 2:31 PM 
Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); 

Preston, Dean (BOS); Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael 
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of 

Supervisors (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Nisha Kashyap and I am with the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights of the San Francisco 
Bay Area. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on 
Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, 
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness 
live in their vehicles. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San 
Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity 
to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time 
Cou t found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. 
Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough deeply affordable 
housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. l...urge you to vote to reverse the 
SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living 
in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would 
only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, 
while only creating more chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 

Nisha Kashyap 
Nisha Kashyap (she/her) 
Program Director, Racial Justice 
Lawyers ' Committee for Civil Rights of the San Francisco Bay Area 
131 Steuart Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Tel: (415) 543-9444 x.237 
Fax: (415) 543-0296 
www. lccrsf.org 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Madeline Scher <mraescher@gmail.com > 
Monday, December 2, 2024 10:34 AM 
Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); 
Preston, Dean (BOS); Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael 
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Madeline Scher with the Eviction Defense Collaborative. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban 
overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will 
harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living 
in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 famil ies on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 

Madeline Scher 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Nathalie QIN <nathalie.qin@gmail.com> 
Monday, December 2, 2024 10:00 AM 
Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); 
Preston, Dean (BOS); Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael 
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Nathalie Qin, a resident of San Francisco's Mission District and an employee at Larkin Street Youth Services, 
the city's largest provider of services to Transition-Aged Homeless Youth. Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban 
overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will 
harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness. 

Having been employed at Larkin Street Youth Services for 6 years, working in the Tenderloin, and living in the Mission 
District, I am intimately familiar with the scope of the city's experience with homelessness and its already strained 
resources. I have firsthand experience working with and supporting people whose ability to sleep in their RV was the 
primary factor in enabling them to go to work, go to school, and coordinate with their case managers. We already do not 
have enough shelters, housing, subsidies, housing navigators, and programs to meet our current homeless populations' 
needs. Removing people's access to this life-saving and life-changing shelter will cause more homelessness which will 
only further strain our homelessness response system. It will also cause people to lose the ability to engage in the 
change they need in order to find stable housing. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living 
in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In -Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 

Nathalie Qin 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Elliot Helman <muzungu_x@yahoo.com> 
Wednesday, November 20, 2024 4:38 PM 
Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); 
Preston, Dean (BOS); Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael 
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. If 
this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city, especially those who live in RVs, and 
increase street homelessness. 

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban would only push 
people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and resources, while only creating more 
chaos on the streets. 

Thank you, 

Elliot Helman 
Mission Bay 94158 

1 



Wong, Jocelyn (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Gregory Stevens <gregory@interfaithpower.org> 
Friday, November 22, 2024 1 :22 PM 
Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); 
Preston, Dean (BOS); Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael 
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of 
Supervisors (BOS) 
Lukas Illa; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street 
Homelessness 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Rev. Gregory Stevens with the Unitarian Universalist Society of San Francisco and California Interfaith Power 
& Light. I'm writing to you about the citywide ban on the poor who live in RVs. Housing justice is climate justice: on this 
rainy day it's the unhoused who are experiencing pure misery as you and I sit in our offices. If your RV is towed, you 
become unhoused again, you're sent back in the cold pouring rain. 

As an Interfaith Reverend, informed by our many sacred life ways and their sacred texts, this sort of policy is sinful 
and antithetical to our progressive values. Blessed are those who are so desperate they live in their RVs and are 
vivaciously under attack by the City of San Francisco. 

Please reverse the SFMTA's decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, December 10. 

When people's RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in San Francisco living 
in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with 
disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing 
unsheltered homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and 
not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you to 
vote to reverse the SFMTA's decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to support people who are 
living in RVs. 

Please listen to the cries of the suffering instead of creating more suffering. 

Ashe, amen, and blessed be, 

Gregory Stevens (they/them) 
Californ ia Interfaith Power & Ligbl 
Northern California Director 
(650) 313-3998 
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From: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides
Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Ng, Wilson (BOS); De Asis, Edward (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS);

BOS-Operations; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: 8 Letters regarding File No. 241079
Date: Monday, November 25, 2024 1:36:02 PM
Attachments: 8 Letters regarding File No. 241079.pdf

Hello,
 
Please see attached for 8 letters regarding File No. 241079.
 

File No. 241079: Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors’ decision on October 1, 2024
(Resolution No. 241001-116), to amend the Transportation Code to establish a new
definition for Recreational Large Vehicles to include camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers,
house cars, trailer coaches, mobile-homes, and recreational vehicles; apply an existing
violation for overnight parking (12 a.m. to 6 a.m.) to Recreational Large Vehicles Citywide,
under certain conditions; and make other changes to implement the new parking restrictions.
(Appellant: Eleana Binder on behalf of End Poverty Tows Coalition) (Filed October 29, 2024)

 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Adkins
Office of the Clerk of the Board
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-5184 | Fax: (415) 554-5163
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.


From: Gregory Stevens
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);


Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)


Cc: Lukas Illa; Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Friday, November 22, 2024 1:24:04 PM


 


Dear Board of Supervisors, 


My name is Rev. Gregory Stevens with the Unitarian Universalist Society of San Francisco and 
California Interfaith Power & Light. I’m writing to you about the citywide ban on the poor who live in 
RVs. Housing justice is climate justice: on this rainy day it’s the unhoused who are experiencing pure
misery as you and I sit in our offices. If your RV is towed, you become unhoused again, you’re sent
back in the cold pouring rain.


As an Interfaith Reverend, informed by our many sacred life ways and their sacred texts, this sort
of policy is sinful and antithetical to our progressive values. Blessed are those who are so
desperate they live in their RVs and are vivaciously under attack by the City of San Francisco.


Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, 
December 10. 


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in 
San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and 
capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 
Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in 
their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough 
deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you 
to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to 
support people who are living in RVs. 


Please listen to the cries of the suffering instead of creating more suffering. 


Ashe, amen, and blessed be, 


__
Gregory Stevens (they/them)
California Interfaith Power & Light
Northern California Director
(650) 313-3998 
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.


From: Hallie Cohen
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2024 3:54:05 PM


 


Board of Supervisors Public Comment,


On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.


An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


Hallie Cohen 
hpcohen13@gmail.com 
2855 24th St 
San Francisco, California 94110
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.


From: Tiffany Chung
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 7:17:43 PM


 


Board of Supervisors Public Comment,


On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.


An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


Tiffany Chung 
tiffany@foodwise.org 
1 Ferry Building, Suite 50 
San Francisco, California 94111
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.


From: Austin Wald
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 4:45:15 PM


 


Board of Supervisors Public Comment,


On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.


An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


Austin Wald 
ajwald98@gmail.com 
1711 Lake St Apt. 6 
San Francisco, California 94121
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.


From: Elliot Helman
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);


Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)


Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 4:38:43 PM


 


Dear Board of Supervisors, 


Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday,
December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city,
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban
would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


Thank you,


Elliot Helman
Mission Bay 94158



mailto:muzungu_x@yahoo.com

mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org

mailto:connie.chan@sfgov.org

mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.engardio@sfgov.org

mailto:dean.preston@sfgov.org

mailto:matt.dorsey@sfgov.org

mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org

mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org

mailto:hillary.ronen@sfgov.org

mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org

mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org

mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org

mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org





  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.


From: AnaChristina Arana
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 12:24:55 PM


 


Board of Supervisors Public Comment,


On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.


An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


AnaChristina Arana 
anachristinaarana@yahoo.com 
1305 Lyon St, Apt 1 
San Francisco, California 94115
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.


From: Julien DeFrance
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS); Souza, Sarah (BOS); Breed, Mayor London (MYR);


ChanStaff (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); StefaniStaff (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); PeskinStaff (BOS); Peskin,
Aaron (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); EngardioStaff (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); Dorsey, Matt
(BOS); DorseyStaff (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); MandelmanStaff
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); RonenStaff (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); SafaiStaff (BOS); Sawyer, Jason (POL); SFPD Northern Station, (POL); Info@lowerpolkcbd.org;
Lowerpolkneighbors@gmail.com; Cschulman@lowerpolkcbd.org


Subject: Re: SF’s Overnight RV Parking Ban Has Yet to Be Enforced as Advocates Try to Reverse It
Date: Tuesday, November 19, 2024 6:54:36 PM


 


NOW, CLEAN UP OUR STREETS! 


On Tue, Nov 19, 2024 at 6:42 PM Julien DeFrance <julien.defrance@gmail.com> wrote:
Get those f***** tents, graffiti-covered vans and RVs OUT OF HERE!!!


How much longer will you remain the puppets of the radical left? We’ve all had enough of
your leniency. 


Screw those homeless advocates. We’ve heard them enough already. 


This non-sense must end now. Take. Them. OUT!


SF’s Overnight RV Parking Ban Has Yet to Be
Enforced as Advocates Try to Reverse It
kqed.org
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.


From: Alejandra Rubio
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 19, 2024 11:16:05 AM


 


Board of Supervisors Public Comment,


On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.


An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.


When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.


People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.


Alejandra Rubio 
alexrubio1244@gmail.com 
505 Bartlett ST 
San Francisco, California 94110
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Gregory Stevens
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)

Cc: Lukas Illa; Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Friday, November 22, 2024 1:24:04 PM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

My name is Rev. Gregory Stevens with the Unitarian Universalist Society of San Francisco and 
California Interfaith Power & Light. I’m writing to you about the citywide ban on the poor who live in 
RVs. Housing justice is climate justice: on this rainy day it’s the unhoused who are experiencing pure
misery as you and I sit in our offices. If your RV is towed, you become unhoused again, you’re sent
back in the cold pouring rain.

As an Interfaith Reverend, informed by our many sacred life ways and their sacred texts, this sort
of policy is sinful and antithetical to our progressive values. Blessed are those who are so
desperate they live in their RVs and are vivaciously under attack by the City of San Francisco.

Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday, 
December 10. 

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400 people in 
San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of shelter beds and 
capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are seeking it. The 2024 
Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered homelessness live in 
their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter waitlist and not enough 
deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families end up living in RVs. I urge you 
to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s decision and to instead push for housing and safe parking sites to 
support people who are living in RVs. 

Please listen to the cries of the suffering instead of creating more suffering. 

Ashe, amen, and blessed be, 

__
Gregory Stevens (they/them)
California Interfaith Power & Light
Northern California Director
(650) 313-3998 

mailto:gregory@interfaithpower.org
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:connie.chan@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:joel.engardio@sfgov.org
mailto:dean.preston@sfgov.org
mailto:matt.dorsey@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:hillary.ronen@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:lilla@cohsf.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://hsh.sfgov.org/about/research-and-reports/pit/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0OTIzYmE2ZTBjYWY4OTU1Y2IzNjBkM2YzNmYzNWQ0MTo3OjZlNGQ6ZGQwOGM5OTgwODRhYmZmNmRhNjcwOTYxOTNhZmZjOGVlYmQxYjk3ZTE5YWZhOWI3MGYwY2Y3OTQ2OWE2OWZlNDpoOlQ6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://hsh.sfgov.org/about/research-and-reports/pit/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0OTIzYmE2ZTBjYWY4OTU1Y2IzNjBkM2YzNmYzNWQ0MTo3OjZlNGQ6ZGQwOGM5OTgwODRhYmZmNmRhNjcwOTYxOTNhZmZjOGVlYmQxYjk3ZTE5YWZhOWI3MGYwY2Y3OTQ2OWE2OWZlNDpoOlQ6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2024-11/Agenda%20Item%208%20Director%27s%20Report.pdf___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0OTIzYmE2ZTBjYWY4OTU1Y2IzNjBkM2YzNmYzNWQ0MTo3OmI4MzA6YThjYTRlNjk5MzZlYmNhMTk4ZDhiNTc2NzFlZmY4OTFjN2QxMDNhNmMwMjFhNjNkNzhjMmMwNTdlNzk1OGY0YzpoOlQ6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___http://www.interfaithpower.org___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0OTIzYmE2ZTBjYWY4OTU1Y2IzNjBkM2YzNmYzNWQ0MTo3Ojk4Zjg6YTQ0YTFjMjlhZjRkYjJjNDFmNjRjYzlmOTJmNTE3OWVjZDRmMDIwMmFiMjcyNGFlZTJjY2QyZmEyNjNiNGNiMTpoOlQ6Tg


  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Hallie Cohen
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2024 3:54:05 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Hallie Cohen 
hpcohen13@gmail.com 
2855 24th St 
San Francisco, California 94110
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Tiffany Chung
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 7:17:43 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Tiffany Chung 
tiffany@foodwise.org 
1 Ferry Building, Suite 50 
San Francisco, California 94111
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Austin Wald
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 4:45:15 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Austin Wald 
ajwald98@gmail.com 
1711 Lake St Apt. 6 
San Francisco, California 94121
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Elliot Helman
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);

Dorsey, Matt (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Walton, Shamann
(BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)
Subject: File #241079 Reverse Citywide RV Ban - Wasteful Cruelty will Increase Street Homelessness
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 4:38:43 PM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

Please reverse the SFMTA’s decision to ban overnight RV parking citywide at the hearing on Tuesday,
December 10. If this decision stands and is implemented, it will harm people across our city,
especially those who live in RVs, and increase street homelessness.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide ban
would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff time and
resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Thank you,

Elliot Helman
Mission Bay 94158
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: AnaChristina Arana
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Wednesday, November 20, 2024 12:24:55 PM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

AnaChristina Arana 
anachristinaarana@yahoo.com 
1305 Lyon St, Apt 1 
San Francisco, California 94115
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Julien DeFrance
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS); Souza, Sarah (BOS); Breed, Mayor London (MYR);

ChanStaff (BOS); Chan, Connie (BOS); StefaniStaff (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); PeskinStaff (BOS); Peskin,
Aaron (BOS); Engardio, Joel (BOS); EngardioStaff (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); Dorsey, Matt
(BOS); DorseyStaff (BOS); Melgar, Myrna (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); MandelmanStaff
(BOS); Ronen, Hillary (BOS); RonenStaff (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); SafaiStaff (BOS); Sawyer, Jason (POL); SFPD Northern Station, (POL); Info@lowerpolkcbd.org;
Lowerpolkneighbors@gmail.com; Cschulman@lowerpolkcbd.org

Subject: Re: SF’s Overnight RV Parking Ban Has Yet to Be Enforced as Advocates Try to Reverse It
Date: Tuesday, November 19, 2024 6:54:36 PM

 

NOW, CLEAN UP OUR STREETS! 

On Tue, Nov 19, 2024 at 6:42 PM Julien DeFrance <julien.defrance@gmail.com> wrote:
Get those f***** tents, graffiti-covered vans and RVs OUT OF HERE!!!

How much longer will you remain the puppets of the radical left? We’ve all had enough of
your leniency. 

Screw those homeless advocates. We’ve heard them enough already. 

This non-sense must end now. Take. Them. OUT!

SF’s Overnight RV Parking Ban Has Yet to Be
Enforced as Advocates Try to Reverse It
kqed.org
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Alejandra Rubio
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Repeal the Overnight Ban on RV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 19, 2024 11:16:05 AM

 

Board of Supervisors Public Comment,

On October 1st, the SFMTA board passed a measure giving the SFMTA Director the power to
tow RVs anywhere in San Francisco, removing all public process and accountability. This
change plunges people who rely on their vehicles for shelter into deeper instability and pushes
them towards street homelessness.

An appeal of this measure will come before you at the December 10th Board of Supervisors
meeting. I urge you to vote to reverse the SFMTA’s unjust decision and to instead push for
housing and safe parking sites to support people who are living in RVs.

When people’s RVs are towed, they lose their only form of shelter. There are over 1,400
people in San Francisco living in their vehicles, and the City lacks a significant amount of
shelter beds and capacity to offer families, people with disabilities and seniors when they are
seeking it. The 2024 Point-In-Time Count found that 90% of families experiencing unsheltered
homelessness live in their vehicles. Currently, there are over 500 families on the family shelter
waitlist and not enough deeply affordable housing, which is why many individuals and families
end up living in RVs.

People who live in RVs are not going to disappear or all leave the city; implementing a citywide
ban would only push people into tents and deeper instability. This ban would waste City staff
time and resources, while only creating more chaos on the streets.

Alejandra Rubio 
alexrubio1244@gmail.com 
505 Bartlett ST 
San Francisco, California 94110
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: BOS Legislation, (BOS); "ebinder@glide.org"
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT); Tumlin, Jeffrey (MTA); Martinsen, Janet

(MTA); Ramos, Joel (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Silva, Christine (MTA); Hunter, Mari (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya
(MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Hillis, Rich (CPC); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Switzky, Joshua
(CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);
Ionin, Jonas (CPC); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS);
Mchugh, Eileen (BOS)

Subject: CORRECTION: HEARING NOTICE: Appeal of Review of MTA Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large
Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing December 10, 2024

Date: Wednesday, November 27, 2024 8:30:43 AM

Correcting the email subject line. Apologies for any confusion this may have caused. Thank
you.
 
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I
can answer your questions in real time.
 
Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
 
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived
matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject
to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal
information provided will not be redacted.  Members of the public are not required to provide personal
identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation
or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including
names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public
documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2024 8:29 AM
To: 'ebinder@glide.org' <ebinder@glide.org>
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT) <Brad.Russi@sfcityatty.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
<Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; YANG, AUSTIN (CAT) <Austin.Yang@sfcityatty.org>; Tumlin, Jeffrey
(MTA) <Jeffrey.Tumlin@sfmta.com>; Martinsen, Janet (MTA) <Janet.Martinsen@sfmta.com>;
Ramos, Joel (MTA) <Joel.Ramos@sfmta.com>; Olea, Ricardo (MTA) <Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com>;
Silva, Christine (MTA) <Christine.Silva@sfmta.com>; Hunter, Mari (MTA) <Mari.Hunter@sfmta.com>;
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Wise, Viktoriya (MTA) <Viktoriya.A.Wise@sfmta.com>; Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA)
<Sophia.Simpliciano@sfmta.com>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Gibson, Lisa (CPC)
<lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
<joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Tam, Tina (CPC)
<tina.tam@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC) <dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC)
<aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; BOS
Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>
Subject: HEARING NOTICE: Appeal of Review of MTA Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational
Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing December 10, 2024
 

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled a hearing for Special Order before the
Board of Supervisors on December 10, 2024, at 3:00 p.m. for the appeal of the Review of
Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions for the proposed Overnight Recreational Large
Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal project.
 
Please find the following link to the hearing notice for the matter:
 

Public Hearing Notice - November 27, 2024
 
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
               Board of Supervisors File No. 241079
 
Regards,
 
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I
can answer your questions in real time.
 
Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/bag112724_241079_notice.pdf
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7013291&GUID=88BA7974-12AC-489B-AA4B-9BBE62C7C372&Options=ID|Text|&Search=241079
mailto:jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104


 
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived
matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject
to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal
information provided will not be redacted.  Members of the public are not required to provide personal
identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation
or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including
names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public
documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
Sent via Email and/or U.S. Postal Service 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San 
Francisco will hold a public hearing to consider the following appeal and said public hearing will be 
held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard. 

Date: 

Time: 

Location: 

Subject: 

Tuesday, December 10, 2024 

3:00 p.m. 

Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 

File No. 241079. Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors' decision on 
October 1, 2024 (Resolution No. 241001-116), to amend the Transportation 
Code to establish a new definition for Recreational Large Vehicles to include 
camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobile­
homes, and recreational vehicles; apply an existing violation for overnight parking 
(12 a.m. to 6 a.m.) to Recreational Large Vehicles Citywide, under certain 
conditions; and make other changes to implement the new parking restrictions. 
(Appellant: Eleana Binder on behalf of End Poverty Tows Coalition) (Filed 
October 29, 2024) 

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to attend the 
hearing on this matter may submit written comments. These comments will be added to the official 
public record in this matter and shall be brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors. Written 
comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton 8. 
Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent via email (bos.@sfgov.org). 
Information relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board or the Board of 
Supervisors' Legislative Research Center (https://sfbos.org/legislative-research-center-lrc). Agenda 
information relating to this matter will be available for public review on Friday, December 6, 2024. 

For any questions about this hearing, please contact our office at bos.legislation@sfgov.org or call 
(415) 554-5184. 

c....._ 

i ~(',c,.4.,~ -Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
City and County of San Francisco 

11:jw:ams 

DATED- MAILED - EMAILED- POSTED: November 27, 2024 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

PROOF OF MAILING 

Legislative File No. 241079 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Description of Items: Hearing - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions -
Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Restrictions - 1 Notice Mail~d 

I, Jocelyn Wong , an employee of the City and 
County of San Francisco, mailed the above described document(s) by depositing the 
sealed items with the United States Postal Service (USPS) with the postage fully 
prepaid as follows: 

Date: November 27, 2024 

Time: 8:32 a.m. 

USPS Location: Repro Pick-up Box in the Clerk of the Board's Office (Rm 244) 

Mailbox/Mailslot Pick-Up Times (if applicable): N/A - --- --- --- --- --

Signature: --- 9~ ~--=-- --- --- - - --- - - --- - -

Instructions: Upon completion, original must be filed in the above referenced file . 



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: De Asis, Edward (BOS)
Cc: BOS-Operations; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: CHECK PICKUP: Appeal of Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions - Proposed Overnight

Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing Date: December 10, 2024
Date: Wednesday, November 6, 2024 5:04:06 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Appeal Check Pickup.doc

Hi Edward,
 
The check for the appeal filing fee for the MTA appeal of the proposed Overnight Recreational
Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal project, is ready to be picked up at the Clerk’s
Office front desk.
 
Please also sign the attached Appeal Check Pickup form once the filing fee is picked up.
 
Thank you.
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2024 3:22 PM
To: 'ebinder@glide.org' <ebinder@glide.org>
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT) <Brad.Russi@sfcityatty.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
<Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; YANG, AUSTIN (CAT) <Austin.Yang@sfcityatty.org>; Tumlin, Jeffrey
(MTA) <Jeffrey.Tumlin@sfmta.com>; Martinsen, Janet (MTA) <Janet.Martinsen@sfmta.com>;
Ramos, Joel (MTA) <Joel.Ramos@sfmta.com>; Olea, Ricardo (MTA) <Ricardo.Olea@sfmta.com>;
Silva, Christine (MTA) <Christine.Silva@sfmta.com>; Hunter, Mari (MTA) <Mari.Hunter@sfmta.com>;
Wise, Viktoriya (MTA) <Viktoriya.A.Wise@sfmta.com>; Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA)
<Sophia.Simpliciano@sfmta.com>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Gibson, Lisa (CPC)

mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:edward.deasis@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-operations@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:lisa.lew@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
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                                                                                                                        1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244


           BOARD of SUPERVISORS
                                                                            San Francisco 94102-4689
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                                                                                                                                              Fax No. (415) 554-5163
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November 6, 2024

File Nos. 241079-241082

Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project

Received from the Board of Supervisors Clerk’s Office one check, one in the amount of Two Hundred Fifty Dollars ($250) the filing fee paid by Coalition on Homelessness for the appeal of the Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions for the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal project:


Clerk of the Board Accounting Department By:


___________________________________


Print Name


___________________________________


Signature and Date

_1037780967.doc
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<lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
<joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Tam, Tina (CPC)
<tina.tam@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC) <dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC)
<aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; BOS
Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>
Subject: Appeal of Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions - Proposed Overnight
Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing Date: December
10, 2024
 
Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled a hearing for Special Order before the Board of
Supervisors on December 10, 2024, at 3:00 p.m.  Please find linked below an appeal letter regarding
the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal project, as well as
direct links to the Municipal Transportation Agency’s timely filing determination, and an
informational letter from the Clerk of the Board.
 
                Appeal Letter - October 29, 2024
                Municipal Transportation Agency Letter - November 4, 2024
                Clerk of the Board Letter - November 6, 2024
 
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 241079
 
Best regards,

 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its

https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=13531123&GUID=EE66C5B2-A7B2-4941-B9E6-1F0B62A1DC95
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=13531134&GUID=1FA49C1F-605B-4187-B536-46686883D42E
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=13531135&GUID=A9E6A401-ABF3-43F8-BEDD-749321A52034
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=7013291&GUID=88BA7974-12AC-489B-AA4B-9BBE62C7C372&Options=ID|Text|&Search=241079
mailto:lisa.lew@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681


committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 6, 2024 

File Nos. 241079-241082 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation 
and Removal Project 

Received from the Board of Supervisors Clerk's Office one check, 
one in the amount of Two Hundred Fifty Dollars ($250) the filing 
fee paid by Coalition on Homelessness for the appeal of the 
Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions for the 
proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation 
and Removal project: 

Clerk of the Board Accounting Department By: 

Print Name 

tzilt (,-- f ~1l6lzoL'f 
Signature and Date 



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "ebinder@glide.org"
Cc: RUSSI, BRAD (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT); Tumlin, Jeffrey (MTA); Martinsen, Janet

(MTA); Ramos, Joel (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Silva, Christine (MTA); Hunter, Mari (MTA); Wise, Viktoriya
(MTA); Simpliciano, Sophia (MTA); Hillis, Rich (CPC); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Switzky, Joshua
(CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC);
Ionin, Jonas (CPC); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS);
Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Appeal of Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle
Parking Citation and Removal Project - Appeal Hearing Date: December 10, 2024

Date: Wednesday, November 6, 2024 3:21:48 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled a hearing for Special Order before the Board of
Supervisors on December 10, 2024, at 3:00 p.m.  Please find linked below an appeal letter regarding
the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal project, as well as
direct links to the Municipal Transportation Agency’s timely filing determination, and an
informational letter from the Clerk of the Board.
 
                Appeal Letter - October 29, 2024
                Municipal Transportation Agency Letter - November 4, 2024
                Clerk of the Board Letter - November 6, 2024
 
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 241079
 
Best regards,

 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
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public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 6, 2024 

Eleana Binder 
End Poverty Tows Coalition 
330 Ellis Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Subject: File No. 241079 -Appeal of Review of Municipal Transportation Agency 
Decisions - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking 
Citation and Removal Project 

Dear Ms. Binder: 

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of a letter dated November 4, 2024, from 
the Municipal Transportation Agency (MTA) regarding their determination on the timely 
filing for appeal of the Review of MTA Decisions issued by the MTA Board of Directors and 
the Parking Authority Commission for the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle 
Parking Citation and Removal project. 

The MTA has determined that the appeal was filed in a timely manner (copy attached). 
Pursuant to Transportation Code, Section 10.1 (c)(4 ), while a review request is pending 
before the Board of Supervisors, the MTA shall not implement any action that is the 
subject of the Request for Review. 

Pursuant to Transportation Code, Section 10.1, a hearing date has been scheduled for 
Tuesday, December 10, 2024, at 3:00 p.m., at the Board of Supervisors meeting. 

Please provide to the Clerk's Office by noon: 

20 days prior to the hearing: 
Wednesday, No~ 20, 2024 

13 days prior to the hearing: 
Wednesday, No~ 2~ 2024 

names and addresses of interested parties to be 
notified of the hearing, in spreadsheet format; and 

any documentation which you may want available to 
the Board members prior to the hearing. 

For the above, the Clerk's office requests electronic files be sent to 
bos.legislation@sfgov.org. 



Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and Removal Project 
Appeal - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decisions 
Hearing Date: December 10, 2024 Page2 

Please feel free to contact our office at bos.legislation@sfgov.org or call (415) 554-5184 if 
you have any questions. 

Very truly yours, 

'--

Je' Q c...A~~ 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

11:ak:ams 

c: Brad Russi, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Austin Yang, Deputy City Attorney 
Jeffrey Tumlin, Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Ricardo Olea, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Christine Silva, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Mari Hunter, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Viktoriya Wise, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Rich Hillis, Planning Director, Planning Department 
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning, Planning Department 
Josh Switzky, Acting Director of Citywide Planning, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Zoning Administrator, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Deputy Zoning Administrator, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Director of Executive Programs, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Current Planning Division, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission Secretary, Planning Department 



 

 

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 1 South Van Ness Avenue, 7th Floor San Francisco, CA 94103 SFMTA.com 

 

 
November 4, 2024 
 
 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton b. Goodlett Place, Room 224 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Subject: Request for Review of SFMTA Board Overnight Restriction for Recreational Large 

Vehicles Decision 
 
Dear Ms. Calvillo:   
 
This letter responds to your request dated October 30, 2024 related to the Request for Review filed by  
Eleana Binder on behalf of End Poverty Tows Coalition on October 29 (Request for Review) under  
Section 10.1 of the Transportation Code, Division I (Section 10.1).  Section 10.1(c)(2) requires that “[w]ithin 
three business days aer receiving notification by the Clerk, and prior to scheduling a review hearing, the 
SFMTA shall determine whether the requirements set forth in subsection (b) have been met and notify the 
Clerk if there are any deficiencies or incomplete required documents or information.  The SFMTA has 
reviewed the Request for Review and finds the following criteria in Section 10.1(b) have been met as follows:   

1. The Request for Review was filed on October 29th, which is within 30 calendar days of the  
Final SFMTA Decision.   

2. The Request for Review indicates the Final SFMTA Decision for which review is being requested 
(Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle).  

3. The Request for Review includes the specific basis for requesting review.   

4. The Request for Review appears to have been filed by a member of the public with the concurrence 
of five members of the Board of Supervisors and meets the other requirements of Section (b)(3), but 
the SFMTA defers to the Clerk of the Board on these items . 

 
Please let me know if you need additional information or verification from the SFMTA.   
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Jeffrey Tumlin 
Director of Transportation 



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: Tumlin, Jeffrey (MTA)
Cc: Martinsen, Janet (MTA); Ramos, Joel (MTA); Olea, Ricardo (MTA); Silva, Christine (MTA); Hunter, Mari (MTA);

Wise, Viktoriya (MTA); RUSSI, BRAD (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT); Hillis, Rich (CPC);
Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC); Sider,
Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative
Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Appeal - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency Decision - Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle
Parking Citation and Removal Project - Determination Request

Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2024 8:27:23 AM
Attachments: Appeal Ltr 102924.pdf

COB Ltr - Det Req 103024.pdf

Dear Director Tumlin,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal of the review of the Municipal
Transportation Agency Decision for the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking
Citation and Removal project. The appeal was filed by Eleana Binder on behalf of the End
Poverty Tows Coalition on October 29, 2024.
 
Please find the attached letter of appeal and timely filing determination request letter from the
Clerk of the Board. Kindly review for timely filing determination and respond by no later than
Monday, November 4, 2024. Thank you.
 
Best regards,
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I
can answer your questions in real time.
 
Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
 
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived
matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject
to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal
information provided will not be redacted.  Members of the public are not required to provide personal
identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation
or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including
names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public
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Decision Authorized by: 


!iZI Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 


□ Director of Transportation 


□ City Traffic Engineer 


Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 


□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 


□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 


JI!J Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 


□ Creating a PiloVTemporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a PiloVTemporary Program on a Pemianent Basis 


□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 


□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 


Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Supervisor D~ -e-e.S ft, '1 
Name 


Supervisor _____________ ___ _ 
Name 


Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _____________ ___ _ 
Name 


Supervisor ________________ _ 


Name 


□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 


□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 


□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 


D Fee Waiver Fann (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 


Effective 1/7/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 


~ Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 


□ Director of Transportation 


□ City Traffic Engineer 


·.·• 


Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 


□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 


□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 


6n Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 


□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 


□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program {that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 


□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 


Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 


D Five (5) Me bers of the Board of Supervisors' signatures: 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Supervisor #-/,"//a v'f /fo,,.eu 
Name 


Supervisor _ _____ _____ _ ____ _ 
Name 


Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 


Supervisor ______ _____ _ ____ _ 
Name 


Supervisor ___ ___________ __ _ 
Name 


D Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 


□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 


□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 


D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable) 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 


Effective 1/7/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 


lKI Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 


□ Director of Transportation 


□ City Traffic Engineer 


Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 


□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 


□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 


1J!1 Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 


□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 


□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 


□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 


Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 


□ Five (5) Members of the Board of Supervisors' signatures: 


Signature 


r ~ 
Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Supervisor _ _ ______ _ _______ _ 
Name 


Supervisor s h"""~"'-\t"'\ •" w" .)ph 
Name ~. 


Supervisor _ ____ _________ __ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ ________ ____ _ __ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ _____ ___ _______ _ 
Name 


□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents) 


□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 


D $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 


□ Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 


Effective 117/2019 
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Decision Authorized by: 


92' Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 


□ Director of Transportation 


□ City Traffic Engineer 


Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 


□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 


□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 


IE! Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 


□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Permanent Basis 


□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 


□ Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 


Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 


oard of Supervisors' signatures: 


' Supervisor ,1/.A:fJ.o,J R.s.~"W 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Name 


Supervisor ________________ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ _______________ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ ____ _______ ____ _ 


Name 


Supervisor _______________ _ _ 
Name 


□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents} 


□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 


□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 


D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Actlon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 


Effective 1n/2019 
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DECISION ~EING :R~QtiESTED FORREVf~W 


Decision Authorized by: 


~ Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors 


□ Director of Transportation 


□ City Traffic Engineer 


Type of Decision Being Requested for Review: 


□ Installing or Removing a Stop Sign 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Preferential Parking Zone 


□ Creating or Eliminating a parking Meter Zone 


]ia Adopting a Limitation on the Time Period for Parked Vehicle 


□ Creating or Eliminating a Class Ill Bikeway or Bike Route 


□ Creating a Pilot/Temporary Program - for all of the above - or Continuing or 
Substantially Modifying a Pilot/Temporary Program on a Pennanent Basis 


□ Creating or Substantially Modifying a Private Transportation Program (that may 
create/eliminate preferential parking zone) 


D Implementation of a Bus Rapid Transit project that authorizes preferential access 
for any part of the street to any vehicle that is not a Municipal Railway, taxi, 
authorized emergency, or Golden Gate Transit vehicle. 


Required for Filing a Request for Review (including this form): 


f Supervisors' signatures: 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Signature 


Supervisor A/1.111/l 
Name 


Supervisor _______________ _ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ _______________ _ 


Name 


Supervisor _____ _______ ___ _ _ 
Name 


Supervisor _ _ _____________ _ _ 
Name 


□ Copy of the Municipal Transportation Agency's Decision, dated (do not submit supporting MTA documents} 


□ Supporting Documentation on the Request for Review 


□ $250 Appeal Fee (payable to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors) 


D Fee Waiver Form (if applicable} 
V:\Appeals\SFMTA_Acllon_Review_lnfo_Sheet-2.docx 


Effective 1/7/2019 
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MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGE~C:iOCT 29 pt"1 I· 1_ . 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS . ' • Ii 5 
,; y /JI( 


RESOLUTION No. 241001-116 ~ 


WHEREAS, The Mayor seeks to address and mitigate the acute public health and safety 
hazards associated with the long-term parking of Recreational Large Vehicles, defined to include 
camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobilehomes, and 
recreational vehicles, on San Francisco's streets including frres, human waste, illegal dumping of 
trash, ADA complaints about"blocked sidewalks and localized air pollution that have been 
widely documented; and, . . • . 


WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors has 
reviewed the Guidelines for Applying the Restriction ori Overnight Parking by Recreational 
Lai:ge Vehicles; and, • 


WHEREAS, Long-term parking of Recreational Large Vehicles on city streets impacts 
traffic and circulation and often presents public health and safety hazards; and, 


WHEREAS, The Mayor's Office engaged implementing agencies from the City and 
County of San Francisco, to vet and prepare the proposed action; and, 


WHEREAS, The proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); CEQA 
provides an exemption from environmental review for the reduction or elimination of minimum 
parking requirements or institution of parking maximums, removal or restriction of parking, or 
implementation of transportation demand management requirements or programs, as defined in 
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations Section 21080.2-5(b)(9); and, 


WHEREAS, On September 5, 2024, the Planning Department determined (Case·Number 
2024-007667ENV) that the proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal proj"ect is statutorily exempt from environmental ·revi~w under Title · i 4 of the • 
California Code of Regulations Secti~n 21080.25(b)(9); and, • • 


• WHEREAS, The proposed action is the Approval Action as defined by the S. F. 
Administrative Code Chapter 31; and, 


WHEREAS, A copy of the CEQA determination is on file with the Secretary to the 
SFMT A Board of Directors, and may be found iri the records of the Planning Department by 
Case Number at https://sfplanni:ng.org/environmental-review-documents or 49 South Van Ness 
A venue, Suite 1400 in San Francisco, and are incorporated herein by reference, therefore, be it 


RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors approves the Resolution amending Transportation Code Division II to establish a new 
definition for Recreational Large Vehicle to include camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, 







house cars, trailer coaches, mobilehomes, and recreational vehicles; establish the existing 
Division I violation for overnight parking restrictions (12 a.m. to 6 a.m.) of Recreational Large 
Vehicles citywide under certain conditions; remove the requfrement that the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors designate each location where the 
restriction is established; authorize the Director of Transportation to install signage to effectuate 
the restriction and to permit removal of a Recreational Large Vehicle for a violation as 
authorized in Division I; authorize the Director of Transportation to issue rules and regulations to 
govern the location of signage authorizing removal; provide that the amendments expire April 1, 
2026; and make technical and clarifying corrections; and be it further 


RESOLVED, That prior to posting signs to enforce the restriction in an area, the Director 
shall make a written finding that such vehicles parked in the area have resulted in, or are likely to 
result in, impacts to traffic and circulat1 on, public health and safety, or both; and be it further 


RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs staff to collect data on the traffic and circulation, and public health and safety 
challenges presented by Recreational Large Vehicles, as well as on all enforcement activity, and 
report back to this Board 18 months from now; and be if further 


RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs staff to identify cases for exemptions and as necessary, create a permit program 
that would exempt Recreational Large Vehicles with valid permits from these restrictions for 
short durations; and be it further 


RESOLVED, That with adoption, to the extent that other SFMTA towing policies 
regarding Recreational Large Vehicles conflict with this resolution, this Resolution takes 
precedence; and be it further 


RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors urges the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (HSH) staff and the 
Healthy Streets Operations Center (HSOC) staff to consider offering permanent housing 
solutions, in addition to services, whenever possible and consistent with other priorities, to 
occupants lodging in Recreational Large Vehicles; and be if further 


RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of 
Directors directs the Director to work with City agencies· to evaluate reasonable accommodation 
requests from individuals with disabilities living in Recreational Large Vehicles. 


I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of October 1, 2024. 


Secretary to the Board of Directors 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 







Appeal SFMTA 10.2024 20211 OCT 29 PM I: ~5 


End Poverty Tows utilizing Transportation Code Section 10.1, t& ~p13eal the dee~~n maae-on 
October 1, 2024 to pass San Francisco Municipal Transportation Resolution 241001-116. 


The reasons for the appeal are as follows: 


1) Unfair Punishment 
The decision to change punishment for parking in a "no overnight large vehicle parking" 
zone from a ticket to a tow creates dire economic hardship for impoverished individuals 
and families who cannot afford the fees. There are discount programs for towing fees, 
but they are one-time discounts. If a person has already used the discount or if they are 
towed twice under the new policy, they will no longer be able to access discounts and 
they will lose their vehicle (home) forever. Excessive tow fees create a two-tiered justice 
system where those who can afford to pay escape the system, while those who are too 
poo·r to pay suffer significant punishment including loss of their largest asset and shelter. 


• 2) Insufficient Protections 
The stated protections for those residing in vehicles are insufficient and ill advised. The 
resolution states that those vehicles where the SFMTA suspects are inhabited would be 
offered shelter, and would be towed if they refuse. There are not enough shelter beds 
for those who are sleeping in parks, on sidewalks, and small vehicles. There are 200 
individuals and over 500 families on shelter waitlists who are in dire circumstances. 
Individuals and families inhabiting RV's should not be given access to shelter in front of 
those who are in worse situations. In addition, for many who inhabit RVs, shelter may 
very well be an inappropriate placement, from disability access issues, to other access 
issues such as inability to place households together and include pets. 


3) RV living is a symptom of structural inequities 
Wages and income have not kept up with rising rents and cost of living. This has led to 
many people being forced to live in recreational vehicles. The loss of those vehicles will 
increase the number of people on the streets and those competing for shelter beds. A 
third of the people who are unhoused in San Francisco live in vehicular homes -towing 
their homes will simply push even more people onto the streets. 


4) Loss of Democratic Process 
Currently, the SFMTA Board holds the power to determine which streets should have 
signage around towing- which requires public meetings so that the public can have a 
say in these decisions. This resolution strips the public of this level of transparency and 
provides the Department of Transportation (DOT) Director with full control over deciding 
where overnight parking signage is placed. 


5) Lack of Safe Parking and RV Park 







There has not been any proactive measures to serve vehicularly housed people, and 
instead this policy takes a criminalization approach. San Francisco does not have the 
infrastructure to specifically support households residing in RV's. There are no RV parks 
inside SF to refer people to, and the one current safe parking site has limited capacity to 
about 33 RV's due to lack of electricity. While RV's represent a growing segment of the 
unhoused community, the homeless system is not set up to serve this population yet, 
and very few qualify for housing. 


6) San Francisco's Unhoused Families Will Be Hit Hardest 
This resolution will most impact the over 500 unhoused families in San Francisco who 
are waiting for shelter and the approximately 120 families living in RVs with their 
children. Stability for homeless children is essential to avoid adverse childhood events, 
to guard against negative impact on attaining educational and development goals. This 
resolution will force families on waitlists for shelter to wait longer and further destabilize 
the families in RV's. 


7) This move will hit woman especially hard 
Many people who have experienced Domestic Violence and other forms of gender 
based violence have been forced to use RV's as a form of shelter. Domestic Violence 
shelters have large turn away rates and a significant proportion of women experiencing 
homelessness on our streets are survivors of Domestic Violence. A DHSH report by 
Safe Housing Community found survivors do not feel safe in the Coordinated Entry 
access points or in city funded shelters, and do not do well in the Coordinated Entry 
system (the primary entry point for homeless housing). Women on the street fall victim to 
sexual assault at alarming rates. The loss of an RV for this community has devastating 
consequences in terms of safety. 


8) There are solutions to address the issue 
Instead of towing family homes, the City must uphold its commitment to provide families 
already living out of their vehicles safe long term parking slots and a clear pathway to 
permanent housing. This includes filling the over 700 vacant permanent housing units. 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 


October 30, 2024 


Jeffrey Tumlin 
Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
One South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 


Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 


Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 


TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 


Subject: Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal Project - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency 
Decisions Appeal 


Dear Director Tumlin: 


The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal filed by Eleana Binder on behalf 
of End Poverty Tows Coalition, from the decision of the Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors & Parking Authority Commission on October 1, 2024, relating to amending 
Transportation Code Division II to establish a new definition for Recreational Large Vehicles 
to include camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobile-homes, 
and recreational vehicles; establish the existing Division I violation for overnight parking 
restrictions of Recreational Large Vehicles citywide under certain conditions. 


By copy of this letter, the Director of the Municipal Transportation Agency is requested to 
review the final Municipal Transportation Agency Decision. Please submit your 
determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on Monday, November 4, 2024. 


Sincerely, 


... 


(


-4 ~"~ 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 


c: 


jw:ak:ams 


Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Joel Ramos, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Ricardo Olea, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Christine Silva, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Mari Hunter, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Viktoriya Wise, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Brad Russi, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Austin Yang, Deputy City Attorney 


Rich Hillis, Planning Department 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
Josh Switzky, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 







documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 
 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

October 30, 2024 

Jeffrey Tumlin 
Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
One South Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Subject: Proposed Overnight Recreational Large Vehicle Parking Citation and 
Removal Project - Review of Municipal Transportation Agency 
Decisions Appeal 

Dear Director Tumlin: 

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal filed by Eleana Binder on behalf 
of End Poverty Tows Coalition, from the decision of the Municipal Transportation Agency 
Board of Directors & Parking Authority Commission on October 1, 2024, relating to amending 
Transportation Code Division II to establish a new definition for Recreational Large Vehicles 
to include camp trailers, fifth-wheel travel trailers, house cars, trailer coaches, mobile-homes, 
and recreational vehicles; establish the existing Division I violation for overnight parking 
restrictions of Recreational Large Vehicles citywide under certain conditions. 

By copy of this letter, the Director of the Municipal Transportation Agency is requested to 
review the final Municipal Transportation Agency Decision. Please submit your 
determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on Monday, November 4, 2024. 

Sincerely, 

... 

(

-4 ~"~ 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

c: 

jw:ak:ams 

Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Joel Ramos, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Ricardo Olea, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Christine Silva, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Mari Hunter, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Viktoriya Wise, Staff Contact, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Brad Russi, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Austin Yang, Deputy City Attorney 

Rich Hillis, Planning Department 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
Josh Switzky, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 



Introduction Form
(by a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor)

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): 

1. For reference to Committee (Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment)

2. Request for next printed agenda (For Adoption Without Committee Reference)
(Routine, non-controversial and/or commendatory matters only)

3. Request for Hearing on a subject matter at Committee

4. Request for Letter beginning with “Supervisor  inquiries…” 

5. City Attorney Request

6. Call File No. from Committee.

7. Budget and Legislative Analyst Request (attached written Motion)

8. Substitute Legislation File No.

9. Reactivate File No.

10. Topic submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the Board on

The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following (please check all appropriate boxes): 

Small Business Commission   Youth Commission Ethics Commission

 Planning Commission     Building Inspection Commission Human Resources Department

General Plan Referral sent to the Planning Department (proposed legislation subject to Charter 4.105 & Admin 2A.53): 

Yes No

(Note: For Imperative Agenda items (a Resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Agenda Form.)

Sponsor(s):

Subject:

Long Title or text listed:

Signature of Sponsor:
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