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FILE NO. 230549 RESOLUTION NO.

[Supporting San Francisco’s Inflation Reduction Act Grant Request for Urban and Community
Forestry]

Resolution supporting San Francisco’s grant application to the U.S. Department of
Agriculture in response to its Forest Service Urban and Community Forestry Inflation
Reduction Act Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO), which would provide once-in-a-
generation funding to restore San Francisco’s urban canopy damaged by recent
storms, as well as make long-term tree canopy investments in high-need environmental
justice communities in San Francisco, and create urban forestry and green workforce

opportunities.

WHEREAS, In 2014, the San Francisco Planning Department, in collaboration with San
Francisco Public Works, the Urban Forestry Council, and Friends of the Urban Forest,
developed the City’s Urban Forest Plan (Phase 1: Street Trees),which called for the creation
of a citywide street tree maintenance program and the planting of thousands of street trees to
promote public health, achieve greening equity and provide environmental benefits, which
was amended into the City’s General Plan by reference and adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on February 20, 2015, and on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in
File No. 141264, Ordinance No. 12-15, which is hereby declared to be a part of this
Resolution as if set forth fully herein; and

WHEREAS, On November 8, 2016, 79% of San Francisco voters passed Proposition
E’s “Healthy Trees & Safe Sidewalks” ballot measure, which is on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors in File No. 230549, which is hereby declared to be a part of this
Resolution as if set forth fully herein; and

WHEREAS, 2016’s Proposition E successfully shifted maintenance responsibility of
streets trees and root-damaged sidewalks from property owners to the City, and established

Supervisor Peskin
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1



© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N RN NN NN R PR R R R R R R R
g & W N P O © © N o O M W N kKL O

long-term dedicated funding via an annual $19 million set-aside from the San Francisco
General Fund, adjusted annually based on the City’s revenues, for the maintenance of those
125,000 street trees and trees on public schoolyards by San Francisco Public Works, as well
as the ongoing maintenance of all new street trees that are planted, in an acknowledgement
that a healthy urban canopy is critical public infrastructure which the City is committed to
investing in as a long-term public asset; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco’s 2017 Street Tree Census identified approximately 40,000
vacant and potential street tree planting spaces in San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Works’ Street Tree Planting Strategy identified the
need for planting 80,000 street trees over twenty years to achieve the Urban Forest Plan’s
goal of increasing the street tree population to 155,000 street trees, including replacing trees
in existing empty sites due to natural mortality; and

WHEREAS, Maximizing trees throughout the public realm to sequester carbon is a key
component of the Healthy Ecosystems Strategy of San Francisco's 2021 Climate Action Plan;
and

WHEREAS, While Proposition E’s annual set-aside dedicates a specific investment for
ongoing tree maintenance, the ballot measure also explicitly restricts those dedicated tree
maintenance funds from being used for new tree planting, and the City has limited additional
funding sources to plant new trees at the scale needed to halt San Francisco’s urban tree
canopy decline, expand tree cover in low-canopy neighborhoods, and replace trees lost
during storms; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco is projected to experience a variety of impacts associated
with climate change, including an increase in extreme heat days and air quality hazards, the

most impacted communities are those that already carry the heaviest health burdens; and

Supervisor Peskin
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WHEREAS, Because trees capture and store carbon dioxide (the primary greenhouse
gas responsible for climate change), planting in neighborhoods with fewer trees and those
most prone to climate impacts will help create shade, reduce temperatures in “urban heat
islands”, and clean the air by absorbing pollutants and capturing particulate matter on leaves,
thus helping to address issues of environmental injustice as a result of bad air quality; and

WHEREAS, The unprecedented storms this year required emergency response and
repair work that included assessing, removing and mitigating damage to hundreds of downed
trees, the removal of thousands of fallen branches and responding to hundreds of other tree-
related emergencies; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Works’ Bureau of Urban Forestry (BUF) is
committed to preserving and growing the City’s tree canopy, as detailed in the 2021 BUF
Planting Strategy abiding by the three principles: Preserve, Promote, and Advance; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco’s tree canopy coverage, defined as the amount of area
covered by trees, lags behind most large U.S. cities at 13.7%, and planting street trees serves
to preserve the existing canopy by replacing trees that must be removed as well as increasing
the City’s overall tree canopy with a diversity of new and durable tree species; and

WHEREAS, While BUF's Planting strategy has an overall goal of planting more trees in
every community to connect all San Franciscans to the many benefits that street trees and
greener neighborhoods provide, the 2021 Strategy has a specific emphasis on street tree
equity, by prioritizing new tree planting in neighborhoods with the lowest tree canopy and
fewest street tree, which, in San Francisco, often correlates to communities of color and low-
income communities that experience disparities in public health and historic patterns of

resource disinvestment; and

Supervisor Peskin
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WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Works’ BUF Planting Strategy also seeks to benefit
residents with limited access to job opportunities by providing employment and green
workforce training in arboriculture, tree planting and watering; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco is fortunate to have strong established community-based
organizations experienced in tree planting, tree watering and green workforce development
that could support the City’s tree planting goals and implementation of the IRA grant if
awarded; and

WHEREAS, The City of San Francisco has recognized the importance of trees and has
established various programs, such as the Friends of the Urban Forest and the StreetTreeSF
program, to support tree planting and long-term care efforts; and

WHEREAS, The Federal Government passed the Inflation Reduction Act of 2022,
which included $1 billion to provide competitive grants through the United States Forestry
Services’ Urban and Community Forestry Program for tree planting and related activities, with
a priority for projects that benefit underserved populations; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco Public Works is preparing a $50 million grant application
due on June 1, 2023, to dramatically upscale street tree planting over a five-year period in
collaboration with community partners with a focus on green jobs creation, workforce
development and greening underserved communities; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors supports the City’s grant
application to the U.S. Department of Agriculture in response to its Forest Service Urban and
Community Forestry Inflation Reduction Act Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO), which
would provide once-in-a-generation funding to restore San Francisco’s urban canopy
damaged by recent storms, as well as make long-term tree canopy investments in high-need
environmental justice communities in San Francisco, and create urban forestry and green
workforce opportunities.

Supervisor Peskin
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FILE NO. 141264 ORDINANCE NO. 23-15

[General Plan Amendments - Urban Forest Plan (Phase 1: Street Trees)]

Ordinance amending the General Plan by amending Policy 3.6 of the Recreation and
Open Space Element to reflect the adoption by reference of the Urban Forest Plan
(Phase 1: Street Trees); affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the
California Environmental Quality Act, and making findings of consistency with the

General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in szn;zle underlzne ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in s#ke%h%eugh—Aﬂa—fenfe
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. Findings.

A. Section 4.105 of the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco provides
that the Planning Commission shall periodically recommend to the Board of Supervisors, for
approval or rejection, proposed amendments to the General Plan.

B. On December 9, 2014, the Board of Supervisors received from the Planning
Department a proposed General Plan amendment which amends Policy 3.6 of the Recreation
and Open Space Element (ROSE) to reflect the adoption by reference of the Urban Forest
Plan (Phase 1. Street Trees).

C. Section 4.105 of the City Charter further provides that if the Board of
Supervisors fails to Act within 90 days of receipt of the proposed General Plan amendment,

then the proposed amendment shall be deemed approved.

Supervisor Wiener
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D. San Franciséo Planning Code Section 340 provides that an amendment to the

| General Plan may be initiated by a resolution of intention by the Planning Commission, which

refers to, and incorporates by reference, the proposed General Plan amendment. Section

~ 340 further provides that Planning Commission shall adopt the proposed General Plan

-~ amendment after a public hearing if it finds from the facts presented that the public necessity,

- convenience and general welfare require the proposed amendment or any part thereof. |If

adopted by the Commission in whole or in part, the proposed amendment shall be presented
to the Board of Supervisors, which may approve or reject the amendment by a majority vote.
E. On October 9, 2014 the Planning Commission initiated the adoption of the
General Plan amendment amending Policy 3.6 of the ROSE, at a duly noticed public hearing.
F. On July 24, 2014, the Environmental Planning Section of the Planning
Department determined that the proposed General Plan amendment was categorically

exempt from environmental review under Classes 4 and 8 (State CEQA Guidelines Sections

| 15304(b) and 15308).

G. The Planning Commission, in Resolution 19281, found that the public necessity,

~convenience and general welfare required the proposed General Plan amendment. The letter
| from the Planning Department transmitting the proposed General Plan amendment to the
Board of Supervisors, the environmental determination, and the Planning Commission

| Resolution approving proposed General Plan amendment is on file with the Clerk of the Board

in File No 141264. These and any and all documents referenced in this Ordinance have been

- made available to, and have been reviewed by, the Board of Supervisors, and may be found

| in either the files of the City Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 1650
Mission Street in San Francisco, or in Board File No. 141264 with the Clerk of the Board of

Supervisors at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco.

Supervisor Wiener
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H. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed and considered all the documents
mentioned above, and hereby adopts as its own and incorporates by reference the Planning
Department’s environmental determination as though it were fully set forth in this Ordinance.

I The Board of Supervisors finds, pursuant to Planning Code Section 340, that the
General Plan amendment set forth in the documents on file with the Clerk of the Board in File
No.141264 will serve the public necessity, convenience and general welfare for the reasons
set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19281 and incorporates those reasons
herein by reference.

J. The Board of Supervisors finds that the General Plan amendment as set forth in
the documents on file with the Clerk of the Board in Board File No.141264, is in conformity
with the General Plan and the eight Priority Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 for the
reasons set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 19281. The Board hereby adopts
these findings and incorporates them herein by reference.

Section 2. The Board of Supervisors hereby amends the San Francisco General Plan
by adopting the amendment to Policy 3.6 of the ROSE, as recommended to the Board of
Supervisors by the Planning Commission on November 20, 2014, and referréd to above.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after
enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the
ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board

of Supervisors overrides the Mayor’s veto of the ordinance.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERR RA Ogty Attorney

By: Ny
ANDREA RUJZ ES@UIDE
Deputy City- Attorney

n:\Nland\as2014\1100080\00960851.doc

Supervisor Wiener
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1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

Tails San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Ordinance

File Number: 141264 Date Passed: February 10, 2015

Ordinance amending the General Plan by amending Policy 3.6 of the Recreation and Open Space
Element to reflect the adoption by reference of the Urban Forest Plan (Phase 1: Street Trees);
affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act;
and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning
Code, Section 101.1.

January 26, 2015 Land Use and Economic Development Committee - RECOMMENDED

February 03, 2015 Board of Supervisors - PASSED, ON FIRST READING

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Christensen, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang,
Wiener and Yee

February 10, 2015 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Christensen, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang,
Wiener and Yee

File No. 141264 | hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
2/10/2015 by the Board of Supervisors of
the City and County of San Francisco.

e /‘,y -
- C”’“‘“‘_D;{\fi;tf ol /‘/ ) \'w‘”{
Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

7/25{//(

Date Approved‘

City and County of Sun Francisco Page 7 Printed at 12:22 pm on 2/11/15
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» more
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State Proposition 52 - Medi-cal Hospital Fee Program.
Amendment And Statute.

» more
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» more

Yes
No
Total

Under Votes

Qver Votes

hitps:/sfelections.org/results/20161108w/index.html

Ballots cast
295,284
102,347
397,631

13,622

139

Percentage
70.98%
29.02%

100%

Percentage
85.47%
14.53%

100%

Percentage
74.26%
25.74%

100%

13/23




5110423, 11:24 AM

SChool Measure A - SChool Bonds

» more

Yes

No

Total

Under Votes

Over Votes

This measure requires 55% affirmative votes to pass.

Back to top

School Measure B - City College Parcel Tax

» more

Yes
No
Total

Under Votes

Over Votes

This measure requires 66%:% affirmative votes o pass.

Back to top

November 8, 2016 Final Election Results

Ballots cast
289,351
73,307
362,658
48,309

325

Ballots cast
291,665
70,099
361,664
49,511

117

Percentage

79.79%

20.21%

100%

Percentage
80.62%
19.38%

100%

Local Measure C - Loans to Finance Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable

Housing

» more

Yes

No

Total

Under Votes

Qver Votes

This measure requires 66%:% affirmative votes to pass.

https:/isfelections.orgfresuits/20161108w/index.htmi

Bailots cast
270113
82,035
352,148
58,689

155

Percentage
76.7%
23.3%

100%

15423




5/10/23, 11:24 AM

This measure requires 50%+1 affirmative votes to pass.
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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)

m 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 | inquires...’

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):
[J Small Business Commission [J Youth Commission [J Ethics Commission

[ Planning Commission [ Building Inspection Commission [1 Human Resources Department

General Plan Referral sent to the Planning Department (proposed legislation subject to Charter 4.105 & Admin 2A.53):
[J Yes [J No
(Note: For Imperative Agenda items (a Resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Agenda Form.)

Sponsor(s):

Peskin
Subject:

Grant Request For Urban & Community Forestry

Long Title or text listed:

Resolution supporting a tree planting grant from the United States Forest Service for funding from the
Inflation Reduction Act.

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor:
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