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(FblJRTHDRAfrj·· 

1 [Qfoaj:e~ Ame:nciQi.~'.!J:~·-. ~<#:lt,;R~~:r~a:fiop,;@4 Op?:i! SpM~ E1Jti4l 
z 
J ·· · J>es~ri_~w~~;ncl $,e#fu~ t0crth, ~ ptt>p9:$aliQ fh~ vot¢r.ftJ~ ame~a the: Chllii¢:r: olthe Clfy;and 

4 · €q@ty·.9fsan.Fl:ands.cn to :require~fili ~fuiualbaseliri:e approprianC?nfort4e:P~tlt: 
, . ..,,.. ~ ~ , 

5 Recrtatlon~.a'ut!',d)jM s.Pace·;Fund b.ase~ ()JJ·Cify spendirtg fqrparlqu1d r:e.crea,#0)1, _pu,ry.os~$ 

6 fu D.$ca} ye~r 20J~"'.20~.,, erle11.d/tbe· a;Q~11~hef-a,~i(ie; and: tl!.eJ~~sefute apJ:)rotJrla:tfoiifoiJ 

,7 · · 1$ ye~:r$ to flscafye~r;2:~:4S:~2()4(),a,n,dmodilf thelle¢rc:5~tlon: an.if Park:~'.m~-p~:ttiri:ent's 

$ ·• :~Iannmg obUgations·tO include equ1ty aiiaJysis and B'oard ofSupervisors revJe;;y~::at ;m. 

9 dection·to be .. held on.Junen~ lCJl~• 

1.2 · · ·· and County\atan efodtion'to be hekl on.June % 2016 ... CL:P.TSQPqsa! to aniend the: Charl.t'.r 9:f;tQ.~, 

i'3. ·· City and.County'by rev:J:sing $ectiqg l, 6):07, to read.~f6U<;>vvs~: 

14 

l) 

i'$ 

17 

1Jnc~.3:n:ged Qh~ct¢rte:x,f' ~nil: UJ1cod#Je4,te~J gr~ i:Q.pla.llitoP;t. 
A~clitiqn.$, (ll'esingle-,.underlineitalicsTt-mesNew.Romi:infOftL. 
J)eletions ~e S:ttikiJ .(hr&ugh italfts Ti"rtiCS. P.ld'r{ Ronfcir:i.font., · 
Asterisks ('# i % :l::c)fu.dicate the oriiissio:IT of uncharigedJ~harter 
subS:ectio:nS. 

lS · i· $EC~l6~J:Q7., }¥J\'.ltK,l~1J:~Rlt~tIONAml.O:P:tr,:N$:PAc'EFU&Q;., 

1:Q (a'.) Estibil~bme.n.t o:ttim&..· ·~~::ts ~t~h~:ista6H§lied the Park;. Recr-eatioJt filid'C>pen 

140 SpaCJ~ Fili.id ci~.Ffuidii):;to,'he adm]hi s:teredby :the Recteatii:>nand;Park Deparlinenf ('YDeparlmeP:t'J 

2i as direeted 1ry'lli.e:Recreafron and:i;>a.r~,G.9m:rrji~§i()11 ec9!IJ1llis~io:r;t'1)~. N,ronJ.~s fo the Fund 

22 thc.r~.i.n ~l+iUb~·e;x.p~p;P,¢g l)fqW~'1 s.9l~lfby:the ])epatm!:~ttt~ Sl;l1Jfo9ttQth¢ hudg~t.try,.a,u(l. fi~cal 

zs p:tov1sfons· of th.~ Charrer~. to provide:mtliatwedpar'k and re:eiea:ti:Onai set:V:foes lliid facilities; .. the 

24 • • . De"l}iirfnieiit e'rrzbrqi:~~!O.ei<J.'"-econamfc· andgeowaphic·equilv as a guidin<? prineijile and 

... · ~ .... 
' $]+pervi~ors .f aueiJ, GJi!sl:ens\!n,:M:iJr., t~g, W~nei:; .Yee, Bx:eed, C"ohen 
, BQA-;RDQFSUpg~)llSP~S .. · 
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l comm.ifs fo cexpending ihe1fit.ncl8 aeross'its:open. spm:t! and recreational vr~!;tatpsto provide par"f! 

2 · andrecreational access to·cili:~fStm:i!ancisco 's a:fvers·e neighbothoods andcommUriities: 

3 (b) Aiili:ua! Set-aside. the1 City Will continue to. :setaside from the ail!lUiL tax Ieyy; fp:r a: 

4. pyrl,od offor(v4ive· thfHy yel31's;.s_~g W,ii£,: #:i~fi$qal y~:;ir 2o00~200l qn'iiihrouglt and inctzuling 

5 · fiscahearirJ45.:,z&46, ~1f.1;1fno@tetJ.µ\..va1e.nrto. ajji annual t~ ti:t\two: and one-haJf'c:~nts ($0,025) 

.6 • fat each.r:Hic/iiimli:ed.dotfafs ($to6j'asseS8eti·vaitiati6n, Beginning in.fisceibyear2016~2(JJ7:. · 

7 revenues kom the set'"aside. together with inleresri 8halt he" deposftedinfo ihe. Park; )iecreatfon 

8 and Open.Space• Fund . Rt)ye11U~$. ofj~ai}i,tf(i'tbqre@fktJm the set:.tisid~- shaffbein adilltitiu'to the 

.9 I . baselineliptftoptiatiottte_quite.d bv subsection /CJ. atid'iiotilipfacc 0;f arifiiu111!Liief.mi:tlly 

1.0 · budgetedferi' the Difpartmcnt Md, ¥.ogetiter ·,fith infer est, slialf be· d<;posif?d ift.io tlurP'm:k, 

11 Recreation. @'ld. 'Qpen:fpaoe FuntL 

i2 The Oontrolfot sfoilh~t aslile··and:D:iruntaill su¢h' an amounf! togeili.et with any ilitere"st 

13 ~<!-W¢.d.tIJ.tjte¢n;, ·in th~ F\:ri:id, atid ®y amo®tJ:inspent of uncommitted at the end ·of'the· fiscatyear 

14 . shall be earned forward fo 't:heriext:fiscal.yearand,.subjectto the pu<;lg~tary·~(1::µs(;aj; li!Qitatfons 

15 

1.i5 

17 

18 

1.9 

20 

21 

<ifi;1l.is·Cliarler~ shall :b~ :a,ppropriated ;f;hen Qrth.et~afterfor·tb,e purposes. speclfieil-fu·t@.s 

S¢dfon. i6.1a1, 

(pJ Baseline.. Mainterttihce.o(Efjfott. ·the afinub.lset-asiCie shall' be usedexaiusively to 

increase the agt!eg_ate City appropriations to· and expenditures bv the Recrecifion and Park 

Department for Department purposes. To· ihis end, bef{thnzn~'m fiscal year 20l&21J11and 

thereafter through fiscal year2045~2046. the ·Ciro shallnot~educe the basetlne generaifund, 

~~pport iitiibuiitiiflf?foPf:!°"~e_if.tolhe Tfepartment below the dmowit 4J2bropriiited in fiscal · 

22 . yedr2VJ5.::2016; tiSiJatciifiitedbythe G.ontroj[er, ·exaepi'ib.atthe.baseline.a~ount'slialfbe· 

~3 adtustedi'as .fpllows:-

24 (1) Eachveat fnfisca11reats2fll6'-20I7ihrough2025-2D26. the Cztv shalt 

increase ihe 1Jaseline tiP,rJt:@riatfon bv $3 milliOn over; tfte pri.otyear: 

Supe,rvj~op;f arrell,:Chi:isl:ensen, 'Mar, Tan~ Wiener,. Yee, Bi:e~d,. ·Cob en 
J;30ARD Qf SUP~RVISOR$ .. 
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'I (2) Each year·in:fiscaby,ears2V26.:..!2Q2(} tftrougn 1045'-'2046. the,C1wiha'lladfust 
·'·· ... . ,., . . . .. . ..... . .. - - -· ' ; ·-·-··-· - .• . 

%: '. 'fhe.basilinehyythepercentawe zncrease ot di crease tn df!J?(e¥,lite i]itj! !il~<:retiondtvrevefiiies; as 

3: determzned'by:ihe (fbji'fr<Jller, based ?n calcuTdti'ohs coh§fSten't frorfj year to·year •. 1ndetermining 

4: ·· , ti~dfegcite Cif)(,.·d,ficr:etio.iiary revenues;, the·Conirollersha7Jonly include revenues received by 

5 ihe;Cify which.are unresirtcted'.rmd<1tt®be.trse.riaf ihe optZon'oftheMqyor·dnd the Board of' 

' 6
. 

S~pervisotsfpr. anv lawfu!{]f!yjpffp(jse,: "l'h~:"<!.ontr~Zler tsq'ifthorizedfo increase or reduce. 

budgetary appropfiatiOns as iequir.ed by this subsedionfcX io align .the, baseUrut~.amotmtW.:lhe 

·K • .amounf:requiredhv fOrmulaJ;yased.on: actual reven:ues.tec-eived"ilurln~thefiscaiirectr.. 

•$J.· (3) The Cifymay suspend' w:owt1dri the baseline {Ujzdtnt vif!s.qantto. 

to, · ·· ·· subsei;tf,on (cJ(ff innscal vear.2oi 6;.2617ifth(f, Cit~f's pro{ecter{budget detieitfQr thatyearat 

11 

1i 
'H 
14, 

15 

).6'. 

'f1, 

1'&= 

19 

2() 

/fie· time: o(the/ointRepqN or 'Updati to the' Five- Year Fmemcial Plan as pr.eparedtozntlv: byrthe 

Controller~ the,Mavor 'sBudgetD.irecitm. andthe Bowdof Supervistirs'-Budget ilnalvst exceei:ls 

· $2'00 mtzlforL For ffscdl year~2p!7.CJJ01'8throittjh fiscaZy(!at 2045'"2040. tbe C}itfiiiuiJtsuspend 

griiwthNh $dselbj<!'f.undiiigpiirSiiaflJfb,§ubsediOns·{c){J) and(c)(2Jwhenlhe.profecfadbudgei 

deficitfpr the upcom,ing'fi.scakyear atthe time ofthe Jo inf Report ort(tzdaleid' the 'Five' Y!iar. 

' · Fihan:cial J!lanaspreparedfomtlv bv,>fh.e:€Janitoltet, ifte Mayor ''sBuii~eti>'ire'c!:or; aiiil th,~ 

Boatd o(Supervismfs/l3udgetA'nalvsi exceeifs :f2(/(J milifon ari{usted'annuailvJwchtmges itt: 
., ' . -~ -·· . . . . ' . ' . . ... ·. - - : . . . ... . - .. .. .. -- - . . ·. : ' . . . - - - -

ag · · egate CftJdi:<fcretz'oncirf tevenueki, . !J[., ....... ... '·"' ..... ' .......... ' ............... ' ... 

. (4). Mcmies./ri!nn'the baseline arzproprtrition requlr.edby ihis.suosecfi.on (:ct shall: 

not be approprlated or ·expendeilfor serv'ices .provided to the Reetet:tfion arzd.J!atk:DepWtmenr 

zj . , bit otherGtty,,d~(Jdf.tffi;ent~ qn/! .. £1,W3'fic1'its unless:. ,' t';1) t~~ ~kg c!'e:lf.d!tm,eJ1['0.~'. q~~rJ!Jtif~an¥edt~~~ 

22'. R.ecreation.an21P(Ud1t15eJ:Yartment'fptifla.t: servi~~,'itt.fi&lial,·year 20f5':.§d16 andihe aniount ihe; 

'.23 •· .• · · RecreatiOn andParkDeppr'tmentpaid the City department or agenryl&r that serv.wewas 

24 inriluded'fn the baseltne amouni:f0r'fiscal:ye,ar20J 5C:ZQJ6; '(ilthough fncreas:es in tl·fa cosl 'Ofsudh 

$uper/i~ors:.Faqe)J; CbriS:i4n~n; Mw; Tairg; Wreiwr. :\'.'~ BT'.eed; C&h@ 
.13PARQ QB §l;J.PE~Vl§:Q~~· . 

I 
I. 

l. 

I 
' l 



1 services may.be.paid out o(ihe b·aseline approptiaifon; oY l:B} th.e R.ec,-eatfun a_rzdFark: 

'.b. . , D~pctttmerit requests or q~ees ttYa new,_ ifehffcefrom ti City dbpartment or ttgency:. 

3 

4 

5, 

6 
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10 
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'(5.i At the ena:ofthe fiscalyear 20I5"-20I 6andevenrvear thereaffer: atzvexcess 

general limdDepartme-ntahevenue,: includitzf{ an1t Department· ~xpenilitufe smizn~s orfevenue 

surpluses d~positedpdor to f!scalvear 2015-2016; shall be reserved to. be used for dne.,time 

• pepattmenf.dz:i~xpefiditutes: ·11General fundDepar'tmentaTrevenue't- is'detined as all revenues 

credited to the Departmenf'·s generatfund budget other than the baselirt~ t:.ontrtButfon defi;ned zri 

subsection eel. 

·(t)· En1im.~eed'Revencte a1id,Efficieiicy li:iticihtweS.fo1" the Dipciftlhent .. Ifili the policy af 

the .·City tif<ld Coitli'tj: &fS®Eicincist#i·tb gf'.le the Department greqter ·fyiff(Jnttves io (rnpr01:e 

.operaifo'ft4l:.effe.ieneies''8:1'14. #111Tf;J'(J8.Se tbr'CJ1:itlJ; }n4t<Sfi$'& fti-:tC:Y'enu¢S: rp1d S(J:Vbtgs ~Ji£f[/ be 

il{:efJcqfed a,sfqflows: 

J. :A;et@in.et"inbreiife5o iii Dep&-rtmdrtt g&forated tevenues; aoniparcddo the 

l4 · . jJre":,·iousfiscal year~,· shart be· dedicated to. capital. ®'fi/"Qr f{ft;,flfiy· ;nliiiiieruzfipe hriprm"ementsf 6.' 

15 p:qrk IJlJ:iJ: reerettiiorrqlfaeilitiq~ ;·.an.fl;. 

16. 4~ 1litWf8'Mt1f1eSfrgm.out!iiefestJztrees, ·s.uch (J!i;'g'fffiit §:t:feifhiktiori S:itjipoi·t, shalt 

17 . lie{ used'eiilyfoi erelim1;rfeni612t rifperlc andi-C.creatf&iitdpt8 gritrhs~ i'nciiuif:hg, lnitnot limited i0 

18 capitiil 8-1.ui!o~facilitj ;i1iiitzteiufinoe imprmtemenfs / m1d 

19 · & 0v?'ftl.lJDepartm911t expondit1Jre· sC£Vihgs'i!iq1[be rctai.i'!Girtzy·;fie: ))cp.:irn~1e'/J!; 

20 #>- be .4fft1.ipatr;d tp 9.11.4 tt'lr!-e erpefl;ditute$~ 

2 i @ The Ci~ shaJJ. fuipiem<:intits efforts t6 increase reven:ues 1n a maiilier eonsistent Wl'.t1i 

22 the.·ci-iyrs policy of charging, City residents a lower: fee than th~t charged.µ,o.n.r~sidimts for the t1,s~ 

2:3 1ll).d enjoyi:µe11t of Peparti:D,~il,t :property: 

24 

i_5 

JhlJ@J R.ev~tt\ly Bi:>tl.a :Aoul;liotify, No.twith.st~ffi:n~ the ij@tati,()hS, ~~t:tottltm 

S°e¢:ti9ns -9' r 01; 9JQ8j an:<l:9.:109· Qf tbls,:Ch$i~r, th~: C,pJ;fiiiliSs~6n may t~quest, and UBO:ri 

, Superv..lsors Firttcli, Christen:sen,,Mar; Tang, W)ener; Yee,' Breei!, Cohen 
I: E3PAR0-0FSUPERV1$0R:S ,, ' , ' Page4 
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1 · . W9<lp;:q::Qtf P.~-§g:q,~~ Jh~· ~yqr fti~ H;o.~cf()f S:tlp~:i;y,fo~!'.$:rna;y rurihotlie? tb:e.·fostiance, of tewri:ue· 

2, · bo:ilcts· pr othe:t eYrd¢u9¢$.' offucief>'Ceduess~, or tlle-inctirience ofothe;r ·obligafj:qtt~" $¢.C:W(;)Q:.~by-(h~ 

'3 . P~ Recreation and.Opell Space Flli,l,Q..(or:a<?qt:iisiij9pi cQn$.tru~fiQ!4.ti?.a.O:.®fi;®.tlon~ 

4 tel:\P:bilitatjq11ati,Ci/o;t-itrrprov:~wen,t·oft~<itp:tP-J,?.~ttJ'':mdlot facilltles a.nd'f6r·the,putdiase·tif· 

s egn1pm¢tit. 

6: . la@ Pbrid Ezj)eridifutes on.'.Gommission:Rt~peliy. Aµy, r~ proverty a,cqajied wtb;. 
T monies ifomthe Fu:q:ci, iiJclµcliµgtb,e p,rp.~y~g§ 9:f9b1iga,#Q~ i$;s4e4'J:nrrs~~p,ttqHSiJbSeb.tld.n@ 

. . ·.- '~·'' "• ' -

B- ·(ti}, .ab~ye, .sha1l.heplai;r~<:l ®4eriheJMs.4i:Gtfon ortheComrrilssionwitbiri the'meaning.6f 

,9 S'¢.qtloP:4.U3. FYfud expendittttes to·iiftpii:rV.e; coriStrilet, redonstruct6r:reha(>ili,iate real groperfy 

1D. shati be limited tD property under the jm;isdi9t:i9p: Qf fue,.Comiuissfo1:kw Mt9,P¢tfytmd.§r; t'fu:~ 

u ' Jajsdj~ijon ~rf(ln9tb,~r City, {!ep~ep!Qt-p:Y]'ll~ ageMy. an4 S).1,pj¢¢tf.q jiri, il:W.-e~Pientw.llli the 

12 b art:i:tl:entfh its use in·· a:o-em.ent anchnafute·a.nt·e-, • . -~ ..... _.r ... , ?tl.:o .. . ..... n. o 

13. _{¢lj (j} Use and.!.ti<Yt;?ation-ofthe.Filna. :Eachyea:r,,.the Commission Shall adopt a budg~t 

14 for the ·anocatibn.and expenditure·.:o.:ffth~ f)'@~;j;g 1;9mPli<:U+9~~tQ:4h~ 1/_w{g{lt;!#ld ;5~e1;ll 

f§ ' . ptoviRiOn$~ o,ftJi~.ClJ.?tt~r; J>!fhicb ;i.h,qfl f!'{]'. ?iifoptpd byJfje. (A:f11ii12t$$i9'1'i 'flt-f;Qt f!ft_~t 4 "!~·ftttep,> 

16 detotrnii'Hi.tt9tt~Y,ili.¢J>!a'ft;flfitg i>ep&ttiient· ¢./do1'Jfo-7$iify .ivttbth}i; .CityW Geiiei'.dl: P!Cm.-

17 '.the;atfutial;budgetfot;:allO.eatibii. ofAhe;Ftirid thatis· adoptedJJy tl:i_e C.<>xpµii~sio}l ·~<;f 

1 $ · : submitted oy the Mayor to the Bo.axd ofSupertjsg~ @1:rWJ ip_ajµqE): 

19. 

20· · ' i~q~P:$,; y9l~t~et'p:i;q~~:, ®:ct a: signllic<m,tnamdl at:easJil®a~em~ntpiQ$fani iii th<:Hmiotirits' 

21 hliocated..f.or ¢.ach o:fihose pr<'.!grams 'from ilie·:'.Pa.rk an:& qpen Spate .Fund 'intlre,Depfuitment1s 
'. J 

2'2. ·· • i ifiscalyear 2015'-2.0Uf.1999 2000.'bugget: tq :tlie'e~e11t th.i:it. ,sµch;progra:ips,,are Mt s9.fUrl,Q.ed4i,, 

;43 · ~ :ID,e J)ep~ent.1s:·q:p~f~®:~ btt~~~fa~t h1Jli¢ 'buO:g~t otanoffl~.t·(,f~ d.e:pa.ttm:~WJ:'., 

a¥. An ajlbcaii¢il1:;ri<;!::e§~~:tQ -~l;istlt¢ w_a,t~ % of:the:P!J.QJil~$;t9 be d¢j;iO:~(te.4 iii 

th~ fi.lna <li;J;tlng·th~ uf>cotti1ng: ;6.scaj;~¢ift'.pwt;t1~nt'J~ :stib1'!e.9tloJ:t$)2• :ibo:v:er ti~ a,y~able at tli<i' 

suvei:vlso_ts .EarreQ·•cJ:itls±ensmJ;Mat; Tan&;;Wien-e~'Ybe;-Breed,. d.Oii:en .. 
SbAAIY0FSUPE.RVIS0.1$'S . Page 5: 
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stait:f:?flhe fi$,ca1 yea{as,~un4.e~ig11afod opµf.jng,eti;cy. tes~f\.'.¢,; NoZ.f!et thatt·~epti!frj~'er):; 2or7. 

, the Comntissfon, shaa' adtipt apoli¢v for expenditures tfotn ilie t:Ofitingener/teserve~, Thereafter,· 

S , ·•, · the Commissioii sliaii submit a'r.eportto the Mavor and iheBoard'ofSup.ervzSt>rs on any 

4 expendituresfrom:the conHngencyreserVe dicrfnglhe.,t>tevidt1s fmd¥et cyiteal6n¥''With its 

5 proposed budget fat allocation dftheFimc{ 

6 (3;-1 An ailocatfoi:iBfnotless' than 5% of the.monies lo b~. d~pq$1.:t~djritJ:ie Funi:l 

T cforing the upcoming.:fisoalyearr pursuant to S'q.\i,sectj.pn (b), •a:boye,: Th~s~ moP:i'es sh~ h~ 

8 d~di~a.-ted to th.,e acquisitibh orr~!ll pt<Ype:rfy l4eiitifledjn the, Capttai $:/!pemlttiife Pfau discussed 

9 m stlQ$eytlpii ifi)(3){gf 'befow, Any portfo:ri'offuesfrnibmfa thaJ'rciriains unspent or: 

10 Uiicoiri.niitted:atthe end of any fiscal year shall be caniedforward~:withinforest thereon; to the 

l1 nextfiscaj year for the pruposes.$ef fq:rtl:l.h~rd#J;, /I'f§e Sjft' alf6catf,on ttPd4..lf9t be. lr.~clitrkd tn the 

12 bu€lget subniitted to th¢ 1Joard,of$ilpdt?.'1sorsfet (ffl' tpd.tiifimt'/i~.irdl$f:iir"fd t7jc e'XtC'fit thiit tlie'~ 

13 t.et(ll. Cit)i.C:xj§(#icJi&e}fti iiCrfliti'sitiiYit ofp;·ope;rty to lfepliieeilundtfr thejurfsdktien o.fthe 

14 Comtnissienfor theperiod.commencing Ydtlijisc&lyeat 2000 2001 2000 01 anti ef2ef:i1ig 'WitJi fh4 

{"5. plo_:re oftlw tlnzmJ:f.li'tttefyptct:edbtgfi'sctif )#:ar cMt-l:i!.s an tfl1~Q~tnt cq;to1C!l ·re Y% ofllie totqt 

16 ~if&bt1U apptOffeitfted; enct&;p,pprdj:Hjff!eil, ,, te ?fie F)uuifew th¢ petior1¢¢iiinfeiici1ig iWtl-ijt&cat 

17 feat2000 2oat:Jood (Jj $de1<tdtt:rgiyft;~ the ctese o/ti1e..upconiiitgfiscalfaar. 

18 '(4J An allocatfon; as a separdte line iierm o[funw requfredfor preparation 

19 monitoring. and .evaluation of the pldtlS requzredundersuosecfton (hJ 

20 .Prior tq .the ac\optioli 9:f th~ zjitimiioud~¢.t by.the :Re·cteatioJ:t and Park 'dofu'rriissfon, tlie; 

2i D¢PMtment. iii ·ei;>n]unctio.'rfWith the dti:;ens Partis .. RR:reatirJn. tindOpeii Spdce AdVisory· 

22 Cafom1ttee (Advisory COmmiitee'~) diStrissed fu.subse6tfon m we? hefow, shall co11duct twq 

23 p11blic liearing~il). 'ij).y Y.Y~$,gs Or Qxnvee'k:en:Q,~ to penpJt tli~ pu1Jlic to. co~ellfi QI} th~ 

24 · D.e . artmenf's full bu9,cretartd ((O ·aromfrro- afidcaii0ns, -p - . ' ' .· . . .. <:> - . . p ' gr ' -· . ?.· .. - -.•. . .. -

25 

811perv:!sors1<'aneli,J1hrlstensen,'Mar,Tai;i.g,Wiener, Ye~·Br.ee~ Coh~n 
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lo 

11 

'the BiJardof:S:yp,ewiSdr-s sh;dltconsider c:mdapplylhe;Flanning and'Reporiin~ 

Measure'Si inclttding·erpifiymetrics,. J:;equired'ins1i!Jseciion {h)'. MJ,~ett 1tev1ewing; dfJ.dabprovih_$, 

· t'he·tJepattment'.s bul!.~/it.: 

.(/flfi) Plantilrig aiiclRepot:ting Measure~. 'IfreCoJ11!Pi'~~igp;.~~alla(].9l?t i?eY~ra'J.' 

Iong,term pl(lllS thafmdµd;e, pu't::µ:y,:iipf liniit~d: fo~ tlJ,~· fort9;wW~; 

·(1) Equzt)t/Mefr1c~. t;lieDef!Girthi~nt sHcilldeveli:ip;. ijjjd!:fki! Commission .Shall 

adv pt.. a:sef.of6ifitifi; .meftiCs· to!be tisedto· establish a ~aselihe of exisifngR·ecreation.and l'a:rK.' 

· serviGes and' resources tnAow:-4.ncome ndghborhoods and iftsadvantaged commun{ti.es;. ·compared 

to servkes and'resov.tces·availabi'e zh the Cf'nras. a -.,vhote. Pc/Flowtng'Com-n1.tsitort titif/rhval. the. 

Depdrtmertt~hall'sitbntit frsEquitYM~n'.ics to fife Mctvor'.;irndthe Boar!l:ofSupervJsdr.s~ 

/2) b Strategic Pfaik. BY;F_ebruqr:y•l* 2Q171,and'everv-five vears-iherellfter 

J+ Decemb.er Ii.. 2Q(J{h fu\e J)ypwim~ntshajl.pt~pm;¢.,, fg~ Cbmwfs~fo:o, ¢Q;ri$i;cfot<lUOil ana:·~pproval,. a 
l$ - flve,.yt;:at Sft:11te~c; rfl:m .!Q· be uft4~ ®.~u&{>1 thattswbllsh¢s orr:r~?ffitms the tiiissfou~ Yisfon~ 

14 gp~fa ~d, objectives for the DepajtfuehL .The S-ttdteffj"ii Pian shallJnc.lude an ·gguitv·anafvsis oC 

15 Recre?ftiw an,d:fark services:·and:resouncr:s<using the egufty met:ries·adoqtedurtd'er 

16; 'SUbs:ection (hJ(lt anas'h.a{Z fnclude·siratef{les_ia:mfffgaie: :an/VierJUf'tJ!/i~ffdendes·fdentiflell zn:tb.e: 

11 Platt .. 

18 -Tfie'D~p(Ifmfent shaIZ:submJt the'prtipos,ed~'t:tate¥f:~·Rldfi to the P,ritks::i 

19 : •. Recfealior§ iind Df?eiiSpaeeAdvifor:y C6mmifiee-.for its review.:,ancl comment- before: stibmitilng, 

7,Q lhe·Plarrfo ·the:Commission::@r:-ffs apptovaL FvllbiJifrtwCommissfon arJt;>ro~az· ~fthe 'Strategi:e; 

Zl Plmt lhe-Departtnent shallsub'triit. the,Strat~g/./!J!!~~,fdj/hi. Mayafi arul;:t'h({'~o~df!['¥fi(Jerv~'<ifis'. 

22 ·• '. Th_e J1olifi1 of Supervisors shall consider: and b1X<resolution expres:s its ~PftFovalV:Jriiisapjfr.bvaLof 
2-3 tAe. Pian;< but may not lll_odify·fhe.Jltan: If the Boc-rrd-etpresses fis~disapprovctf ·,ofthe Plan or· 

.2,4- .. , make-srecomnte_ndattons·regardingtne Plan to. ihe·Depattm.ent~ the-Depadtnenfmqy 'fffo4ff¥.•and 

~.5 resubmftdlie-Plan 

s,upew<?J,'s"Fli,..'ie:U, Chri&tense11, ·¥ilr,:t8.nz, wt~Qtf!',·, ;t~~B.~e~d, bPh~n 
BQARP QE" $.LJ.PERYl~()R$ . 
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l 

1 TheDeparfmentwill use iliefmpravedStrati!ficPldli trJ .. ~ide• frs worko~er each 

2 five-_year per:iOdd Every two. vears after the r1pprovi:il o{ttStrategtcJi[Cin;· the. Department shall 

1 report to t.~e Cotli_missidn on the Departmenrs '(?rogress under the· Pfanand. subf ed to i!ut. 

4. . Cvmmissiori's aypmva/; may amend the Plan as appropriate~ Followin[I';COm:mlssion.approval . . ,· . - . - ... -- . -·- -

3 ofanv amendmenis~ttHhe. Stratetf.c Plan; the Depar~ef1i'inav submitthe amehqed StN:ztegfr: 

6' . Blan._ .to the Af.ajio~r dnilihe Board of: Supervisors .. This. Strtitiigi.C: Plan ·wilt be usedto g-_.il_il¢.fhe 

7 · bepifdm&it's. 1Yorlt'.mienhe nex~ftveyem:*' 

g {ll ~· (;apitaj ExpendittirePl~.; By January i 5; 20'11 an4/oreach annuat oi 

9 '. biennial bud_getarycyc[e:thereatfer. tis·det~rmzned under Chdriet·;Section 9.liJI. the Department 

10 shail pt'ej/iire, /or CbmmissiOn consideration andapproi;aL an·armua1 Gapffal Expendtture:Plan 

11 · : that addresses the•develbpment: renovation revlacemenhmd maintenance of capitall!ss.ets; i::tria 
·- . . . ~ '· : . . . -

12 the acquisttfrm ofreaJ property profected during ihe life. o{the Deparfriiefit's @e-veaf Stlategi.i;, 

J3 Plan. '1Jieif){rpttat Expendltil.re· J>Jd:n ·s'fialtirzclud~ an equity analysis' ofRecreatio1viind. Yark 

14 cgpita.l:expendituf:es, using tize-equifinnefr{cs: adopted under subsection '(h) fl), :and §fiat! include 

Vi strategies io mitigate any equity. deficiencies iden.flfie'd{n the Ptan: The Capital EX;:Jenditv.re 

1.~ Plan shallfb:rther address irrzgation. Jitater eonservdtlon. dtul,:ttt'/Jan forestrv on iJdrkltrnds: 

i7 I, The De{1citfrile:ntsiidltsiilYmitthe proposedCapitalBxpendiiure Plrra to the'Przrks . . 

18 il.ecfeatioii. ·ti.nd Open .. Spa6e.AtNisorv Committee foritsreview and·e.omment befbre~submilttng 
. , . • - • r • . .. . . ·- • • . . . - •.• --· • . . • . 

J9· the Ptan to the Commission for ifs approval.~ 'FollbwingCommzssfon ctgpr(Jval.·.the Depattmeni 

2.0 shaTlsubrrilt the Capital Expenditure Plarrtonthe Mayor anfl the Baa.fd ~(Supervisors. Tlit:J 

21 #oard.1ifSupeni~brs shall consider ancf!Jyre:solution exptesffits OJ<provid or:disdpprovali3fthe 

22 Pidli, but ,nay not mddtfYt'fie,Pltin.. IUhe Board:expressesifs disapprowilofthe Plan or makes 

2~ recom:mendalliJns, regardtngthe P !ctn to the, Deparimeni. the 1Jepatitnent mtrp:.modifv and 

resubmit the Plan 

· ·• $up.ervi$.ors}'an:eli, Cfuistep.sen, Mar, Tang, Wi~ner, Yee; :Bree(t Cohen 
f .. ~CU\R.l:fOf SUPERVISORS .. 
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2 _ $_xpenditure PtanttiulerArlniiiiistrative; Co-dri:;Seetion 3.2fJ, as amended: or anv :sutfZesso-r. 

legisTation., 

4 $y J)ccemb01:"-.L 2 QOO, thr:lJ$j)f4ft&'t6titsMdfjiti:p&re, fe'i' dt»1mifssioii: 

5 t;J)iiifd)ft:qtkift• fJ!$i;l..iipp1:th?tf~ d/fl!ic;}:'ew .Citpital Blmij" lir be ?f.pdate.d:armuallj1 fqr tfte: 

6, ikv.elopm&.nt,; renovation;; repfacemfflf ~~ 7ru7if:'if<?n6ffJC't?-o}j1aJ/_~{tJl (flg,s~ m~4flk fl!5f/jJftfiff:m: 8!*' 

'l real prQp<;tfJ:, -- :ff1;. if.4 · Ct:tpHatP !:fin the tJ?,Pwim_antiiJ14tl:{fff!Pd!t:d. wqctfiq propetfi_estlJ- 'Ea 

8 ctup#i;·e,~fo OJ?<!# :SfJfi.ee; fecte{l#M;{4iilitf.t!i;. "5f~f[W&:nfnati#til we~ anii6-t~oi''fecri/t.#frindf 

9- -' p1ftJ!OfeSan_ds;,~attpNoritii~ t.ajHfel anlJ'tJuiinienahce .inipre7C'f.lren'l:,r. amfl;pr9v-ii//; hit,ilg_e{s 

10 iissecia-ted:1•·ifh-~uch.in1jJ1'0'.leme1ifs.y C1;1pfj_cff ·_&cti/ ¥tJ.Ufs#i~71 pt·pf er; ts Hdlfha. it;'ii_-f;!i4t!Jif1.1 th.~ 

t1 -• J)ep(!tf:JtltH~t Pffi$Jitl: flj?/Jfli ·na¢tfS. ideriff/f crf b)Fth,¢'0epartflie!Jf-_ m~dtl14 con1-mitt'i:!t;j;;. Cr;;pitalpfoJ Q!:tS 

t2 willmdui!2 iiieptan1i{ii-g, ihsign.dfi/censlt:uC#oii 0~p1:ojectsthatreliaiJt'litate; resitft:e ot 

T3 repltff:d;cxi'Stih~fecilities or toot develop newfacilities. Acq:uisltionpmfe'(Jts·1~fll ih_qh,tc;l_e; ·'ftl# 

l4. ·will not 'fj-e 1fmitetj fe~ P'bfffhft$;[!~, tef!/?lfl c:)§r;;ftp:nge,, etnltt_e'nf,dJ:JJfftiffl, (fu.qlft_t:_, 91'' 4flf ef,~m~ -Yrflddb-

1:$ -giylfl,$_ the 'Git;l:il.11~&.. ·w1zet'!Jti:-re·\,1ecqbl'¢: otftbl t9 ·1¥<.it¢dl:Jjt{5Iff/tf)', O:f&}ty.: itff!JtesrtTi.etd.fi'i, or 

16 iiJi)' #ffjiti:ti&iiefi{fit J(?,;;Jtop192e&,U_igllt§th'fii:eati;fo'ii l;dtiiiiatiiriiillj;wpd:Sci,_ m&!Uding~J;ut ndt 

11· fi'fi'iiteil/te.,,f!totecfieh:o/'11r:duraI.-l'OS£)urces~ .devel"flJ!mcnt.pfcp:mm.u1f4~:gai~dtp~ ·t:1;1Jef@.Vf!/;ppf!J9l'!t 

l~ 0-f3µr~€ff$_trafl.s:, pre~·~(#e_df!u~t, · Jf_e,tJvtf,~??:-Ji(1t~ a1zyfh.1H~ ;~?tdr; it?. fhq 90J:t!'tfl?!·- f.¥fJ.: Mq,t/isitJo:tF>;f 

JQ le:scs·tntffl:fd¢; $¥11wk fi#c ii;tifY .bq;,:ff)t EJ-tptift P./kss· thi:jff tll'tfi~$.· 

20 f#:$' d'.fJemtlonal Plfu:L J!yPli'britdtj/1'.,Jo T7, OJidfb'f.ietfdfr qrfnual:or~:hieriijiat 

21 1fudg,eirirp eycte· tfiereafJer;_ as_ deteJinin(:d under'<fharfer Secifrm 9.101, theDepartmerli_'shctll; 
- -

2~, -\ • .vrepare; for ComrtHssion considcerqffo.n. and aoprowit atrffperatio-11tlr'P-lan. The FJ~pm4:meni 

Z3 , - ,fhaZCbas.e. tn~~pet&Aonli]:;~lcrn:o.nih~ tfzeri~cilrrettt,Sttate'ftc.JJlgn; iirtdthiLQperaiitfntitP.l(tfz:, 

24 sndlt be:fn-tiddiitOn td the 'J)epdrtf_tlent_'~, biidi,et~- _, J!he· Depatthi~f!t:S,hatl'if}clu4e iii_ th~:: 

.2.5. Operationalj3ia1z: c(statement o[tfze abfectivesandiii_itiatives wz:tliiii._ file. StratetJie PfdJi tihtlthe,. 

su;pei:Visots'F"arteii,Aftihlstensen,.Mar,,·Tan~,;W.i~licr,;.Y9:Breeil.i ci)hen 
B0A~O:QF:Sli'PER:Yi$Q~ 
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2 
.. 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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·9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

J4 

l5 
f 6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

i4 
zs. 

Department plans to.undertake. and/or aecompltsh ditr'lngthenextifJudgetqry:pettdd.'inclridiiig 
~ . ~ - . .- . . . . . 

perfdrmance tndicators iincltar~ets; "[he Operatf onal Pltih shalt include·iin,eij,ui'tf' analysis ot 
. Recre'dtfon andP.ark services &:nd0r.esourcesiusing t!ie equitf·me'irres0.adbptedund~r 

subsection (Jj.)(1 ): . Each Operational Pl'an shall-furthetfnclude i:JJiassesSffient' r:ftf:ie: 

b~partmeni's prtYt;te"Ss on the pievious Opeiationaiiian. 

I 

:T/ie.- Depd:Ftment"shall submit the proposei!Dperaffoncil Ptan to the.Parks. 

Recreaiio'b and:Op.en Space-AclVisory Committee. for zts.r.evtevrn1nd r::ommertt 1ie'ftlte suomittb:t~' 

the Plan io.the·'C?Ytnmissfon tor. its appravat: Pollowin.g.C'omnirS:sl.on iff?P,roval. f~Devartment 

shallsu'bmitthe:f}pefati~inal Plan tol:fze MdjJor and;,tfi& Board otSupervtSors. 

By Decembm' cJ;. 20{)11 f!1.e-D¢parfment fhd{lprepare;.fet (Je;11misszof't 

:qo1!sideration tflutappt.ovcit; :p,jiv(J}'(}f];J Opef"§lfiqnqlfl'f11t- to be UJ!efated ami_ual.ly, det¢.im1g 

_proposer! z'i'li}Jt6Ve11icnlS: to th¢:D.epffl'triiert-i's srftvfdM'dffdfesjionsi"·.>eiwtste cuSt.onkr tie eds: T!k 

. 4flll.i.m! {)p,¢.tqffQftfilPlah 1vilisf:i:ik <iiri teot'/or improvinglhe eperiitiendleJ/icienq qf:fhe 

Dcpartmentand_·wi!! include measur.tif2le JHY1:fe'tfftatfee§f§11}·4.~:J.fgrtJ~ Dep&ttff'r/JJJ:l T}it 

Dcpej1Tn9nt slui[!pt;'2Jtl3f;t;e the 111!J,tig{(Jp.r5tqtjofr.!1/ Pian tlfler QQJ'U)JJCtittg fl; petforinm1c¢ auiiir of 

DepafJil.tentql ·operations. Th.Ctefiftc.t, . tka :Oe'jiat't&ic:1it ~vilt conductpcjfiodicpe:ffoiMmweiiiiditS:. 

The C.o:tninlssion..'shail :establislia.co.mrrninity inputpro.tess, :w-filch shall may include the 

parks. -Recreation; ·and Open' Space· .·CifiZcnJ'· Advisory Qq:rrrm,.i:ti;e~ cn?..Cusse~ i.D/S.~QtfonfiJ. @~· 

below,_ tbrqugb, whjt::£rCinzep,s of the Chy ancl ConJJiy· of S@:Fr?IJ~iJ::cg;\WiU prqviCJe~ assJ~fu:Q(;¢::t<> 

fli~ · Comm.i~slo11'~$ itd'~velo:r:;~ ·c.tit~tia $.Iid ~$tabUSh¢s the pl3JJ.S required by tbi.S :nib~tciioJl. 

i>ri.or to the adoptiofr of a@ $.trategte Pian eatkfrie yefk jilmt~ the bepfilitrient sllati eoiidrict al: 

least five hearingsinloeations distributed=geqgµiphi¥ally'fl:rroughout. the City t<rreceiv.y ~d fo 

QO@ider the pµ£1iG1s co'rnrr):e:i:lis'upon the. plan,. Th¢' C.bID1nissiCm $halL¢11$.ote thai atl¢"ast.fw:\'.>:o.f' 

th~.e hearli:l~s ar:e ®1~lm-:th~'¢Yet.!i'DJ?;s or 9IiW~,~iC~µ~£6t.t6.eplibii0i$ c(:lp,yeiJ:i~p_c~,; 

S11pe[)liso.rs Farrell, Christensen, Mar, T<ing, Wien:er,.Y.ee;:.Breeii, Cohen 
aoAR.DOF SUPERVfSOR.S ·. . . . 
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J 1!/:W fd~~f!ttf $,Jzq!ll rrep_or{regµf'e:rly lfJ!fl'lJtfl{lq;, /J:S; l!f pett:Pf thq OO'~~ii1,if:gt:tptO.¢d$~; Jo 

2 tffe · M' '4' dt tTi' 'if "d .ts· ·· .... ' ·· - ··'ii· m:r ··i't/·· ·t ·" ·ti ·q·· 'ti ·p, " i '·.. ..JG,H~i;I. t;i1J:, .. :R .. ', P . .. OEJ:l ... 0.,. 7ljJC'hJ${>}:'$:v<m ~JP$. :;ti#; Qj;::1C)J:C11J;S alfk#ri;'1GS/6lTWi OJ 

3 Bdfj6tliiicelitg&als~ objectr/c& aiid. ?:i:fplfiilfeojecLtimelmes}jJr'.thr;r e'bf}J·c1.~tfisqqlypar;. q1:,:ry;:e,ll M. 

4 provff!!g, repor~SPJ~.P.C.Wt'JJ.1¥J;nc;e lf#ttJ§tl:J!'tf§ t¢Ejuli'eri; lry, f.,~1~.S¢¢tjqt; · 

,5; Jnfhe fiJ'urth:Y,eei!of'ea_cii.~tfatei4-fttP!an ttrtde'fo subff.ection Oz,)(2). the Confroller'i City; 

·6. Services '!1-~ditc/f s'ttaltrJb'nditctd.petffirmance audrt'ofthe· Deparimenf .to assess the 

7 D'eparfinent 's·progress unifer :ihe Strategic: Plan and'to ·rnfot:rrr<ihrFdevel'Opme:nt oUfte. 

8 Deparhrienf:'s nexi Sirate~cPZ&:n; .'Tfte, audit shall ffieiude:~fi analysft:i5f/h.~.:Depaf.tment'8:' 

.9· compllance wit~ the p1t/rinlnt and :fepO.rting rrieds'urci in this subsection <fi.l· Tlle 'costs off he 

1 O: '. auditiiiaJ! be' <ilidtfed'to ifi:e ba&elfize eHablishedinsubsection (c). 

l 1 If the audltf[nds'fhat the· Dqx:ttfmerttJia&not comptiedwifhthe requzrenients ·111 this 

Jz· • subsection (h.J the Boa.di o(Supetvisorsmaypldce·upto 5%.oft'fze lJaselifze dppropritftioni]fi.det 

13 ·... s:rifBid.:tiiJ'fi f<i)'tor the.nextfiscat j}eiifi. aiir~serve; pendin'l subsequentrel'ease'oftlre reserve1Jr: 

J+ J3oard action: uponfi,n:dfn:g pr:ogresa 'tow.ard these;requzretnents, The precedingsenienc.e' is.not 

·15·· intended t<1 modifY the Board~$ authority wde'ft the. fiscdl and bud_getary provisions ofth:e 

i.6 Charrer_ 

17 .Tfae .CommissiOn 'frtaym·od~ljrdiiy c/eadlines, Cixntafned.in thiS:.suhsedfun (h) ·ov'resolufion.~ 

lS'. adopted' by a two"thirds vote of)tsmembef$i .and:a'..r.esoluifon adopiedbyilie'Boardo.f 

lQ Supervzsors anti.trpproved13yihe Mi:ryot0 .. 

,2(} {Jl {o/ .P{gks; Recr·eatiof!, atiel:"(1;t;~l}'$.tliJ,~eCid4t;J,¥SAdviSiJty'Gomm.itte.~~, Theifoat&of 

21 SupetVi~otS :.shill estab1is1Jt.l>y oidiliance; aliaf.fci\Retfreation: and:Open{Sj)dc(Ciiiz.cfii · 

22~ AdVisor:y Oommitfeei mch'as tne commfflee e-sfablfShedtrvParkCode Secfi:on.J'J!Ol~ l'!ff: 

2.3 'amended; ot'any suco:essorleW.sltiiio11~ 

24 fj}.Equztv Fund.. Tire OifJ!shrill estabrtifi. an EtJiil'tg'Fuml to ·acceptan.d>ex(Iefiffi/fivate 

:js ¥f 1ts. grants;. and.donatibns·teteiyed1Yvdhe Df!pdttirrent andintenfJ.,e4·~0,<siif2,t1iJttiiiz't!qifv.~S. tf;fi:d 

, . Su,pervisors Fmefi, cfuistensen;)Jatr'tan&; Wiener(Yee; Bree¢ c-Oiie1Y 
aOARD. OF sQp):::R.\ltSO~Sr 
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1 prof{rlimS addresffin?"·:zmmetptogram ctnd capitoJ'needs identified flt tne equftjii:lrtafyse:§. required. 

2 tdlii.~r subsectibrz (h). 

3 {!fl fij EnVironmerital and Design Guid.elines, The Department: Cgnznil$Si9tp;Ji.aJ1 

4 ii<iazrdatn ~ wr.i.#.en.e11virori11ienta1 aw;Cde~~ zyiddlnes for n~w :flicilltie.s/parks~. !:lhd open 

5 spq.Ces ahd thti ren.ovatidn ot re;habilitation·&feXistfug,fa¢ilities,.parks; and dpen spaces. ·~ 

6 · . guid::Iuzes ihall be .consistent -:.Y:ith any applicable standards qff/:re,;iffrtµ11i[Pl:afming 

7 Commf&szp1zy. · 

8 {[jJj) Ca:pita1Proje¢ts. NotWi~statiding the p.i:-ov!sions o:fSecticln.3\104 ofthis Charter, 

9 the. Conifuissfon:shall have the authority fo prepare and apptoveJ:he pians~.· speciflc:ilions and 

lO 

n 
12 

13 

1.4 

rs 
16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

· estiniatesfo:rall contracts and orders?andtoaward~ exe.cuteaµd'Jl1aJ?3:gEr~! c91:rqacts and ()refers; 

f<)r c;apital p.mJ.e.ots:{)n)'.eilprop~rty UJ.:ldetits fonsc;lictiop. or pi~rt~em.ent C~itatp:r~jt~;i~ts. 
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FILE NO. 150940 

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 

(Fourth Draft, dated 1/21/2016) 

[Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund] 

Describing and setting forth a proposal to the voters to amend the Charter of the City 
and County of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and recreation 
purposes in FY2015-2016, extend the annual set-aside and the baseline appropriation 
for 15 years to FY2045-206, and modify the Recreation and Park Department's planning 
obligations to include equity analysis and Board of Supervisors review, at an election 
to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Existing Law 

The voters adopted the current Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund ("Fund") in 
March, 2000. Each year, the City pays into the Fund a portion of the property tax equal to two 
and one-half cents for each $100 of assessed valuation. The set-aside is in addition to, and 
not in place of, any sums normally budgeted for the Recreation and Park Department . 
("Department"), but the Charter does not specify how the "normally budgeted" level of 
spending is to be calculated or require the City to appropriate a particular amount to the 
Department in addition to the set-aside. The Fund will expire at the end of fiscal year 2030-
2031. 

The Recreation and Park Commission ("Commission") must annually adopt five-year 
strategic, capital, and operating plans for the Fund. 

Amendments to Current Law 

The proposal is a Charter amendment that would make a number of changes to the 
Fund. 

The proposal would extend the Fund, which now has a 30-year term, for an additional 
15 years. The Fund, including the set-aside and the baseline appropriation (explained below), 
would now have a 45-year term and expire at the end of fiscal year 2045-2046. 

The proposal would add a requirement that beginning in fiscal year 2016-2017 the City 
annually appropriate a "baseline amount" to the Department measured by the amount of 
general fund support appropriated to the Department in fiscal year 2015-2016. The City 
would increase that baseline amount annually by $3 million for fiscal years 2016-2017 through 
2025-2026. And beginning in fiscal year 2026-2027, the Controller would adjust the baseline 
each year by the percentage in~rease or decrease in aggregate City discretionary revenues. 
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The City could suspend growth in the baseline for any year in which the Controller, the 
Mayor's Budget Director, and the Board of Supervisors' Budget Analyst projected a budget 
deficit of $200 million or more in the succeeding fiscal year. 

The proposal would require that any excess general fund Department revenue at the 
end of the fiscal year, including any Departmental expenditure savings and revenue surpluses 
deposited prior to fiscal year 2015-2016, be reserved for one-time Departmental expenditures. 

The proposal would remove the existing requirement that Department expenditure 
savings and new revenue from outside sources be used only for enhancement of park and 
recreational programs, including, but not limited to, capital and/or facility maintenance 
improvements and other one-time expenditures. 

The proposal would require the Department to cooperate with the development of the 
City's Capital Expenditure Plan, as well as continue to develop a separate Capital Expenditure 
Plan for the Department for each budgetary cycle. 

The proposal would require· the Commission to adopt an Operational Plan for each 
budgetary cycle. The Commission would base the Operational Plan on the current Strategic 
Plan and include a statement of the objectives and initiatives within the Strategic Plan that the 
Department plans to undertake and/or accomplish during the budgetary period, including 
performance indicators and targets. 

The proposal would require that all of the Department's Strategic, Capital Expenditure, 
and Operational Plans include an equity analysis, based on metrics comparing existing 
Recreation and Park services and resources in low-income neighborhoods and 
disadvantaged communities with services and resources available in the City as a whole. The 
equity analyses in the Strategic and Capital Expenditures Plans would have to include 
strategies to mitigate any equity deficiencies identified in the plans. 

The proposal would require the Board of Supervisors to conduct a hearing on the 
Strategic and Capital Expenditure Plans adopted by the Department, and adopt a resolution 
expressing the Board's approval or disapproval of the Plans. The Board would not have the 
power to adopt, reject, or modify the plans. The Department could revise and resubmit the 
plans after receiving the Board's input. 

The proposal would require that the budget for the Fund include a separate line item for 
preparation, monitoring, and evaluation of the Department's Strategic, Capital Expenditure, · 
and Operational Plans. 

And, the proposal would add a requirement that in the fourth year of each Strategic 
Plan, the Controller's City Services Audit Unit conduct a performance audit of the 
Department's progress under the Strategic PlaA, and an analysis of the Department's 
compliance with the planning and reporting requirements of the Fund. The costs of the audit 
would be charged to the Fund. If the audit concluded that the Department was not in 
compliance, the Board of Supervisors could place up to 5% of the baseline appropriation for 
the next fiscal year on reserve until the Board found that the Department was making 
progress on meeting the requirements. 
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* * * 

The Fourth Draft, dated 112112016, differs from the Third Draft on file, dated 111412016, 
in the following ways: 

The Fourth Draft would extend term of the Fund, including the set-aside and the 
baseline appropriation, by 15 years. The current 30-year term would become 45 years, and 
the Fund would expire at the end of fiscal year 2045-2046, instead of at the end of fiscal 
year 2030-2031. 

The Fourth Draft would require that the equity analyses in the Strategic and Capital 
Expenditures Plans adopted by the Department include strategies to mitigate any equity 
deficiencies identified in the plans. 

And the Fourth Draft would require the Board of Supervisors to conduct a hearing on 
the Strategic and Capital Expenditure Plans adopted by the Department, and adopt a 
resolution expressing the Board's approval or disapproval of the Plans. The Board would not 
have the power to adopt, reject, or modify the plans. The Department could revise and 
resubmit the plans after receiving the Board's input. 

n:\legana\as2015\ 1500695\01075997 .docx 
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From San Francisco Forest Alliance 

The refer,endum must have specificity of language that restricts what RPD can do with this money 
· It must clarify what the money is to be used for, including tree maintenance. In the balance between 
flexibility and accountability, San Francisco Forest Alliance would weigh in for accountability. 
Everyone loves trees and wants safe trees "in the parks. SFF A does not oppose the idea of more funding 
for RPD, but the amendment lacks certain specific language. Until these specifics are spelled out, we 
don't think this amendment should be brought before the Board of Supervisors. 

1. Suggested Text for maintenance of trees [insert to p. 8, I. 18]: The Operations Plan must 
include specific (unding for the deferred maintenance of all park trees that could be 
considered hazardous if their maintenance is deferred beyond the iwrmal 7-12 year cycle. 

• Background: Supervisor Farrell's ballot initiative is promoted as providing money to RPD 
for the park maintenance. But nowhere in the initiative is there language to restrict or 
even allocate-new money to RPD Operations to actually maintain our park trees! It is just 
free cash fo. RPD without any Charter mandate to fund the much- needed maintenance of 
the trees. 

• The Urban Forestry Unit is funded entirely through Operations, not from Capital. Tree 
maintenance belongs entirely to Urban Forestry in Operations. 

• Deferred maintenance in the Capital budget is a broad term that covers many things such 
\. as roofs, leaky faucets, failing playgrounds, collapsing walls. By no means would it cover 

maintenance of trees, although RPD may decide that felling healthy non-native trees they 
don't want is a "capital expense." We oppose that. 

2. Suggested Text for environmental and design guidelines [a change BACK to original 
language on p. 10, IL 20-222]: RPD's design guidelines/or new facilities, parks, and open 
space and renovations of such facilities, parks, and open spaces shall be adopted by the RPD 
Commission. . 

• Background: p. 10, IL 20-22 is a new addition in the second draft, putting environmental 
and design guidelines in the hands of RPD, and not in hands of the Commission, who are, 
in fact, the ones tasked with representing neighborhoods and communities of interest. 
What happens ifRPD's design guidelines call for more native plants and grasslands in 
open spaces, and, thus, fewer trees to be maintained? 

3. Suggested text for specificity related to unspent set-aside funds [insert top. 2, l. 13]: RPD 
must specify their, spending priorities for tft,e.set-aside funds, and the Controller must provide 
annually the amount left over i;;, .. µ.nspent set-aside funds. 

• Background: The Library system has the exact same funding arrangement as is being 
proposed for Rec and Park: an existing set aside fund from property tax, and a baseline 
fonding from the discretionary General Fund. But the Library has specified spending 
priorities for the set aside money in the Charter. They must specify use of unspent set 
aside funds at year end. The Controller is required to calculate and publish the actual 
amount of City money for the Library. 

• Addendum from Prop D, Voter Information, 2007 for Library Preservation Fund 
amendment to Charter provided as example of specificity. 



Tree maintenance is not "sexy" as an issue, but it's the future of our natural 
beauty as a city and en-vironnientally what will sustain us. 



Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi Derek Evans, 

melangelo@aol.com 
Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:48 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Mclaren Park! I'm askfng for your help Mr Evans. 

I live next to wonderful, 318 acre Mclaren Park in the Portola District. I bought my house in 2007 because I 
fell in love with the park's beautiful wild open spaces, views, friendly neighbors, and off leash dog acres. I'm 
very happy with my choice of living where I do especially when walking McLaren's renowned Philosopher's 
Way trail. Because of my love for the park, I helped to form the community based group, Save McLaren Park 
which is part of the umbrella group, The Mclaren Park Collaborative. Our goal is to be vigilant in keeping the 
park beautiful, safe, and cared for. The park's wild acres are a SF treasure that is being discovered by more 
and more people each year. However, many of us are becoming increasingly concerned about the lack of 
Mclaren Park gardeners and limited maintenance, services that other parks like Golden Gate take for granted. 

Here are a few of our many concerns: 
*Stubborn trash and litter that stays along the roads, paths, and meadows for many months and frequently 
over a year! Many of us collect this trash on our walks or on volunteer days, but it is not our job to do this on 
a regular basis. Unfortunately, current park employees rarely patrol for trash in vast parts of the park. 
Something needs to change to insure basic maintenance services are done on a daily/weekly basis. Providing 
paid adequate staff to cover our 318 acres would be a good start! 
* Increasingly, illegal motorcycles are riding roughshod on the trails every day causing ecological damage, 
threatening hikers safety, and ruining pedestrians peaceful enjoyment of the park. 
* Repair and maintenance projects get started but often are left unfinished- such as a sprinkler system located 
in the field at University and Mansell. For weeks, a RP plumber, gardener and other paid workers labored, 
costing lots of$$, and then abruptly stopped before completion. I don't know why. But for a year now, 
dangerous and unsightly holes in the ground have not been filled. Are they returning to finish th~ job ... who 
knows? (see photo) 
*Needless damage caused by rec and park's own staff mars the beauty of the park- such as RP vehicles 
regularly (and dangerously) driving off road along sidewalks edges (causing damage) and killing grass. This 
brings ugly mud pits during rainy weather. · 
*Lack of enough gardeners to maintain tree and landscaping health- such as a row of palm trees planted a few 
years ago that have died due to not being protected and tended to. That's expensive and wasteful. Also, 
older healthy unmaintained tree's limbs are regularly falling dangerously close to pedestrians (I have photos). 

As much as I appreciate the work that IS done in Mclaren but these issues are a few examples of what 
happens when a park is consistently neglected. Its frustrating to pay exorbitant property taxes on a teacher's 
pension and feel that my money largely funds Golden Gate Park instead of the worthy park across the street. 

Why is this lack of equitable staff and maintenance happening?? 
Many of us wonder if officials have the perception that San Francisco's south-east quadrant (being largely 
comprised of poor, modest, and middle income residents) is not as deserving of quality and consistent 
services. Hope that isn't true and won't continue. Thankfully, I see changes coming- including the 
Mansell St Corridor improvement and some overdue park bond money that will finally bring some 
desperately needed maintenance and repairs. But this is only a start. To be clear, we don't want 
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Mclaren Park to look like Golden Gate ... they are two different species of parks. However, we do 
want and deserve daily maintenance and gardening of the more manicured areas. 

Please do what you can to insure permanent equity of services is established for all City parks 
including Mclaren Park- the second largest park in SF. It's time. 

Thank you for reading this .. 
M Walker 
94134 
Save Mclaren Park and Mclaren Park Collaborative 

Tracks left from illegal motorcycle riding. These scarring of the paths leads to destructive erosion. Not 
to mention the fear of being run over by them as they come around blind curves and hills. . 
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One of several abandoned holes, some two feet deep, left behind when a nearly completed plumbing 
pro·ect came to a halt, unfinished. 

A typical trash site, dumped daily on Mansell St and other locations. The bags get torn open by 
animals and loose trash spreads to hillsides and meadows. Regular daily or weekly pick ups of these 
dump sites is not happening. 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi Derek, 

Denis Mosgofian <denismosgofian@gmail.com> 
Wednesday, Decernber09, 2015 3:35 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Johnston, Conor (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Eric Mar; Pagoulatos, Nickolas (BOS); Aaron 
Peskin 
proposed changes to Charter Am 
Proposed Changes to FarreH's Ch. AM.docx 

Kindly pass these proposed changes attached to Farrell's Charter Amendment to the Rules Committee members. 

Thank you, 

Denis Mosgofian 
PROSACDS 

Dec. 9, 2015 

To Supervisor Avalos, Supervisor Tang and Supervisor Cohen 

Please consider the following proposed amendments to the Second Draft of Supervisor Farrell's proposed 
Charter Amendment for the June 2016 ballot. 

p. 2, line 22 At the end of the sentence, " ... overthe prior year." ADD the follo>v.ing language. 

"Portions of the set-aside monies, including increases, collected annually under the Park, Recreation and 
Open Space Fund shall be expended for the following functions: 

1. Property Acquisition 20% 

2. Facilities and park renovation 10% 

3. Routine and deferred Maintenance of facilities and parks 30% 

p. 3 lines 16 - 23 Why is this section added? If other department services are required by RPD 
why place this limitation in the Charter? Delete the section. 

p. 4 lines 5 - 16 RETAIN these sentences must be retained, and not deleted. 

p. 7 line 17, ADD to© prioritization of"highly underserved areas, as well as" highly utilized assets; 

p. 9 line 18, CHANGE "at least five hearings in location distributed geographically throughout the 
City ... " to, "at least one well-publicized public hearing in each snpervisorial district. .. " 
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p. 11 line 16 ADD (k) Unspent funds. All unspent funds in the Park, Recreation and Open 
space Fund on .Tune 30 each fiscal year shall continue to be held by the Department for deferred 
maintenance of parks and facilities, and for increasing tree care. 

Thank you, 

Denis Mosgofian 

PROSAC D5 representative 
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Dec. 9, 2015 

To Supervisor Avalos, Supervisor Tang and Supervisor Cohen 

Please consider the following proposed amendments to the Second Draft of 
Supervisor Farrell's proposed Charter Amendment for the June 2016 ballot. 

p. 2, line 22 At the end of the sentence, " ... over the prior year." ADD the following 
language. 

"Portions of the set-aside monies, including increases, collected annually 
under the Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund shall be expended for the 
following functions: 

1. Property Acquisition 20% 
2. Facilities and park renovation 10% 
3. Routine and deferred Maintenance of facilities and parks 30% 

p. 3 lines 16 - 23 Why is this section added? If other department services are 
required by RPD why place this limitation in the Charter? Delete the section. 

p. 4 lines 5 -16 RETAIN these sentences must be retained, and not deleted. 

p. 7 line 17, ADD to © prioritization of "highly underserved areas, as well as" 
highly utilized assets; 

p. 9 line 18, CHANGE "at least five hearings in location distributed geographically 
throughout the City ... " to/'at least one well-publicized public hearing in each 
supervisorial district ... " 

p. 11 line 16 ADD (k) Unspent funds. All unspent funds in the Park, 
Recreation and Open space Fund on June 30 each fiscal year shaU continue to 
be held by the Department for deferred maintenance of parks and facilities, 
and for increasing tree care. · · 

Thank you, 

Denis Mosgofian 

PROSAC D5 representative 



Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ren Volpe <renvolpe@yahoo.com> 
Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:53 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Maintenance in Mclaren Park 

I am an Excelsior resident and daily user of Mclaren Park. I was appalled, but 
unfortunately not surprised, to see the low scores that Mclaren received in the 
recent Park Maintenance Standards report. 

Our park needs more gardeners, more dedicated garbage cans (animal proof!), more 
frequent trash pick- ups, maintenance of old trees and fallen limbs, and trail upkeep. 

Why is· RPD spending money to hire more Park Patrol when basic maintenance is not 
being addressed? 

Why is so much money being spent to research the cutting down of healthy trees 
(Natural Areas Program) and hang up signs announcing prohibitions to park users when 
RPD cannot even. find the funds to hire a reasonable number of gardeners for such a 
large park? 

Why are there no stop signs, speed bumps, bike lanes or crosswalks on the Shelley 
Drive loop? Broken glass in the parking lots, overflowing garbage cans, broken and 
dangerous asphalt paths, porta potties instead of real toilets, and erosion due to trails 
not being maintained? 

I love Mclaren Park and so do many local residents. We are tired of being ignored and 
underfunded. 
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Evans1 Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Aaron Goodman <amgodman@yahoo.com> · 
Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:35 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Mclaren park 

Writing in support of the Mclaren park collaborative and the issue that park funding be equitable in all districts including 
d11 d7 and dlO 

Expenditures and funding must be transparent and info on equitable expenditure accounted for in maintenance and 
built projects for the communities use 

Thank you 
Aaron Goodman D11 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

TRILCE & CHARLES <helpmlpark@gmail.com> 
Wednesday, December09, 201510:08 AM 
Evans, Derek 

Subject: Maintenance of Mclaren Park 

Dear Mr. Evans, 

I am writing you today in hopes I can convince you to take meaningful and possibly even controversial 
measures changing the way SF Rec and Park deals with McLaren Park. As you are aware McLaren Park has 
finally, after many decades of neglect and oversight, been the recipient of several large capitol improvement 
measures. These measures through long and hard battles involving several volunteer groups will finally get 
McLaren its fair share of money for improvement of its streets, paths, fields, playgrounds, among many others 
significant resources there. However with no increase in its maintenance budget and currently a 
significantly substandard maintenance crew, we will risk a quick demise to all we have worked so hard for. 

The park has currently five very senior gardeners, completely inadequate for its needs. The gardener 
apprenticeship program located at the Gleneagles golf course is restricted to only working the golf course 
itself. This is, without a doubt, a huge waste of manpower and expertise that can be used by within the park to 
train, maintain and improve the entire park! The gardeners apprentices work under the direct command of Phil 
Ginsburg. Hopefully Phil can see the opportunity to share this incredible resource with the entire park and city 
as he does in Golden Gate Park. · 

Lastly, its time that junior gardeners under energetic supervisors are allowed to work the parks that are normally 
unavailable but to senior gardeners looking at the end of their careers. Under the current standard the parks 
with senior gardeners never receive the equal amount of care and attention due to the physical nature of the job 
itself As in all jobs that require more physical strength there should always a mix of young and 
old laborers which creates an atmosphere of learning and guidance but also gets the job done expediently and 
efficiently. McLaren has not been afforded this opportunity in its gardening staff in several decades. A bonus to 
implementing this standard would increase transparency and accountability going forward saving the city 
money and making the park more enjoyable for all its visitors. 

I sincerely appreciate your time in reading my letter and hope the necessary changes required will bring equity 
in maintenance to all the parks in the SF park system. 

Happy holidays to you and yours Derek, 

Charles Farrugia 

Help McLaren Park 
Facebook - Help McLaren Park 
https://www.facebook.com/J ohnMcLarenPark 
www.helpmlpark.weebly.com 

Member of the SF Parks Alliance 
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To: San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
San Francisco Recreation and Park Commission November 2, 2015 

Subject: The San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department is actively implementing 
elements of its Significant Natural Resource Areas Management Plan in violation of 
Board of Supervisors Resolution 653-02. Further, those activities are in violation of 
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code for SF Planning case number 
2005-0912E. 

Around the year 2000, SFRPD's Natural Areas Program began to draft its long term 
management plan (now known as the SN RAMP). The prospect of SN RAMP implementation 
created a contentious public debate. The Natural Areas Program (NAP) stated objective is to 
protect remnant native plant and animal populations, expand them where they exist and 
reintroduce them in areas where they once existed. This is to take place in undeveloped areas 
of our parks. Public resistance to the plan stems from NAP's intention to remove a large 
number of trees to re-create scrub/ grasslands, the ongoing use of pesticides to kill non-native 
plants, restrictions on access that would take parkland out of recreational use, the initial costs 
to remove the trees and existing ground cover and the perpetual costs of preventing the non
native plants from returning. 

The SN RAMP debate was. important enough to be taken on by the Board of Supervisors. In BOS 

Resolution 653-02 dated 9/24/2002, page 4 lines 3 to 11, the board ordered that: 

FURTHER RESOLVED1 That until the Natural Areas Management Plan is completed and 
approved by the Board of Supervisors1 the Natural Areas Program may continue to preserve 
and maintain genuine remnants of San Francisco's native flora and fauna so long as those 
activities do not include: 

Removal of healthy trees that pose no safety hazards 
Trail closures1 or restrictions on access and recreation 
Trapping and removal of wild or feral animals currently inhabiting parks and lakes 
Expansion of activities into areas that no longer support predominantly native flora and 
fauna 

The resolution also established a Natural Areas Program Citizen~ Advisory Committee, NAPCAC, 
to negotiate the SN RAMP issues. The committee was authorized for one year. It was not able 
to resolve the issues. 

The "Final Draft" of the SNRAMP was completed in 2006. Because of the environmental 
impacts of the proposed management activities, an Environmental Impact Report was 
required. The draft of that document was released for public comment in 2011. The final 
version is still in process and may be released this year to the SF Planning Commission for 
review and certification. Presumably, SFRPD would then modify the SN RAMP in response to 
the EIR and present the final SN RAMP to the BOS for approval and ultimate release. 
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Despite the fact the EIR is not complete and the SN RAMP has not been approved by the BOS, 
SFRPD has enabled its Natural Areas Program to go forward with the prohibited activities. The 
NAP has been closing trails, erecting fences and posting signs to restrict public access and limit 
recreation, expanding activities into areas that no longer support predominantly native flora 
and fauna and cutting healthy trees. A sample list of violations of the BOS resolution is 
presented at the end of this document. The point is not whether a particular prohibited action 
is good or bad. What is important is that all of these actions flout the Supervisor's resolution. 
What other project would the City allow to move forward before its EIR is even certified? 

Of particular concern are new restrictions on public access and recreation imposed by the NAP. 
In February of this year RPD installed new "Park Hours" signs in all parks. The signs for NAP 
open spaces contain language that does not appear on the other RPD signs, "Stay on 
Designated Trails. No Bicycles". The first part is an admonishment intended to "channelize" 
park users, keep them from exploring off trail and deter them from using the social trail 
networks. The second part curtails recreation and denies access by an entire user group, 
cyclists, to large areas of our parks. Not only does the NAP prohibit cycling on their parklands, 
but they even prohibit bringing bicycles into those areas. That makes it impractical to cycle to 
parks with large areas controlled by the NAP like Mclaren, Mt. Davidson, Glen Canyon and 
Bayvi

1
ew Hill. 

I hope the San Francisco Board of Supervisors and the Recreation and Park Commission will 
take up this issue and require the RPD Natural Areas Program obey the rules that insure 
transparency and good governance for the people of San Francisco. The intentions of BOS 653-
02 should be enforced until the EIR has been certified and the SN RAMP approved by the Board 
of Supervisors. In the meantime, SFRPD should host public meetings to identify specific 
violations and determine which should be cured immediately. As one of the most onerous and 
easiest to remedy, the "Stay on designated trails. No Bicycles." should be at the top of the list. 
As required by the resolution, healthy tree cutting, additional trail closures, new fence 
installation and creation of new native plant areas must be halted until the SN RAMP is 
approved by the Board. 

After all the effort it took to hammer out the process for SN RAMP approval, the RPD Natural 
Areas Program should not be allowed to continue their end run around our system of 
governance. We all need to play by the rules. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Borden 
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SFRPD Natural Areas Program violations of BOS 653-02 and SF Admin. Code chapter 31 

Citywide 
• Signs have been placed in almost all parkland managed by the NAP that say, "Stay on 
Designated Trails. No Bicycles." 

Glen Canyon Park 
• Significant Natural Resource Area signs just above recreation center read, "Stay on trails." 
• Trail closures including the Miraloma trail from Silver Tree to O'Shaughnessy, which cuts off 
access for the western neighborhoods. 
• Extensive fencing intended to discourage public access at many locations in the park. 
• Fenced native plant garden added in SN RAMP zone MA-3b that did not support 
predominantly native flora. The SN RAMP criteria for MA-3 areas includes the "absence (current 
or historic) of sensitive plants" 

Mt. Davidson 
• As part of the Mt. Davidson Seismic Tank upgrade by the SFPUC in 2008, the NAP required 
that the water pipeline from the Stanford Heights Reservoir to the tank on Mt. Davidson be 
relocated from its existing location among shrubs and grass to the forested area. This required 
clear cutting a swath of healthy trees up the face of the mountain. 
• In about January 2014 the trail below the lower saddle viewing area on the east side of the 
park was blocked off with felled trees and limbs. More trees and limbs have been added since. 

• In October 2015 the trail that runs north from the cross down to the open plateau and 
rocky knoll was blocked off with felled trees and limbs. 

Mclaren Park 
• Multiple trails have been closed in the area south of Mansell and west of Visitacion. 
• Fencing was installed at the Visitacion overlook parking area to discourage people from 
walking out onto the knoll above Visitacion Valley. 

• The trail that runs along twin water tanks fence line was closed. 
• Native plantings were extended into areas that did not support predominantly native flora 
and fauna under the Mclaren Park Connector Trail Project. Fenced gardens were established at 
the Persia, Campbell and Visitacion entrances. The Persia and Campbell sites are classed MA-3, 
"absence (current or historic) of sensitive plants". The project plan for the Persia site indicates 
a large healthy tree at the south end of the project site is to remain. That tree has disappeared. 
The fencing for the Campbell site blocked the trail running north from the sidewalk 
intersection. That was subsequently removed by the public. The Visitacion site is classed MA-2, 
still not an area that "supports predominantly native flora". The project plan for the Visitacion 
site indicates 2 healthy trees at the SW corner of the project. One of them is missing. Ironically, 
a successful grant application for the project tells the funder that children need better access to 
the park so they can dig holes, climb trees and explore. The new RPD Park Hours signs say, no 
tree climbing, no digging and stay on designated trails. See the grant application at: 
https:Usunshinesharing.wordpress.com/category/sfrpd-mclaren/ 

. Click on the first link, lWCF Grant Narrative. 
• Based on numbered stumps, one hundred trees were cut in the summer of 2014 in 
conjunction with the Visitacion trail restoration project. The 2012 HortScience Mclaren Park 
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Tree Risk Assessment report only identified 26 trees in the project area that should be 
removed. 

Pine Lake 
• Many trees have been cut. Were they all unsafe or unhealthy? 
• Fencing has been erected to limit public access. 

Twin Peaks 
• The NAP has active plans to close trails on Twin Peaks under the Figure 8 project. These trail 
closures, in conjunction with the "stay on oesignated trails" signage, will effectively close the 
two southern lobes of Twin Peaks to the public. 
See: http://sfrecpark.org/wp-content/uploads/TwinPeaksMeeting2 11.02.11.pdf 
Trail closures are faintly marked on pages 33 and 34. 

India Basin Shoreline Park 
• The coastline of the SE parcel of the park at the foot of Arelious Walker Street has been 
made off limits to the public. Permanent fences were erected and signs posted that say 
"Wildlife Area No Access." 

Bernal Hill 
• The trail on the NE end of the park just east of Folsom St has been blocked. It is the easiest, 
most sustainable route up onto the hill along the entire north face. 
• The NAP has active plans to close trails on under the Bernal Heights Park Trails 
Improvement Project. 
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FILE NO. 021260 

Amendment of the Whole in Committee 9/18/02 
Amendment of the Whole i~ Board 9/23/02 · 

RESOLUTION NO. (o53 • 0 :2 

1 [Citizens Advisory Committee for Natural Areas Program.] 

2 

3 Resolution establishing a Board of Supervisors Citizens Advisory Committee of twelve 

4 members for the Recreation and Park Natural Areas Program; establishing a sunset 

5 date of December 1, 2003. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors recognizes the need and the responsibility for 

public input and public discussion regarding the use of City resources; and 

WHEREAS, The City's parkland and open space are among the most precious and 

most valued of City resources, intended for the use of all San Franciscans and not to be 

alienated or divested from them, or to be changed in use or access without full public 

disclosure, comment, and process; and 

WHEREAS, The Recreation and Park Department has not fulfilled its responsibilities to 

ensure public and open process with regard to the Natural Areas Program, as was required in 

the Recreation and Park Department's own documentation in both 1995 and 1997; and 

WHEREAS, Legitimate concerns regarding access to and use of open space were 

raised at the Board of Supervisors Neighborhood Services and Recreation Committee 

Hearing on the Natural Areas Program, held July 11, 2002; and 

WHEREAS, The activities of the Recreation and Park Department Natural Areas 

Program have exceeded the permitted mandate even of the Recreation and Park Department 

itself, and have ignored both public process and public policy with,· for example, the cutting I 
down of mature and healthy trees in San Francisco City parks and open spaces without notice 

to citizens, proper process, or opportunity for response; and . I 
WHEREAS, The Natural Areas Program is being expanded to include more staff and I 

more activities through Open Space funding paid for by the people of the City and County of 
1 

LelandY. Yee,Ph.D. , Matt Gonzalez 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

San Francisco; and 

WHEREAS, The concept and extent of Natural Areas are being expanded in I 

Recreation and Park documentation, definitions and actions to ·include corridors, buffer zones, 

"naturalistic" areas, and areas which have the potential to be restored or to provide habitat; 

and 

WHEREAS, At the August 6, 2002 meeting of the Rules and Audits Committee, strong 

public support was shown for the crea_tion of a Board of Supervisors Work Group that would 

include groups excluded from the Recreation and Park Department's Green Ribbon Panel; 

and 

WHEREAS, The Rules and Audits Committee has sought a compromise solution that 

would result in a single, balanced committee under the Board with greater scope and duration 

than the Work Group or the Green Ribbon Panel; and 

WHEREAS, The Recreation and Park Department expressed its willingness to disband 

the Green Ribbon Panel and to have a Board Advisory Committee to oversee the Natural 

Areas Program and planning process; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors establish forthwith a Natural Areas Program 

Citizens Advisory Committee (NAPCAC) to report and make recommendations directly to the 

Board of Supervisors; and, be it 

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the General Manager of the Recreation and Park 

Department has agreed to disband the Green Ribbon Panel and have its duties assumed by 

NAPCAC within its broader mandate; and, be it 

22 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Department shall assist 

23 NAPCAC with input from its staff as required by the Committee, including giving notice of 

24 meetings, providing meeting space, and publishing minutes; and, be it 

25 FURTHER Rl;SOLVED, That the Recreation and Park Department shall assist 

Leland Y. Yee, Ph.D. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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NAPCAC by providing to each member a copy of the "Significant Natural Resource Areas 

2 Management Plan," prepared by EIP Associates; and, be it 

3 FURTHER RESOLVED, That NAPCAC shall have 12 members, 10 to be appointed by 

4 the Board of Supervisors. Each member shall represent at least one of the community 

5 interest categories listed below. 

6 Community Interest Categories: 

7 1. Four persons shall be appointed who are knowledgeable in issues related to natural 

8 areas, including 

9 Environmental interest advocacy; 

10 Academic ecology; 

11 Open space restoration; 

12 Water and soil erosion. 

13 2. Four persons shall be appointed who are interested in access to and use of public 

14 parks and open space, including: 

15 Recreational uses; 

16 Persons interested in trees and plants in public parks and open space; 

17 Youth activities; 

18 Representation of neighborhoods that contain public parks and open space. 

19 3. Four persons shall be appointed at large. The Board of Supervisors shall appoint 

20 two of these persons, and two shall be appointed by the General Manager of the 

21 Recreation and Park Department. 

22 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the NAPCAC shall be subject to the Sunshine 

23 Ordinance; and, be it 

24 FURTHER RESOLVED, That NAPCAC shall be an Advisory Committee to the Board 

25 of Supervisors; and, be it 

Leland Y. Yee, Ph.D. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page3 
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1 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the NAPCAC is given the responsibility and duty to 

2 develop a management plan for natural areas in the City; and, be it 

3 FURTHER RESOLVED, That until the Natural Areas Management Plan is completed 

4 and approved by the Board of Supervisors, the Natural Areas Program may continue to 

5 preserve and maintain genuine remnants of San Francisco's native flora and fauna so long as 

6 those activities do not include: 

7 Removal of healthy trees that pose no safety hazards 

8 Trail closures, or restrictions on access and recreation 

9 Trapping and removal of wild or feral animals currently inhabiting parks and lakes 

10 Expansion of activities into areas that no longersupport predominantly native flora and 

11 fauna; and, be it 

12 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the NAPCAC shall report to the Board of Supervisors by 

13 November 1, 2003, a summary of its work, and any recommendations it may have for further 

14 legislative initiatives on the part of the City; and, be it 

15 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the NAPCAC shall terminate and cease functioning, 

16 unless otherwise extended by the Board of Supervisors, on December 1, 2003. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Leland Y. Yee, Ph.D. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page4 
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File Number: 021260 

City and County of San Francisco 

Tails 

Resolution 

Date Passed: 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Resolution establishing a Board of Supervisors Citizens Advisory for the Recreation and Parks Natural 
Areas Program. 

August 19, 2002 Board of Supervisors - CONTINUED 

Ayes: 10 - Ammiano, Daly, Gonzalez, Hall, Leno, Maxwell, McGoldrick, Peskin, 
Sandoval, Yee 
Absent: 1 - Newsom 

August 26, 2002 Board of Supervisors - RE-REFERRED WITH PENDING AMENDMENT 

Ayes: 6 - Ammiano, Daly, Leno, Maxwell, McGoldrick, Peskin 
Noes: 5 - Gonzalez, Hall, Newsom, Sandoval, Yee 

September 23, 2002 Board of Supervisors -AMENDED, AN AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE 
BE.A.RING NEW TITT....E 

Ayes: 11 -Ammiano, Daly, Gonzalez, Hall, Leno, Maxwell, McGoldrick, 
Newsom, Peskin, Sandoval, Yee 

September 23, 2002 Board of Supervisors - ADOPTED AS AMENDED 

City a11d County of San Francisco 

Ayes: 11-Ammiano, Daly, Gonzalez, Hall, Leno, Maxwell, McGoldrick, 
Newsom, Peskin, Sandoval, Yee 

1 Printed at 2:10 PM 011 9124102 
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File No. 021260 

Date Approved 

File No. 021260 

City al!d Cormty of San Frallcisco 

Tails Report 

2 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution 
was ADOPTED AS AMENDED on 
September 23, 2002 by the Board of 
Supervisors of the City and County of San 
Francisco. 

__ /...,..~ 
(;lerk of the Board · 

i 

Prillted at 2:10 PM 011 9124102 



In 2002 the people of San Francisco expressed their wishes through this body in 
the form of resolution 653-02. In that, they prohibited RPO from implementing its 
natural areas management plan un~i.1 thcit. p!~:m was approy~d by the Board of 
Supervisors. RPO has blatantly violated the resolution, engaging in a variety of 
activities that were explicitly forbidden. 

This demonstrates two things, 
RPO's lack of regard for the public interest 
and 
the Board of Supervisors' lack of control over RPO. 

This board needs to stay in the loop so this new funding is spent the way the 
public intends. 

The issue of fairness in park funding is important. This is not just a matter of how 
much money is spent on a park, but what it is spent on. Given that one of the 
main objectives of RPO's Natural Areas Program is to reduce public access to 
parklands to benefit its native plant restoration program, more spending in a park 
might not provide the improved facilities and maintenance the public expects. 
Rather, they may receive more fences, access closures and pesticides. Without 
oversight, this outcome is likely in our south east parks. 

Tom Borden 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

".January 22, 2016 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!fTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 150940 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced, and the Rules Committee 
amended on Jannuary 21, 2016, the following proposed Charter Amendment for the 
June 7, 2016, Election: 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Fourth Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County. 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, extend the ·annual set-aside and the 
baseline appropriation for 15 years to FY2045-2046, and modify the Recreation 
and Park Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis and Board 
of Supervisors review, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: . Derek Evans, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

Attachment 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planner 

Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15378 and 15060 (c) (2) because it does 
not result in a physical change in the 
environment. 

Joy 
Navarrete 
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ON: m=Joy Navarrete. o=Plannlng, 
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City Hall 

BOARDofSUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDtrTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Nicole Elliott, Mayor's Office 
Jon Givner, Office of the City Attorney 
Naomi Kelly, City Administrator 
Jesse Mainardi, Acting Executive Director, Ethics Commission 
John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Harvey Rose, Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 
Margaret McArthur, Secretary, Recreation and Park Commission 
Olive Gong, Park, Recreation and Open Space Advisory Committee 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: January 22, 2016 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENT INTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors' Rules Committee has received the following Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015, and amended by the Rules Committee on January 14, 2016. This 
matter is being referred to you in accordance with Rules of Order 2.22.4. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Fourth Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, extend the annual set-aside and the 
baseline appropriation for 15 years to FY2045-2046, and modify the Recreation 
and Park Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis and Board 
of Supervisors review, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and submit any reports or comments you wish to be included with the 
legislative file. 
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Referral Memorandum: File No. 150940 
January 22, 2016 Page2 

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-7702 or email: 
derek.evans@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 

c: A11Marie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Debra Newman, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Severin Campbell, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Gabriela Loeza, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department 

( 

800 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ben Rosenfield, City Controller 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: January 22, 2016 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENT INTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board· of Supervisors Rules Committee has received the following Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015, and amended by the Rules Committee on January 21, 2016. This 
matter is being referred to you in accordance with Elections Code, Section 305(B)(2), 
and Rules of Order 2.22.3. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Fourth Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, extend the annual set-aside and the 
baseline appropriation for 15 years to FY2045-2046, and modify the Recreation 
and Park Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis and Board 
of Supervisors review, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and prepare a financial analysis of the proposed measure prior to the first 
Rules Committee hearing. 

If you have any questions or concerns please call me at (415) 554-7702 or email: 
derek.evans@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 
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BOARDofSUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

January 22, 2016 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 150940 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced, and the Rules Committee 
amended on Jannuary 21, 2016, the following proposed Charter Amendment for the 
June 7, 2016, Election: 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
·Fund 

Charter Amendment (Fourth Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based ori City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, extend the annual set-aside and the 
baseline appropriation for 15 years to FY2045-2046, and modify the Recreation 
and Park Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis and Board 
of Supervisors review» at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Attachment 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: Derek Evans, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planner 
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BOARDofSUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ben Rosenfield, City Controller 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: January 15, 2016 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENT INTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors Rules Committee has received the following Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015, and amended by the Rules Committee on January 14, 2016. This 
matter is being referred to you in accordance with Elections Code, Section 305(8)(2), 
and Rules of Order 2.22.3. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Third Draft) to amend the Charter of the CitY and County of 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis, at an election to be 
held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and prepare a financial analysis of the proposed measure prior to the first 
Rules Committee hearing. 

If you have any questions or concerns please call me at (415) 554-7702 or email: 
derek.evans@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

January 15, 2016 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!TTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 150940 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced, and the Rules Committee 
amended on November 12, 2015, the following proposed Charter Amendment for the 
June 7, 2016, Election: 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Third Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County of 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation· purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis, at an election to be 
held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Attachment 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: Derek Evans, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planner 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Nicole Elliott, Mayor's Office 
Jon Givner, Office of the City Attorney 
Naomi Kelly, City Administrator 
Jesse Mainardi, Acting Executive Director, Ethics Commission 
John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Harvey Rose, Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 
Margaret McArthur, Secretary, Recreation and Park Commission 
Olive Gong, Park, Recreation and Open Space Advisory Committee 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DA TE: January 15, 2016 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENT INTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors' Rules Committee has received the following Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015, and amended by the Rules Committee on January 14, 2016. This 
matter is being referred to you in accordance with Rules of Order 2.22.4. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Third Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County of 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations to include equity analysis, at an election to be 
held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and submit any reports or comments you wish to be included with the 
legislative file. 
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Referral Memorandum: File No. 150940 
January 20, 2016 Page2 

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-7702 or email: 
derek.evans@sfqov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 

c: AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Debra Newman, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Severin Campbell, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Gabriela Loeza, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

DENNIS J. HERRERA 

City Attorney 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Derek Evans 
Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors · 

FROM: Thomas J. Owen 
Deputy City Attorney 

DATE: November 12, 2015 

RE: Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 

THOMAS J. OWEN 
Deputy City Attorney 

Direct Dial: (415) 554-4679 
Email: thomas.owen@sfgov.org 

Charter Amendment, Second Draft, with committee changes, dated 11/12/2015 
(Board File No. 150940; Our File No. 1500695) 

Enclosed are the signed original and two copies of the Second Draft of the Charter 
Amendment, including the changes made in committee, dated 11/12/2015, as well as a legislative 
digest. I will also send you electronic copies separately. 

Encl. 

cc (by e-mail): Margaux Kelly 
JonGivner 
Paul Zarefsky 

· Melissa Millsaps 
Drew Murrell 
Katie Petrucione 

n:\legana\as2015\1500695\01061413.docx 

CITY HALL, ROOM 234, 1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLEIT PLACE • SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4682 
RECEPTION: {415)554-4700 ·FACSIMILE: (415)554-4699 
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OFFICEOFTBE CONTROLLER 

Nov.:eniber 16, 2015 

'Ms.,Angela Calv.ilia . 
Cl~tk of the Board ofSupervisort; 
1 Dr. Carltoii.B. Goodlett Place Ro.om 244 
SlUiJ;4j:anciscci, CA '941024(589 

EE': File 150940- Cba;rter ame;ndqien,t regardlng Recrefl.!:ion ari.d Park Funding 

Dear Ms, Calvillo, 

Ben.Rose:nfield 
Conti-oiler 

Moniqu~ Znmda. 
Deputy Controller 

Should the proposed charter: amen:dmerit be approv.ed by the voters, ill.fay opinion:, it would have a 
signllicant impacto:f!.. the cost ofg;ovemmen:t,. · 

J'he. proposed amendment wou1d change the curr{(i:lt Parks, Recreation and Open Sp1:J.ce Fund 
requirements in the: Charter by creating a new baseUne :niamtenance of effort :funding requirement 
that woUid grow over time. Overall, the' City's general fund contribution to parks; recreation and 
ope.Ji space would grow by :appro:Xim:ately $49 ;rpillfon over the 1$' year period :fromFY.2016-2017 
through the end ofFY203.0-2-03l. 

The current set-asid~ ofpr.operty taxes for patks; recreation and open space: is two and one-,half 
cents per hundred dollars of assessed :property value, equal tci $4 7 .nrillfon .as of FY 2015-16~ The 
amendment would not change the cµttent set-aside. 

The new baseline maintenance of effort requin,men:t would be established based 'Pn the amount ·Of 
general fund support currently ~j:Jptop:i;iated for Recreation and Parks,; approximately '$64 million 
in the FY2015-16 budget. The baseill;ie would be increased by $3. million each year for the ten 
year peri0d :(1:01;n FY20t 6'-17 to FYZ025"26. ·$ubsequentiythe baseline wouid be increased .at the 
same rate. of growtb_.a:$·the Qity's.dl,s~retiowµyrevenuel>,, e$mated·to be a:buuf 3.7% ·annually:; for 
th¢., five year peti:od from FY.2026-2:Tto FY20;30-203 l. By the end of FY2030-203 l, the b.aseline 
amount is estimated to gi;ow to $113 inilliorL 

General fund revenue is currently av11ila'Ple for aiir public purpose ~d a~ these :funds are .shlfted to 
parks,, recreation and open space,. other City spending would have to PY reduced or new ;revenues 
identified.to maintain ci:irren:t service levels. The Charter amendment allows the Cityto temporarily 
.suspend grow.th in the: paseJi,n:e funding m years when, :a. City budget deficit of $200 million or 
gr.eater is forecast. · 

The amendment specifies tl:11;1f Recreation .and P.atk may not increase· its- workorder budgets with 
other City departments unless those deparl;ments provided semces to Recreation and Pfil.k in 
FY-2015-16 or for new req11estedservic~s going: forward. 

415-554-7500 City Hail.~ f. J)r. Carlton '13·. Goodlett Place •.Room.i316.• San Fl'andsco CA.9.41024694 FAX.415-554-7466 
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The l;lmendmem requites Rec;re~tiQ.n. and Park fo develop ~ strategic plan fqr ef!.ch five yeru; period 
and a:n operational plan for: each ;annual or biennial budget cycle.. These plans would set goals and 
lii¢a&wes and guide expenditute.s froi:nthe Parks, Recreation: and Op.en Space' Fund, and the plans 
must he approved .by the Recreatkm and Park Commission, Mayer and Board of Supervisors. A 
performance· audit of the Depa:t;l:ment':S compli~ce with the:.goals and measures in tliese plans is 
required from the Co:n't:J;olle.i's Cify. Services .Audltor in th~ fourth year oftht?. strategic· plan cycle. 

The prnposed measure" would set aside funds for: recreation and parks that would otherwise be 
available for any public purpose. The ~endment does not identify new revenue sources for this 
set-aside and other. City spending·wou1cffherefore b,ave to he reduced ot new· soun;ies of :fonding 
id~mtified to maintain c1l.Il;ent :service· lev¢ls, This. ptc;>posed Chaiier amendment is not in 
compliance with a. noil:-bindirig, voter-qdopted city policy: which states that any new. .set-a:side 
shall identify adequate· new revenue sources, to cov.er its c:;ost and.shall .expire after ten years·; 

B«mRose 
ControUer 

N9te: 'thi.S a,naiysfa:reflei,:ts purunderstanding·oftheproposalas of 
the•date·shown·. At times .further in:funnation is provided to us which 
maywstilt.in revisions being mad!;l. to this analysis before the.final 
Controller's ·m:ateinent:appears m"the·Veter Information.P.ampblet 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi, Derek, 

Carpenter, Adele 
Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:11 PM 
Evans, Derek 
Guzman, Monica (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
YC Referral Responses to 150940, 150944, 151109 
1516-RBM-08.pdf; 1516-RBM-09.pdf; 1516-RBM-10.pdf 

Happy Tuesday. Atta<;:hed, p)ease find three YC responses to three pieces of legislation under consideration by the BOS 
Rules committee {1S0940, 150944, 151109): the Parks Charter Amendment, Sexual Assault Task Force Ordinance, and 
the Filipino Heritage District Resolution. Please let me know if you have any questions or I can provide any further 
documentation. 

Best, 

Adele Failes-Carpenter 
Director 
San Francisco Youth Commission 
Office: {415) 554-7112 I Fax: {415) 554-6140 

Visit the official Youth Commission site and YC facebook page. 
Sign up for our newsletter. 

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Satisfaction form. 

1 
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1516-RBM-08 

(415) 554-6446 Youth Commission 
City Hall ~ Room 345 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4532 

(415) 554-6140 FAX 
www.sfgov.org/youth_conunission 

TO: 
FROM: 

, DATE: 
RE: 

YOlITH COMMISSION 

.MEMORANDUM 

Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Youth Commission 
Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Referral response to BOS Files No. 150940 

At our Monday, November 16, 2015 meeting, the Youth Commission voted to support the 
following motion: 

To support BOS File No. 150940-Charter Amendment (Second Draft) to amend the Charter of 
the City and County of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City.spending for park and recreation purposes in 
FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park Department's planning obligations, at an 
election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

*** 
During discussion on this item, youth commissioners submitted the following comments 
regarding this legislation: 

Creating a parks and open space equity analysis was among youth commissioners 2014-15 
priorities. Youth commissioners are strongly supportive of bringing an equity lens to funding for 
parks. Youth commissioners are hopeful increasing the size and stability of funds for the 
Recreation and Park department will reduce the department's revenue-generating demands that 
have led to reservation policies that reduce youth access to popular facilities. Youth 
commissioners recommended that safety considerations be included in the foregoing 
considerations about priorities for the fund, noting that safety concerns reduce young people's 
access to parks, and specifically citing concerns following the shooting death of a Balboa 
student in the Excelsior's Mclaren park earlier this year, as well as safety concerns in District 
10 parks in general. 

Youth Commissioners thank the Board of Supervisors for their attention to issue. If you have 
any questions, please contact our office at (415) 554-6446, or your Youth Commissioner. 

~~ 
Chair, Luis Avalos-Nunez 
Adopted on November 16, 2015 
2015-2016 San Francisco Youth Commission 
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TO: 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!fTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

Adele Failes-Carpenter, Director, Youth Commission 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 

DATE: November 13, 2015 

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

The Board of Supervisors has received the following legislation, which at the request of 
the Youth Commission is being referred as per Charter Section 4.124 for comment and 
recommendation. The Commission may provide any response it deems appropriate 
within 12 days from the date of this referral. 

File No. 150940 

Charter Amendment (Second Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and 
County of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the 
Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park 
and recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and 
Park Department's planning obligations, at an election to be held on June 
7, 2016. 

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission's response to Derek Evans, Clerk, 
Rules Committee. 

*************************************************************************************************** 

RESPONSE .FROM YOUTH COMMISSION 

No Comment 

Recommendation Attached 

Youth Commission Referral 

Date:----------

Chairperson, Youth Commission 

1117/07 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francis~o, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!ITY No. 554-5227 

November 12, 2015 

File. No.150940 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced, and the Rules Committee 
amended on November 12, 2015, the following proposed Charter Amendment for the 
June 7, 2016, Election: 

·File No. 150940. Charter Amendment- Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Second Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations, atan election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Attachment 

·Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: Derek Evans, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planner 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
T~I. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!ITY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ben Rosenfield, City Controller 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: November 12, 2015 

SUBJECT: CHARTERAMENDMENTINTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors Rules Committee has -received the following Charter 
Aniendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015, and amended by the Rules Committee on November 12, 2015. 
This matter is being referred to you in accordance with Elections Code, Section 
305(B)(2), and Rules of Order 2.22.3. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment" Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (Second Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County 
of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and prepare a financial analysis of the proposed measure prior to the first 
Rules Committee hearing. 

If you have any questions or concerns please call me. at (415) 554-4447 or email: 
alisa.somera@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr; Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA94102. 
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Rie(.,'d( 1\A D;..(hikkL- .;1/12)1~ ft'k ~\Jo. /f)o~'-{o 
/\IV'lflvl.tr--l l'l.-\-S ~ Svprlff.J"" r 'fu..crd\ 

Page 1. Line 21 

(a) Establishment of Fund. There is hereby estabiished the Park, Recreation and Open 
Space Fund ("Fund") to be administered by the Recreation and Park Department ("Department")· 
as directed by the Recreation and Park Commission ("Commission"). Monies in the 
Fund therein shall be expended .or used solely by the Department, subject to the budgetary and 
fiscal provisions of the Charter, to provide enhanced park and recreational services and 
facilities. The Department embraces socio-economic and geographic equity as a guiding 
principle and commits to. expending the funds across its open space and recreational programs 
to provide park and recreational access to all o(San Francisco's diverse neighborhoods and 
communities. 
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Page 8. Lines 12 

The Operational Plan shall include an equitv analysis o(Recreation and Park 
Department prow-ams and resources. ·The analvsis shall compare existing and proposed 
programs and resources for low-income neighborhoods and disadvantaged communities ·with 
programs and resources available to the Citv as a whole. 

----St-£,-------------



File 150940 
Charter Amendment- Park; Recreation and Open Space Fund 
Amendment proposed by Supervisor Tang 

Page 6-7 - Capital Plim 

2. Capital ·Plan. The Department shall cooperate in the development of the City1s Capital 
Expenditure Plan under Administrative Code 3. 20, as amended, or any successor legislation. Before 
the Department submits its capital priorities for consideration as part of the Capital Expenditure 
Plan, the Department shall propose a plan, including development, renovation, replacement and 
maintenance of capital assets and acquisitions, to the Parks, Recreation. and Open Space Advisory . 
Committee discussed in subsection (i) for review and to the Commission for approval. The Capital 
Expenditure Plan shall include tlie deferred maintenance plan, which takes into consideration the 
f'ollowinf!: a) Physical condition o[Departmentassets; b) needs that, if continued to be left 
unaddressed, would result in additional costs and hazards in the ·future:· c) prioritization of highly 
utilized assets; d) citvwide communitv input; e) geographic equitv: and 0 socio-econdmic equitv. The 
. Capital Expenditure Plan shall also address irrigation, water conservation, and urban forestry, on 
park lands. · 
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SAN:FllANCISCO 

Parks 
Alliance 

OUR CITY, OUR PARKS. 

Dear Supervisor: 

1663 Mission St., Suite 320 
San Francisco, CA 94103-2486 
www.sfparksalliance.org 
(415)621-3260 voice 
(415)703-0889 fax 

November 2015 

San f=ranciscans love our beautiful parks. On public opinion surveys, residents consistently rank 
parks as a very important contributor to quality of life in the City. And yet, City funding for our 
parks has failed to keep pace with needs. City funding for the Recreation and Park Department 
has stagnated compared to the growth in the overall City budget -- in the period between 2001-
02 and 2015-16, the City's General Fund grew 43 percent, but general operating support for parks 
only grew 30 percent. And yet, a recent study of the economic benefits of the park system 
demonstrated that San Francisco's parks generate almost $1 billion in economic benefits annually. 

This stagnation has hurt the park department's ability to keep on top of routine maintenance-
fixing swings, re-roofing buildings, resurfacing paths and basketball courts--as well as caring for 
trees and other important assets of the park system. Analysis of the Recreation and Park 
Department budget has found that the vast majority of maintenance spending now goes toward 
emergency needs, not routine upkeep. Over the past few months the Parks Alliance has heard 
from hundreds of community members that better care of parks is a priority. In two separate 
polls, more than three-quarters of voters surveyed said they would support a ballot measure to 
stabilize and increase park fonding. 

Parks need a sustainable, stable source of revenue so that the City can offer every resident 
access to a clean, safe, fun and beautiful park and recreation system in San Francisco. That's why 
we are strongly supporting Supervisor Farrell's park funding charter amendment introduced 
September 22. This legislation will provide much needed fiscal stability for the Recreation and 
Park Department, and improve accountability by adding more rigorous reporting and planning 
requirements. 

We are grateful to Supervisor Farrell's co-sponsors (President Breed and Supervisors Cohen, 
Christensen, Har, Tang, Wiener and Yee) for signing on to the measure, and urge remaining 
Supervisors to support it as well. 

Sincerely, 

The San Francisco Parks Alliance 
The Recreation and Park Commission 
San Francisco Parks Alliance Park Policy Council 
!=riends of Ina Coolbrith Park 
Friends of West Portal Playground 
Friends of Geneva Office Building and Powerho~se 
f=riends of the Japanese· Tea Garden 
Friends of Alta Plaza Park 
Friends of Joe DiHaggio Playground 
Residents !=or Noe Valley Town Square 
Friends of Youngblood Coleman 
Golden Gate Angling & Casting Club 
San Francisco Lawn Bowling Club · 
!=riends of Grattan Playground 
Buena Vista Neighborhood Association 
Jacqui Bos 
Jen !=etner 
Amanda Hamilton 
Tom Kanaley 
John Ware 
Daniel Weaver 
Tim Wirth 
Lawrence Cuevas 
Danny Bicknell 

Andrew Dennis 
Lee ·Anne Weldon 
Bear Silber 
Aaron Pope 
Nan HcGuire 
Stephanie Linder 
Linda Litehiser 
Sheila Gropper-Nelson 
l;:dward Sullivan 
Janet Gamble 
Marjorie Stanton 
Kelly Nice 
Christine Raher 
Queen Vanessa Banks 
Chris Keene 
David Burke 
Lawrence Murphy 
Hatt O'Grady 
Kitty T eerling 
Daniel Gorelick 
Steven Walker 
Aaron Rezendez 
David Burke 

.. ---- -........ ______ ,, _____ ,, __________________ 8+8-----~---·--·--------· .. ------



TO; BOARD OF SUPERVISORS RULES COMMlTTEE 
Attention: Derek Evans 

For hearing November 12, 2015 

Re: 150940 
Draft language for charter amendment to address funding needs of the 
Recreation and Park Department 

Dear Committee members: 

There are many flaws in this legislation that must be worked out before 
this measure is ready for the voters. This measure should not be voted . 
out of Rules until a number of key provisions are examined more 
closely, for example, 

1. Despite its stated purpose, there is nothing in the legislation that 
actually allocates money for maintenance in the parks; 

2. the money designated for open space acquisition as voted by the 
electorate in 2000 should not be siphoned away from its intended 
purpose of acquiring new park land, as envisioned by the voters in 
creating the Open Space Fund. 

Please put this matter over until there has been thorough outreach to 
the cQmmunity. For example. our name is not on the list of community 
groups contsicted by Supervisor Farre}la,nd we have been speaking_fur 
park and recreation funding for more than forty years. 

Everyone uses parks. Everyone wants new funding to be applied to 
maintenance of parks, but not at the expense of the Open Space 
acquisition fund. 

~lkf 
Mary Anne Miller, 
President, SPEAK 
Sunset-Parkside Education and Action Committee 

Received Time Nov. 12. 2015 9:20AM No. 3424 
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Evans~ Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: · 

Derek Evans, 

Denis Mosgofian <denismosgofian@gmail.com> 
Thursday, November 12, 2015 1:24 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Linda D'Avirro 
amendments to item 3, Rules, 11-12-15 
OM Amendments-Chart Amd-11-12-15.docx 

This copy of Second draft of the proposed charter amendment contai~s proposed amendments highlighted in orange, 
and deletions highlighted in yellow. 

For the Committee members and the record. 

Thank you, 

Denis Mosgofian 
PROSAC DS representative 

1 
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FILE NO. 150940 (SECOND DRAFT) 

R-tJ J... vi'\ ewt"tlt LPtitii ~.Jjo.fi'w...l 
ll(ti-/15' 

1 [Charter Amendment-Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund] 

2 

3 

4 

From: Denis Mosgofian, PROSASC D5 representative 
(Orange) Additions including retaining existing language 

Describing and setting forth a proposal to the voters to amend the Charter of the _City and 

County of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and recreation purposes 

in fiscal year 2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park Department's planning 

obligations, at an election to be held on.June 7, 2016. 

Section 1. The Board of Supervisors hereby submits to the qualified voters of the City 
10 

and County, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016, a proposal to amend the Charter of the 
11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

City and County by revising Section 16.107, to read as follows: 

NOTE: _ Unchanged Charter text and uncodified text are in plain font. 
Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions are strik-0 through italics Times }lew Roman font. 
Asterisks(* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Charter 
subsections. 

SEC.16.107. PARK, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE FUND. . . . 

(a) Establishment of Fund. There is hereby established the Park, Recreation and Open 

Space Fund ("Fund") to be administered by the Recreation and Park Department (''Department") 

as directed by the Recreation and Park Commission ("Commission"). Monies in the Fund 

therein shall be expended or used solely by the Department, subject to the budgetary and fiscal 

provisions of the Charter, to provide enhifnced park and recreational services and facilities. 

(b) Annual''Set-aside. The City will continue to set aside from the annual tax levy, for a 
r~;t~~Jif~r~~4~~~~~:*1 

period of thirty years starting with the fiscal year ffi~2,2;~~gf, 2016-2017, an amount equivalent to 

an annual tax of two and one-half cents ($0.025) for each one hundred dollars~lOO} assessed 

valuation. Beginning in fiscal year 2016-2017, revenues -from the set-aside, together with 

Supervisor Farrell 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 interest. shall be deposited into the Park Recreation and Open Space Fund. Revenues obtained 

2 thereby from the set-aside shall be in addition to the baseline appropriation required by 

3 subsection (c), and not inp"tace o_f; any sums normally budgetedfor the Department and, 

4 together ·with interest, shall be deposited into the P~rle; Recreation and Open Space Fund.· 

5 The Controller shall set aside and maintain such an amount, together with any interest 

6 earned thereon, in the Fund, and any amount unspent or uncommitted at the end of the fiscal year 

7 shall be carried forward to the next fiscal year and, subject.to the budgetary and fiscal limitations 

8 of this Charter, shall be appropriated then or thereafter for the purposes specified in this 

9 Section 16.107. 

10 (c) Baseline Maintenance ofEffort. The annual set-aside shall be used exclusively to 

11 increase the aggregate City appropriations to and expenditures by the Recreation and Park 

12 Department for Department purposes. To this end, beginning in fiscal year 2016-2017 and 

13 thereafter through fiscal year 2030-2031. the City shall not reduce the baseline general fund 

14 support amount appropriated to the Department below the amount appropriated in fiscal 

15 year 2015-2016, as calculated by the Controller, except that the baseline amount shall be 

16 adjusted as follows: 

17 (1) Each year in fiscal years 2016-2017 through 2025-2026. the City shall 

18 increase the baseline appropriation by $3 million over the prior year. 

19 (2) Each year in fiscal years 2026-2027 through 2030-2031, the City shall adjust 

20 the baseline by the percentage increase or decrease in aggregate City discretionary revenues. as 

21 determined by the Controller, based on calculations consistent-from year to year. In determining 

22 aggregate City discretionary revenues, the Controller shall only include revenues received by 

23 the City which are unrestricted and may be used at the option o(the Mayor and the Board of 

24 Supervisors for any lawful City purpose. The Controller is authorized to increase or reduce 

25 

Supervisor Farrell 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page2 
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1 budgetary appropriations as required bv this subsection (c) to align the baseline amount to the 

· 2 amount required by f'ormula based on actual revenues received during the fiscal year. 

3 (3) The City ma:y suspend growth in the baseline funding pursuant to subsections 

4 (c){J) and (c){2) in fiscal year 2016-2017 ifthe City's projected budget deficit for thatvear at 

5 the time ofthe Joint Report or Update to the Five Year Financial Plan as prepared jointlv by the 

6 Controller. the Mayor's Budget Director. and the Board ofSupervisors' Budget Analvst exceeds 

7 •«··"·-~-·-~-·--·····'. 5% of the City overall budget. For fiscal year 2017-2018 through fiscal vear 

8 2030-2031, the City may suspend growth in baseline funding pursuant to subsections (c){l) and 

9 (c)(2) when the projected budget deficit for the upcoming fiscal year at the time ofthe Joint 

10 Report or Update to the Five Year Financial Plan as prepared jointly by the Controller. the 

11 Mayor's Budget Director, and the Board of Supervisors' Budget Analyst exceeds f{jf!jfl..~~f~~ 
12 5% ofthe City overall budget adjusted annually by changes in aggregate City discretionary 

13 revenues. 

14 (4) The City shall not increase Departmental appropriations for services of other 

15 City departments or agencies, except for departments or agencies for whose services the 

16 Department appropriated funds in fiscal year 2015-2016 or for new requested services from 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 credited to the Department's general fimd budget other than the baseline contribution defined in 

23 subsection (c). 

24 (c) Enhanced Revenue and Efficiency Incentives for the Depmtment. It is tlte policy 

25 of the City and County of San Francisco to give tlte Department greater incentives to improve 

Supervisor Farrell 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 operational efficiencies and to increase revenue. Increases in revenues andsavingsAt the end 

2 of the fiscal vear 2015-2016 and every year thereafter, any excess general fund Departmental 

3 i·evenue, including any Department retained expenditure savings and revenue surpluses from 

'4 prior [ISca/ years. shall be reserved and ·'"~00,,... dedicated asfollows: 

5 I. Actual net increases in Department-generated revenues, compared to the 

6 previous fiscal year, shall be dedicated to capital and/or facility maintenance improvements. to 

7 park and recreational facilities; and, 

8 2. New revenues from outside sources, such as grant 01;foundatio11 support, 

9 shall be. 1~sed only for enhancement of park and recreational programs, including, but not 

10 limited to, capital and/or facility maintenance improvements; and 

11 3. Overall Department expenditure savings shall be retained by the Depal'tment 

12 to be dedicated to one-time expenditures. 

13 @l The City shall implement its efforts to increase revenues in a manner consistent with 

14 the City's policy of charging City residents a lower fee than that charged nonresidents for the use 

15 and enjoyment of Department property. 

16 {sj {d) Revenue Bond Authority. Notwithstanding the limitations set forth in 

17 Sections 9.107, 9.108, and 9.109 of this Charter, the Commission may request, and upon 

18 recommendation of the Mayor the Board of Supervisors may authorize, the issuance of revenue 

19 bonds or other evidences of indebtedness, or the incurrence of other obligations, secured by the 

20 Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund for acquisition, construction, reconstruction, 

21 rehabilitation and/or improvement ofreal property and/or facilities and for the purchase of 

22 equipment. 

23 (j)_ fef Fund Expenditures on Commission Property. Any real property acquired with 

24 monies from the Fund, including the proceeds of obligations issued pursuant to subsection fil 

25 {d); above, shall be placed under the jurisdiction of the Commission within the meaning of 

Supervisor Farrell 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page4 

a 2 4 · ----------------·------------



1 Section 4 .113. Fund expenditures to improve, construct, reconstruct or rehabilitate real property 

2 shall be limited to property under the jurisdiction of the Commission or property under the 

3 jurisdiction of another City department or public agency and subject to an agreement with the 

LI- Department for its use, management and maintenance. 

5 {g)_ flt Use and Allocation of the Fund. Each year, the Commission shall adopt a budget 

6 for the allocation and expenditure of the Fund in compliance with the budget and fiscal 

7 provisions of the Charter, which shall be adopted by the Commission onry after a written 

8 determination by the Planning Department of conformity with the City's General Plctn. 

9 The annual budget for allocation of the Fund that is adopted by the Commission and 

10 submitted by the Mayor to the Board of Supervisors shall include: 

11 {l:l Allocations for after-school recreation programs, urban forestry, community 

12 gardens, volunteer programs, and a significant natural areas management program in the amounts 
l 

13 allocated for each of those programs from the Park and Open Space Fund in the Department's 

14 fiscal year 2015-2016 1999 2000 budget, to the extent that such programs are not so funded in 

15 the Department's operating budget or in the budget of ariother City department. 

16 {2-:-l An allocation necessary to ensure that 3 % of the monies to be deposited in 

17 the Fund during the upcoming fiscal year pursuant to subsection (b ), above, be available at the 

18 start of the fiscal year as an undesignated contingency reserve.-

19 {3-:-l An allocation of not less thati &%- 20~25% of the monies to be deposited in 

20 the Fund during the upcoming fiscal year pursuant to subsection (b ), above. These monies shall 

21 be dedicated to the acquisition of real property identified in the Capital PJan discussed in 

22 subsection {b)QJ_ fg}, below. Any portion of these monies that remains unspent or uncommitted 

23 at the end of any fiscal year shall be carried forward, with interest thereon, to the next fiscal year 

24 for the purposes set forth her~in . . The 5% Efllocation need not be included in the budget 

25 submitted to the Board o.fSupervisors for an upcomingfiscalyeffl' to the extent that the total City 
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1 expenditure for SC€[Uisition ofproperty to beplacedunder thejurisdietion (}jthe Commission for 

2 the period commencing with fiscal year 2000 2001 2000 01 and efi-ding with the close of the 

3 immediatelyprecedingfiscalyear exceeds an tH'flount equal to 5% ofthe tot€tl mnount 

4 appropriated, or to be appropriated, to the Fundfor the period commencing with_f1scal 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 Prior to the adoption of the annual budget by the Recreation and Park Commission, the 

10 Department, in conjunction with the Citizens Parks. Recreation. and Open Space Advisory 

11 Committee discussed in subsection {j)_ {hf, below, shall conduct two public hearings in the 

12 evenings or on weekends to permit the public to comment on the Department's full budget and 

13 programming allocations. 

14 {bJ.. (g) Planning and Reporting Measures. The Commission shall adopt several 

15 long-term plans that include, but are not limited to, the following: 

16 {1:;2. Strategic Plan. By January l, 2017. and every five years thereafter 

17 December 1, 2000, the Department shall prepare for Parks, Recreation, and Open Space 

18 Advis01y Committee to review, and for Commission consideration and approval, a five-year 

19 Strategic Plan; to be updated annually, that establishes or reaffirms the mission, vision, goals and 

20 objectives for the Department. The Department will use this Strategic Plan to guide its work 

21 over each-five-year period Every two years after the approval ofa Strategic Plan, the 

22 Department will report to the Commission on the Department's progress under the Plan and, 

23 subject to the Commission's approval, shall amend the Plan as appropriate. This Strategic 

24 P~an YviU be used to guide the Department's work over the nextfive years. 

25 
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1 {2-:-l Capital Plan. The Department shall cooperate in·the development of the 

2 City's Capital Expenditure Plan under Administrative Code 3.20, as amended or any successor 

3 legislation. Before the Department submits its capital priorities (or consideration as part o(the 

4 Capital Expenditure Plan, the Department shall propose a plan. including development. 

5 renovation, replacement and maintenance of capital assets and acquisitions, to the Parks, 

6 Recreation. and Open Space Advisory Committee discussed in subsection (i) for review and to 

7 the Commission (or approval. The Capital Expenditure Plan shall address equitable 

8 distribution o(improvements and maintenance (or irrigation, water conservation. and urban 

9 forestry, and park lands, prioritized (or high needs neighborhoods. 

10 By December I, 2000, the Department shallprepare, for Cemmission 

11 eensideffltion and appro1,,.al, afi-:.YJ year Capital nan, to be updated annoolly, for the 

12 development, renow;Jfion, rcp'facement and maintenance o.fc&pital assets, and the acquisition of' 

13 realpreperty. In its Capital Plan the Depm·tment shall propose specific properties to be 

14 acquired for open space, recreation facilities, significant natural areas, a11.d other 1·ecreational 

15 purposes and shall prioritize capital and maintenance improvements and provide budgets 

16 associated with such improvements. Capital and acquisition projects will be designated by the 

17 Department based upon highest needs identified by the Department and the community. 

18 Capitalp1·ojects will include the planning, design and construction of projects that 

19 rehabilitati, restore or replace existing facilities or that develop new facilities. Acquisition 

20 · projects will include, but will not be limited to, purchase, lease, exchange, eminent domain, 

21 license or any other vehicle giving the City a right, whether revocable or not, to use real 

22 property, or any interest therein, or any improvement or development rights tltereon,fo1· 

23 . recreational pwposes, including, but not limited to, protection of natuml resources, 

24 development of community gardens and development of w·ban trails, provided that, 

25 
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1 notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, no acquisition of less than fee simple title 

2 may be for a term of less than ten years. 

3 {3-:-l Operational Plan. By February l, 2017, and for each annual or biennial 

4 budgetary cycle thereafter, as determined under Charter Section 9.10 l, the Department shall 

5 prepare, for Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Advisory Committee to review, and tor 

6 Commission consideration and approval, an Operational Plan. The Department shall base the 

7 Operational Plan on the then-current Strategic Plan, and the Operational Plan shall be in 

8 addition to the Department's budget. The Department shall include in the Operational Plan a 

9 . statement of the objectives and initiatives within the Strategic Plan that the Department plans to 

10 undertake and/or accomplish during the next budgetary period including performance 

11 indicators and targets, prioritizing equity in park and facility improvements and maintenance. 

12 Each Operational Plan shall include an assessment of the Department's progress on the 

13 previous Operational Plan. 

14 

15 

16 The Department shall appropriate, as a separate line item, fitnds required for 

17 preparation, monitoring, and evaluation of the plans required under this subsection (h). 

18 By December 1, 2001, the Department shallprepare, fer (j)ommi~ion 

19 consider-ation and approval, afi11e year Operational Plan, to be updated annually, detailing 

20 proposed impro-;;ernents to the Deparf:ment's services and responsbeness to customer needs. The 

21 annual Operational Plan will serve as a too!Jor irnproving the operational efficiency o.fthe 

22 Department and will include measurabk performance standards for the Department. The 

23 Department shallprepare the initial Operational Plan after conducting aperfonnance audit of 

24 Departrnentel operations. Theterefter, the Department will conductperiodicperformance .audits. 

25 
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1 The Commission shall establish a community input process, which shall may include the 

2 Parks, Recreation, and Open Space ·~ ';r.;"~ Advisory Committee discussed in section (j)_ (h}, 

3 below, through which citizens of tlie City and County of San Francisco will provide assistance to 

4 the Commission as it develops criteria and establishes the plans required by this subsection. 

5 Prior to the adoption of any Strategi.c Plan eachftve year plan, the Department shall conduct at 

6 least five hearings in locations distributed geographically throughout the City to receive and to 

7 consider the public's comments upon the plan. The Commission shall ensure that at least two of 

8 these hearings are held in the evenings or on weekends for the public's convenience. 

9 The Department 'shall report regularly annually, as apart o.fthe City's budget process, to 

10 · the },fayer and to the Beard ofSupervisors, on the status of the pT:a-ns and en the status of· 

11 Department goals, objecti'ves and capital project timelines for the curre~fiscalyear, as well as 

12 provide reports on performance measures required by this Section. 

13 During the fourth year of each Strategi.c Plan under subsection (h)(l ), the Controller's 

14 City Services Auditor shaU conduct a performance audit of the Department to assess the 

15 Department's progress under the Strategi.c Plan and to fn(Orm the development of the 

16 Department's next Strategic Plan. The audit shall include an analysis ofthe Department's 

17 compliance with the planning and reporting measures in this subsection (h). · The costs ofthe 

18 audit may be charged to the baseline established in subsection (c). 

19 If the audit finds that the Department has not complied with the requirements in this 

20 subsection (h), the Board of Supervisors may place up to 5% of the baseline appropriation under 

21 subsection (c) for the next fiscal year on reserve, pending subsequent release of the reserve by 

22 Board action upon findingprogress toward these requirements. The preceding sentence. is not 

23 intended to modify the Board's authority under the fiscal and budgetary provisions of the 

24 Charter. 

25 
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1 The Commission may modify anv deadlines contained in this subsection (h) by resolution 

2 adopted bv a two-thirds' vote ofits members, and a resolution recommended by the Mayor and 

3 approved by the Board of Supervisors. 

4 {j)_ th) Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Citizens Advisory Committee. The Board of 

5 Supervisors shall establish, by ordinance, a Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Citizens 

6 Advisory Committee, such as the committee established in Administrative Code Section 13.01. 

7 as amended or any successor legislation. 

8 (i) Environmental and Design Guidelines. The Commission shall adopt written 

9 general environmental and design guidelines for new fctcilities, parks, and open spaces an(! 

10 tlte renovation or rehabilitation of existing facilities, parks, and open spaces. These guidelines 

11 shall be immediately accessible to the public and shall be consistent with any applicable 

12 standards of the Art and Planning Commissions. 

13 G) Capital Projects. Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3 .104 of this Charter, the 

14 Commission shall have the authority to prepare and approve the plans, specifications and 

15 estimates for all contracts and orders, and to award, execute and manage all contracts and orders, 

16 for capital projects on real property under its jurisdiction or management. Capital projects 

17 supported by the Fund, other than those projects identified by the Department as long-term 

18 projects, must be fully constructed within three years of the initial budget allocation for those 

19 projects. Long-term projects must be fully constructed within five years of the initial budget 

20 allocation. Any exceptions to this provision must be authorized by a two-thirds vote of the 

21 Commission. 

22 Wlty is this deleted? The Recreatien andPerkDepartmentandthe Department of Public 

23 W~rks ("DPW'9 shall establish a commi#ee to de-;elop a ·wri#en, capital implementation 

24 progrtlm, for the consideration o.fboth Departments, that will govern DP W's involvement in 

25 capitalprojects undertrilfen by the Recreation andParkDcpar1ment. Jn developing this 
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1 program, the committee shall consider the Capital Plan discussed in subsection (g), abo·,;e, 

2 staffing kvels in both Departments, and the availability ofother resources. 

3 (k) Unspent Funds. All unspent funds in the Park and Open Space Fund on June 30, 
l~}tf.~~~·j!~ 

4 ~ each fiscal year, shall continue to be held for the use 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

j 

"'--'·~'"'0 , •1,.~e::.,'2:0""1for deferred maintenance of parks and facilities, mid for 

increasing tree care. 

I I I 

I I I 

I I I 

I I I 

I I I 

I I I 

14 {l9_ In addition to the requirements set forth by this Section 16.107, all expenditures from 

15 the Fund shall be subject to the budget and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By: 
THOMAS J. OWEN 
Deputy City Attorney 

23 n:\legana\as2015\1500695\01053168.docx 

24 

25 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Hsieh, Frances (BOS) 
Wednesday, November 11, 2015 11 :57 PM 
Evans, Derek 

Subject: Fwd: Don't pass the park funding bill yet - it needs more work 

FY1 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Sally Stephens <sally.stephens.sf@gmail.com> 
Date: November 11, 2015 4:08:56 PM PST 
To: :frances.hsieh@sfgov.org 
Subject: Don't pass the park fundiiig bill yet -- it needs more work 

Dear Supervisor Avalos, 

We all know RPD has huge deferred maintenance requirements. RPD does indeed need a reliable source of 
sustainable funding. But the legislation you will be discussing at the Rules Committee tomorrow (11112/15) does not 
adequately address these needs. It needs additional safeguards inserted into it to ensure the added money is used for · 
maintenance and other critical needs, and not for things like hiring more RPD planning staff or to fund the Natural 
Areas Program's highly unpopular plans to destroy existing habitat to create native plant gardens. Please do not pass 
this legislation on to the full Board at Thursday's meeting. It needs more work. It's better to take the time now to 
make it the best legislation it can be, than to hurry it along and not get it right. 

Here are just a few problems to consider: 
1) The baseline that will set a minimum that RPD will get from the general fund is okay. The problem is that there is 
no guarantee that it will be used for maintenance. What we don't want to happen is for RPD to get all this extra 
money and not use any of it for deferred maintenance. It is being sold to the public as a way to pay for maintenance 
of parks and rec centers, but there's nothing in the legislation to ensure the money will actually be used for 
maintenance. They need to ensure any new money is used for maintenance and, until that is done, the legislation 
should not move forward. 

2) The existing Open Space Fund budget set aside can probably use some tweaking to make it better, but the 
changes proposed will not correct the problems and will instead make them worse. For example, both the existing· 

·and the proposed Open Space Fund budget set aside designates 5% of the money generated each year for 
acquisitions. In the existing situation, this money can accumulate from year to year and can only be used for 
acquisitions. In the proposed legislation this same 5% will still be put in a pot for acquisitions. But, unfortunately, 
the new legislation adds that this pot of money can, for the first time, also be used for planning and construction. It is 

· easy to think of a situation where this money is used to hire 10 new planners for RPD or for construction of 
something that had cost overruns, with no money left in the pot to go toward acquisition of new parkland. We need 
the protection that the acquisition pot can only be used for acquisitions, not for planning or construction, put back 
into the legislation. Until that change is made, the proposal cannot go forward. 

These are just two reasons why you need to continue the item. This is clearly a situation where it's more important to 
get this right than to get it done quickly. Please vote to continue the legislation and work with Supervisor Farrell and 
the Parks Alliance to get the legislation done right 

Sincerely, 
Sally Stephens 
Chai!-, SFDOG 
President; Golden Gate Heights Neighborhood Association 
Vice-President, West of Twin Peaks Central· Council 
415-577-9646 cell 
sally.stephens.sf@gmail.com 
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Evans, Derek 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Derek Evans, 

Denis Mosgofian <denismosgofian@gmail.com> 
Thursday, November 12, 20151:11 AM 
Evans, Derek 
Linda D'Avirro 
comments on Nov. 12, Rules, item 3 
11-12-15Rules Committee-OSFund.docx 

These are my comments for the record on Nov. 12, 2015 agenda item 3, and for the Committee members. 

Thank you, 

Denis Mosgofian 

1 
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Rules Committee 

November 12, 2015 

Item 3, Charter Amendment 

Good Morning, Supervisors. My name is Denis Mosgofian. I am a 

. District 5 representative on PROSAC. I want to share my concerns 

about the proposed Charter Amendment to tl;le Open Space Fund. In 

general I have long supported greater funding for RPD. But I w.ill 

support this measure only if it specifies priority spending principles. 

What is main purpose for this funding increase? Is it to address· 

neglected maintenance? Which areas acquire land first? Which 

areas are prioritized for maintenance improvements? Are 

expenditures prioritized for the highest needs neighborhoods to 

ensure equity in distribution of parks, and facilities and 

maintenarice improvements? 

The Second draft deletes important language dt~·ecting expenditures, 

justified by the claim that specificity ties the hands of the Dept. 

I want to share with you specific language in the original Open space 
and Park Renovation Fund, adopted Nov. 19 7 4. 

"The recreation and open space element ... shall continue to identifY 
neighborhoods which are in special need of recreation and open space 
facilities, and shall designate such neighborhoods as "high-need 
neighborhoods. mi 
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(£Monies fn the fund shall be used for (1) the acquisition and 
development of lands within or contiguous to ''high-need 
neig hborhoods'J. ... 

There is no language iri the Second Draft that speaks to parity or 

equity among neighborhoods. It lacks any language that speaks of 

the high needs neighborhoods. · 

E~sting language in the Open Space Fund provides direction, speaks 

of maintenance improvements, and enables accountability. Deleti_ng 

prescriptive and specifying language precludes accountability. 

Deleting all directive language provides.tax dollars Without 

direction, which will continue the same lop sided priorities that 

have led to decades of neglect of specific neig~borhoods and of long 

term maintenance. 

Please continue this measure for further amendments and input 

from the public. It is not ready to be placed on the ballot 

Thank you. 

309 words 
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S+~w+~~ Sf 
LAND ACQUISITION FUNDS ARE UNPROTECTED: The existing Open Space Fund budget set-aside 
probably needs some changes to make it better, but the changes proposed will not correct the problems and will 
instead make them worse. The Open Space Fund budget set-aside designates 5% of the money generated each 
year for acquisitions. Currently this money can accumulate from year to year and can only be used for 
acquisitions. In the proposed language the same 5% will be set aside for acquisitions. But, the new language 
says that this pot of money can also be U$ed for planning and construction. It is easy to think of a situation 
where this money is used to hire 10 new planners for RPD or for construction of something that had cost 
oven-uns, instead Qf for acquisition of new parkland, despite enormous needs in some areas of the city. The 
language stating that the acquisition money can only be used for acquisitions, not for planning or construction, 
should be in the Charter Amendment before it goes before the Board of Supervisors. 

NAP should not be allowed to cut healthy trees - just because some misguided people consider them "non
native"; the use of Category I & II To_xicit"y herbicides by RPD should be forbidden. 

·· · · · · ··-··- ·-------------- ·· .. ---··------· -----------8-SU-------- ·· · · · 



NAP USES MORE AND MORE HERBICIDES! 

Natural Areas. Herbicide Use Went Up 
. (By Active Ingredient} 
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• These herbicides are epidemiologically linked to prostate, non-Hodgkin lymphoma, leukemia,· multiple 
myeloma, and breast cancer. 

• Milestone (Amino-pyralid) is bannedinNewYorkState. 
• Imazapyr is banned in Europe smce 2007 (in Norway since 2001). 
• Monsanto was fined in France for: false advertisement - claims that GI)rphosate is safe. 

Read more at WWW.SFFOREST.NET 
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~· 

Tier I & II Herbicide Use: NAP vs the rest of SFRPD 
including· golf courses except Harding . 

Tier I and II Herbicide Use by Active Ingredient 

NAP vs SFRPD Other (2013) 

: . . . . . ... . , .. · 

.. 
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.... ·:: .. 
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NAP 

• Greenmatch, a botanical herbicide based on lemongrass oil, is acceptable for organic 
gardening. It was reclassified from Tier Ill (least hazardous) to Tier II (more hazardous) in 2013 
because it might cause allergic reaction in appljcators. . 

• With the inclusion of Greenmatch the rest of RPO used a little more Tier I & II herbicides than 
NAP in 2013, without Greenmatch the rest of RPO used less dangerous toxins than NAP. 

• The volume used per unit of land is about 3 times greater for "Natural" Areas - since they 
comprise 1/ 4 of the city park land. 

• The OTHER catego,.Y includes all city golf courses except Harding. 

Read more at WWW.SFFOREST.NET 
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Speaker: Dee Seligman 

3rct person: Dee: INADEQUATE PUBLIC OVERSIGHT OF USE OF MONEY: 
This proposed amendment lacks sufficient PUBLIC oversight of the purposes for 
which the money in the Open Space Fund is spent. Thus, we ask: 

A)We ask that RPD be required to make available to tlie public in a 
readily found place on their website the annual budgets and the purposes for 
these funds on each of the 5 primary programs of the Open Space Fund: 
l)after school programs; 2) urban forestry; 3) community gardens; 4) volunteer 
programs; 5) SNRAMP. 

~We ask that the Strategic Plan be published annually on RPD's 
website. 

-yj) We ask for public hearings, not 2 presentations, about RPD's budget 
and tKe choices on which it will spend these additional funds. These hearings 
should engage the public by a series of meetings around the City, not just 2 
presentations, in order for RPD to have public input on what is desired with the 
additional $3M/year. 

D) We ask that RPD Commission reviews the Strategic Plan annually, 
not biennially, and reviews the Operational Plan annually, with full disclosure 
on RPD's website. 

11' E) We ask that the Controller reviews the Strategic Plan annually. 
Otherwise, for these changes so that the review takes place before the horse has 
gotten out of the barn . 

. ·--·· -· ...... - ... ·-· - ······-· -·----------- ·····-··-----·---·-------··-·-----·-------···-·---.8.3.9.--···--··---·----· --· --- -·------· -··----· ----·-----------



from Kathleen Hallinan : for the record 11 ~12-2015 
San Francisco Forest Alliance member, 
Sierra Club Member 

USE BEST PRACTICES; 

Our Library system has a set-aside fund from property 
taxes ·and baseline funding from the General Fund. 
But the Library in the Charter must specify where the 
unspent set-aside· funds will be spent. 

We ask that the Controller publish the actual amount 
of money unspent and carried over annually for RPO, 
and RPO should publish their spending priorities .. 

Rules Committee meeting · 

E, .. :;.,,.~ Supervisor Farrell presents his 
amendment to our City Charter's about guaranteed 

(baseline) funding for the Open Space Fund. 

''" .................. - ..... _______ , ______ .. _______ .... -...... 94.1)-- -·-·----.. --.. ---·--.-----------""•"""""·--------- ' 



Evans, Derek 

From: Somera, Alisa (BOS) 
Sent: 

·To: 
Tuesday, November 10, 201511:23 AM 
Evans, Derek 

Subject: FW: Rules Committee November 12 - File 150940- Charter Amendment- Park, Recreation, 
and Open Space Fund 

Az.ua, Somera
Assistan·t Clerk 

· San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
415.554.4447 direct I 415.554.5163 fax 
alisa.somera@sfgov.org 

• ail(Oclick 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: Richard Ivanhoe [mailto:richardivanhoe@sbcglobal.net] 

Sent: Tuesday, November 10, 2015 11:21 AM 
To: Somera, Alisa (BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>~ Avalos, John (BOS) <john.avalos@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS) 

<katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Cohen; Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Farrell, Mark (BOS) <mark.farrell@sfgov.org>; 
Christensen, Julie (BOS) <Julie.Christensen@sfgov.org>; Mar, Eric (BOS) <eric.mar@sfgov.org>; Wiener, Scott 

<scott.wiener@sfgov.org>; Yee, Nonnan (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, London (BOS) 
<london.breed@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Rules Committee November 12 - File 150940 - Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation, and Open Space Fund 

I respectfully request that the hearing on this matter be continued to the next meeting of the Rules. 
Committee. As you know, the last day for the Board of Supervisors to submit a Charter Amendment is 102 
days before the election, or February 26 for the June 7, 2016 election, so there should be sufficient time to fully 
consider this matter. Although I am a member of PRO SAC (Parks, Recreation and Open Space Adivsory · 
Committee) I am making this request as an individual and not on behalf of PRO SAC or any other 
organization. I have addressed this email to the members of the Rules Committee, the sponsoring Supervisors, 
and to my District Supervisor. 

I believe that this measure could be improved and that additional time is necessary to make those 
improvements. 

1 
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The proposed ballot measure does not provide any means of ensuring that any funds are used for 
deferred maintenance. The concept of this measure was introduced to PROSAC on July 7, with an agenda 
item, "Ballot Measure to Fund Park Maintenance." It reappared at PROSAC on October 6, with an agenda 
item, "PROSAC discussion on desired elements to include in the proposed 2016 Maintenance Initiative." and 
again on November 4, with the agenda item, "Proposed 2016 Maintenance Initiative Discussion and Possible 
Action." These agenda items recognize that one of the _most pressing needs of the Recreation and ParkS 
Department is for deferred maintenance--assets have been allowed to deteriorate until they have to be replaced, 
and the replacement is usually with interest-bearing bond money. But the proposed ballot measure does not 
provide any means for ensuring that any funds are used for deferred maintenance. Section16.107(h)(2), as 
proposed, does require the Recreation and Parks Department to "propose a plan, including development, 
renovation, replacement, and maintenance of capital assets" to PROSAC for review and to the Recreation and 
Parks Commission for approval, but the current Charter section has also required a Capital Plan. The Capital 
Plan has not been produced and Recreation and Park assets (which are City assets) have deteriorated because of 
lack of maintenance. · 

I have other concerns with the committee pi:i.cket: 

The Legislative Digest is not accurate. The second paragraph of ''.Existing Law" under the legislative digest 
begins "The Recreation and Parks Commission C'Commission") must annually adopt five-year strategic, capital, . . 

and operating plans for the Fund. My reading of section 16.107(h) is that each of these reports is for the 
Recreation and Parks Department as a whole, and not only for the Open Space Fund. 

The Committee should consider proposed revisions by the PROSAC working group. I understand that a 
PROSAC working group met with Supervisor Farrell's office on November 9 with proposed revisions to the 
Charter Amendment. I am not a member of this working group and was not at this meeting, but I understand 
that none of the proposed revisions were accepted, with the exception of a revision language naming 
PRO SAC. PRO SAC did vote to support the measure in October--as I understand it, this was a vote supporting 
an increase in the Open Space Fund, because, with the purchase of the Francisco Reservoir and the increase in 
the price of real estate over the past few years, there is not enough money left to purchase park-sized parcels in 
high-needs areas. There was a motion on the floor at PROSAC's November meeting to rescind PROSAC's 
. approval of the Charter Amendment, but there was no second because PROSAC was advised that the language 
would be amended, and PROSAC members wanted to see the new language. Again, this is my individual 
opinion, and I am not commenting on behalf of PRO SAC. 

I believe that with more time, I would have additional comments. This is a short week, with City Hall closed on 
Wednesday, and the Committee Meeting on Thursday. 

Thank you for considering these concerns. 

--Richard Ivanhoe--
516 Clatyon Street 
San Francisco 
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Major, Erica (BOS) 

From: Major, Erica {BOS) 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, November 04, 2015 9:46 AM 
Zarefsky, Paul {CAT) 

Cc: 
Subject: 

'Jon.Givner@sfgov.org'; Calvillo, Angela {BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS) 
FW: Request for a correction to a Leg Digest report 

Attachments: 150940 Leg Dig Ver1.docx; 150940.docx 

Greetings, 

We have received a complaint about the following legislative digest {legislation attached) in regards to the language 
used in the digest. Please review the details of below. This has been recorded in the official file. 

Best, 

Erica Major 
Assistant Committee Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Phone: {415} 554-4441 I Fax: (415) 554-5163 
Erica.Major@sfaov.org I www.sfbos.org 

• i!EO Click here to complete a Board of Supeivisors Customer Seivice Satisfaction form. 

The legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supeivisors 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 orol communications thot 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: Nancy Wuerfel [mailto:nancenumberl@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 3:53 PM-
To: Major, Erica {BOS) <erica.major@sfgov.org> 
Subject: RE: Request for a co·rrection to a Leg Digest report 

To the Clerk, Board of Supervisors: 

I wish to bring to your attention an error in the Legislative Digest analysis of file# 150940. Below is A) the sentence containing the 
error, and B) the Farrell legislation being digested. 

In A, you will see that the analysis states the Commission would be authorized "to spend up to 5% of the property acquisition 
allocation ... " However, in 8, you will see that 5% of the monies in the "shall be dedicated to the acquisition of real property ... " and that 
"tMP:Goffimi§'tiomm'av1ate,ltfig!oroo"efiV/Jicatii'slmfm11118catl6rrxifna~r.ftiftsrs11£fs'e'tittofi.YqJrarffof:fh'e\$rii'ffninm'iifta1cofi:stro&ti6fi\$f 
prcfp'eroes." There is no limit shown (much less 5%) on how much of the acquisition allocation may be used for planning and 
construction of properties. Therefore, it is conceivable that all the acquisition money could be redirected towards planning and 
construction, instead of the intended acquisition of land. 

Having served on the Park, Recreation Open Space Advisory Committee for 9 years appointed by·3 supervisors for District 4, I am very 
familiar with Section 16.107 of the Charter. I am also very aware of the difficulty in finding money to buy open space for 
RPO. Therefore, the small 5% allocation of the fund for acquisitions must be protected. The current digest states that there is a 
limitation on the "non-acquisition use" of the acquisition money that is not actually in the First Draft of the legislation. 
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I request that a digest correction be issued that clearly explains that the draft language does not protect the use of the 5% for 
acquisitions only, the way the current Charter language does. The impact of this draft language is that acquisitions mohey may used 
entirely for non-acquisition uses without limitation. 

I realize my request may be unusual, but people rely on the Leg Digest to understand the draft proposal. The Digest should be 
accurate. If I can provide any additional information, please let me know. Thank you for your attention to this issue. Please advise me 
if a correction to the digest will be made, and if so, when it will be publish.ed - hopefully before the Rules Committee hearing on Nov. 12 
to discuss this draft. · 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Wuerfel 
415-731-6432 

A) LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 

[Charter Amendment- Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund] File 150940 
Page 2, second to last paragraph: 

"The. pr()posal would authorize the Commission, starting in fi~cal year 2016-2017, to ~f;i:£¥.'o\l.itJ~.l19.f§li/~i9.'fi!@J'P.r§'P.~'.tlY[~~i'j.i~iJ!iJ.ii 
ajLoci!_@J:! for the planning and construction of properties added to the Commission's jurisdiction through the Fund." 

.n:\legana\as2015\ 1500695\01048702.docx 

******* 
B) Charter Amendment- Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund] File 150940 

page 5, line 15 begins: 

~): a~~~~W:3.;~~j~~I~~~~ID.~B~~[~~~t: o b~.~~E1~Jfft~tr~~G.!f~fi~d~u~!~~:i~ :~~:i~ia~~~~Y~~~~~;!~~~t to subsection 
subsection ffJJ12l {fj), below. Any portion of these monies that remains unspent or uncommitted at the end of any fiscal year shall be 
carried forward, with interest thereon, to the next fiscal year for the purposes set forth herein. Tho 5% a/losatioR need not BO fRc.1uded 
in the Budget SUBmi#ed to the Boaffi of Supervisors for· aR U{Jcommg fiscal year to the mr.toRt that the totat City e-xpoRdlture for 
acquisitfoo of property to Be placed URder tho jlifisdiefioR of tho Commfssioo fo:- tho period commoRelRg 'Nith fissa/ year WOO 2001 
2000 01 and ending wfth the eloso of tho immediately preceding fiscal year exceeds an amount equal to 5% of the tota! amount 
appropriated, or to BO appropriated, to the ,f:tlnd for tho period cOfflmeRe.'ng with fissal 

page 6, line 1 begins: 
year2000 2001 2000 Q1 andend.'ng with the close of the upcomlng fiscal year: Starling in fiscal year 2016-2017 and in any year 

.~~:~;~'!rimh~~!/la7ifofi~~/Jt(:fn~~,3,3i.ffgi~'tJ~!~~!~71;~~~~~!~%~'lne:vIBf3iiM'!iicqmsrt0fl:>a110caMfiftJntJer1th1ssribsffct1crfi:;rdJYa1:rof 

2 
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PROSAC RESOLUTION SUPPORTING CHARTER AMENDMENT -
PARK, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE FUND AND INCLUDING THE 
EXTENSION OF THE OPEN SPACE FUND TO 2046 

PROSAC supports the charter amendment as written and urges Supervisor 
Farrell to include the extension of the Open Space Fund for an additional 
fifteen years to 2046, so that there will be more funds available and means 
of securing funding for the acquisition of open space and recreation space 
in high-needs area in the near future. 

The above resolution was proposed by Toby Levy (District 6) 1 seconded by 
Jane Weil (District 6) and passed unanimously by members of the Park and 
Recreation Open Space Fund (PROSAC) on October 6, 2015 

Submitted by Linda D'Avirro, Chair, Park and Recreation Open Space Fund 
(PROSAC) 

........... 8.4.5 - .. 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

September 29, 2015 

File No. 150940 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced the following proposed Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election: 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund · 

Charter Amendment (First Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County of 
San Francisco to require an arinual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's plc;i.nning obligations, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: Alisa Somera, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

Attachment 
Not defined as a.project under CEQ~ Guidelines 
Sections 15378 and 15060(c) (2) because it does not 
result in a physical change in the environment. 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner · 
Jeanie Poling, Environment~f Plann~r 

J Oy {; Digitally signed by Joy Navarrete . 
;r DN: cn=Joy Navarrete, D=Planning, 
/\ou=Envlronmental Planning, 

N 
; eqiail=joy.navarrete@sfgov.org, 

av a r r et~r·---~;;;1·5.11.0516:54:30-08'00' 
·( . .;:-' 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Adele Failes-Carpenter, Director, Youth Commission 

FROM: Derek Evans, Clerk, Rules Committee 

DATE: November 10, 2015 

SUBJECT: REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

The Board of Supervisors has received the following legislation, which at the request of 
the Youth Commission is being referred as per Charter Section 4.124 for comment and 
recommendation. The Commission may provide any response it deems appropriate 
within 12 days from the da~e of this referral. 

File No. 150940 

Charter Amendment (First Draft} to amend the Charter of the City and 
County of San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for 
the Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for 
park and recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation 
and Park Department's planning obligations, at an election to be held on 
June 7, 2016. 

Please return this cover sheet with the Commission's response to Derek Evans, Clerk, 
Rules Committee. 

*************************************************************************************************** 

RESPONSE FROM YOUTH COMMISSION 

No Comment 

Recommendation Attached 

Youth Commission Referral 

Chairperson, Youth Commission 

1117/07 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!fTY No. 554-5227 

September 29, 2015 

File No. 150940 

On September 22, 2015, Supervisor Farrell introduced the following proposed Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election: 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment - P·ark, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (First Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County of 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify tlie Recreation and Park 
Department's plc;inning obligations, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Attachment 

·Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

By: Alisa Somera, Committee Clerk 
Rules Committee 

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planner 
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planner 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
TeL No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDtrTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ben Rosenfield, City Controller 

FROM: of Alisa Somera, Clerk, Rules Committee 
Board of Supervisors . 

DATE: September 29, 2015 

SUBJECT: CHARTERAMENDMENTINTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors' Rules Committee· has received the· following Cllarter· 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015. This matter is being referred to you in accordance with Elections 
Code, Section 305(8)(2), and Rules of Order 2.22.3. 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment ~ Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund · 

Charter Amendment (First Draft) to am~nd the Charter of the City and County of· 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and prepare a financial analysis of the proposed measure prior to the first 
Rules Committee hearing. 

If you have any questions or concerns please call me at (415) 554-4447 or email: 
alisa.somera@sfgov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
or Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 

...... ···········-----··---- ---· -----· 8.4.9.--···-···---------------·--·--·······-------------------:._------·····------



City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Nicole Elliott, Mayor's Office 
Jon Givner, Office of the City Attorney 
Naomi Kelly, City Administrator 
Jesse Mainardi, Acting Executive Director, Ethics Commission 

. John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Harvey Rose, Budget and ·Legislative Analyst 
Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department 
Margaret McArthur, Secretary, Recreation and Park Commission 
Olive Gong, Park, Recreation and Open Space Advisory Committee 

FROM: ,j\Alisa Somera, Clerk, Rules Committee 
VJ 

1

Board of Supervisors . 

DATE: September 29, 2015 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENT INTRODUCED 
June 7, 2016 Election 

The Board of Supervisors' R1,1les Committee has received the following Charter 
Amendment for the June 7, 2016, Election, introduced by Supervisor Farrell on 
September 22, 2015. This matter is being referred to you in accordance with ~ules of 
Order 2.22.4. · 

File No. 150940 Charter Amendment~ Park, Recreation and Open Space 
Fund 

Charter Amendment (First Draft) to amend the Charter of the City and County of 
San Francisco to require an annual baseline appropriation for the Park, · 
Recreation and Open Space Fund based on City spending for park and 
recreation purposes in FY2015-2016, and modify the Recreation and Park 
Department's planning obligations, at an election to be held on June 7, 2016. 

Please review and submit any reports or comments you wish to be included with the 
·legislative file. 
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Referral Memorandum: File 1\.,. 150940 
September 29, 2015 . Page2 

If you have any questions or concerns, please call me at (415) 554-4447 or email: 
alisa.somera@sfqov.org. To submit documentation, please forward to me at the Board 
of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, ·1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, 
CA 94102. 

c: AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Debra Newman, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Severin Campbell, Office of the Budget and Legislative Analyst 
Gabriela Loeza, Office of the Budget" and Legislative Analyst 
Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department 

....... ---- ... ·······-· --·------··-~---------------·-----···B. 5.1 ... 



Introduction Form 
Bya Member of the Board of Supervisors orthe Mayor 

Time stamp 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): or meeting date 

~ 1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion, or Charter Amendment) 

D 2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee. 

D . 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee. 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 
'-------~-------~----' 

5. City Attorney request. · 
~-------~ 

. 6. Call File No. ._I _______ ___.I from Committee. 

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

8. Substitute Legislation File No. ._I _____ __, 

9. Reactivate File No.I._ _____ ___, 

D 10. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 
L-----------------' 

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 

D Small Bu~iness Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Commission 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), us~ a Imperative Form. 

Sponsor(s): 

Supervisor Mark E .. Farrell; ·supervisors Christensen, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

Subject: 

[Charter Amendment - Park, Recreation and Open Space Fund] 

The text is listed below or attached: I see attached. 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: "ft<---. ? · ~~~ 
For Clerk's Use Only: 

P::.m:. 1nf1 

-----··----------------------;~r------------------


