FILE NO. 161013

Petitions and Communications received from September 12, 2016, through September
19, 2016, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to
be ordered filed by the Clerk on September 27, 2016.

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 will not be
redacted.

From Mayor Lee, designating Supervisor Farrell as Acting-Mayor from September 15,
2016, until September 17, 2016. Copy: Each Supervisor. (1)

From Clerk of the Board, reporting that the following individual has submitted a Form
700 Statement: (2) ‘
Rosemary E. Dilger - Legislative Aide - Assuming Office

From Clerk of the Board, reporting that the following agencies have submitted 2016
Local Agency Biennial Conflict of Interest Code Review reports: (3)

Children and Families Commission-

Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco

Human Services Agency

Retirement

From Police Department, submitting a Federal Grant Budget Revision report. Copy:
Each Supervisor. (4)

From Airport, regarding Emergency Repairs of Storm Drain Pump Station 2 Outfall
Structure. Copy: Each Supervisor. (5)

From Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector, submitting Monthly Pooled Investment
Report for August 2016. Copy: Each Supervisor. (6)

From the Clerk of the Board, submitting 60 Day Receipt of responses for Civil Grand
Jury Report “San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Our
Streets.” Copy: Each Supervisor. (7)

From the Clerk of the Board, regarding Civil Grand Jury’s reply to Depaﬁment/Agency
Responses regarding “Officer-Involved Shootings”. Copy: Each Supervisor. (8)

From the Cle‘rk of the Board, reporting 60 Day Receipt of responses for Civil Grand Jury
Report, “Drinking Water Safety in San Francisco: A Reservoir of Good Practice.” Copy:
Each Supervisor. (9)



From Controller, submitting September 2016 preliminary report on Inclusionary Housing
Working Group. File No. 160255. Copy: Each Supervisor. (10)

From San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, regarding Chapter 14B Local
Business Enterprise (LBE) Annual Report. Copy: Each Supervisor. (11)

From San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Board, submitting
FY2015-2016 Annual Report. Copy: Each Supervisor. (12)

From State of California Fish and Game Commission, submitting notice of proposed
changes in regulations for federal groundfish and associated species. Copy: Each
Supervisor. (13)

From State of California, Board of State and Community Corrections, submitting 2014-
2016 Biennial Inspection report. Copy: Each Supervisor. (14)

From Sonja Trauss, regarding Midtown Terrace downzoning. File No. 160426. Copy:
Each Supervisor. (15)

From concerned citizens, regarding proposed ordinance prohibiting first story Business
or Professional Service uses in the West Portal Avenue Neighborhood Commercial
District for 45 days. 3 letters. File No. 160894. Copy: Each Supervisor. (16)—

From concerned citizens, regarding conditional use appeal - 2785 San Bruno Avenue.
4 letters. File No. 160918. Copy: Each Supervisor. (17)

From concerned citizens, regarding legislation to preserve historic Van Ness Avenue
streetlamps. 11 letters. File No. 160993. Copy: Each Supervisor. (18)

From Dave Massen, regarding revenue-neutral carbon tax. Copy: Each Supervisor.
(19)

From concerned citizens, submitting signatures for petition titled, “Stop SFMTA.”
4,323"signer. Copy: Each Supervisor. (20)



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

September 15, 2016

Ms. Angela Calvillo

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

"EDWIN M. LEE VZ?N&;

Bos-il, ﬁa%@/
(08 | Depwbed | Dep. 0A.

MAYOR

e

Pursuant to Charter Section 3.100, I hereby designate Supervisor Mark Farrell as Acting-Mayor
from the time I leave the State of California on Thursday, September 15, at 2:40 p.m., until

Saturday, September 17, at 7:55 p.m.

In the event I am delayed, I designate Supervisor Mark Farrell to continue to be the Acting-

Mayor until my return to California.

Sincerely,

cc: Mr. Dennis Herrera, City Attorney

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141






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. 544-5227

MEMORANDUM
Date: September 19, 2016
To: Members, Board of Supervisors

From: Angela Calvillo, Cletk of the Board
Subject:  Form 700

"This is to inform you that the following individual has submitted a Form 700

Statement:

Rosemary F. Dilger — Legislative Aide — Assuming Office






September 27, 2016 Communications Page

From the Clerk of the Board, agencies that have submitted a 2016 Local Agency Biennial
Conflict of Interest Code Review Report:

Children and Families Commission
Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco
Human Services Agency

- Retirement






2016 Local Agency Biennial Notice
Conflict of Interest Code Review Report

' Name of Agency: Children and Families Commission

Mailing Address; 1390 Market Street, Ste. 318

Contact Person: Kahala Drain

Office Phone No: _ 415-934-4849

E-mail: ‘ Kahala.Drain@First5sforg

This agency has reviewed its conflict-of-interest code and has determined that:

An amendment is required, The followmg amendments are necessary:
(Check all that apply.) .

o Include new positions (including consultants) that must be designated.
o Revise disclosure categories,

o Revise the titles of existing positions.

o Delete positions that have been abolished.

2 Delete positions that no longer make or partlclpate in making governmental demsmns
o Other (desc: ibe)

[] No amendment is required.
The agency’s code accurately designates all positions that make or participate in the making
of governmental decisions; the disclosure categories assigned {o those positions accurately
require the disclosure of all investments, business positions, interests in real property, and
sources of gifts and income that may foreseeably be affected materially by the decisions
made by those holding the designated positions; and the code includes all other provisions
required by Go ent Code Section §7302, :

719

Signc%zn'e of Chief Executive Officer . Date

Complete this notice regardless of how recently your code was approved or amended,

Please return this notice no later than August 31, 2016, via e-mail (PDF) or inter-office
mail to:

Clerk of the Board

Board of Supervisors

ATTN: Rachel Gosiengfiao

I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

E-mail: rachel.gosiengﬁao@sfgov.org






ARTICLE III: CONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS AND EMPLOYEES Page 1 of 1

San Francis¢o Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code

STl i Tt ket R

SEC. 3.1160. CHILDREN AND FAMILIES FIRST COMMISSION.

Designifed Positions

Disclosure Categories
Member; Comniission

|
Executive Director : |
Deputy#Dim’et@l‘» Dcﬁ\t% D L O N -
Rermoue N0 Worgler ks

(Added by Ord, 71-00, File No, 000358, App, 4/28/2000; amended by Ord, 80-07, File No, 070122, App, #/19/2007)
(Derivation; Foriner Administrative Code Section 38.150)

http://library amlegal com/alpscripts/get-content, aspx

8/30/2016






2016 Local Agency Biennial Notice
Contflict of Interest Code Review Report

Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco
Name of Agency:

Mailing Address: Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive, San Francisco, CA 94118 |

Contact Person: Megan Bourne Title; Secretary, Board of Trustees

Office Phone No: 415-750-3669

E-mail: mbourne@famsf.org

This agency has reviewed its conflict-of-interest code and has determined that:

[ ] An amendment is required. The following amendments are necessary:
(Check all that apply.) -

Include new positions (including consultants) that must be designated.

Revise disclosure categories.

Revise the titles of existing positions.

Delete positions that have been abolished.

Delete positions that no longer make or participate in making governmental decisions.
Other (describe)

000000

No amendment is required.
The agency’s code accurately designates all positions that make or participate in the making
of governmental decisions; the disclosure categories assigned to those positions accurately
require the disclosure of all investments, business positions, interests in real property, and
sources of gifts and income that may foreseeably be affected materially by the decisions
made by those holding the designated positions; and the code includes all other provisions
required by Government Code Section 87302.

/: September 14, 2016

/9%!!10 ‘¢.of Chief Executive Officer Date

Complete this notice regardless of how recently your code was approved or amended.

Please return this notice no later than August 31, 2016, via e-mail (PDF) or intér-o‘fﬁce
‘mail to:

Clerk of the Board

Board of Supervisors

ATTN: Rachel Gosiengfiao

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

E-mail: rachel.gosiengfiao@sfgov.org






2016 Local Agency Biennial Notice
Conflict of Interest Code Review Report |

Name of Agency: Hurhan Services Agency

Mailing -Address: 170 Otis Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Contact Person: Dan Kaplan Title: Deputy Director for Administration
Office Phone No: 415-557-5641

E-mail: daniei.kaplan@sfgov.org

This agency has reviewed its conflict-of-interest code and has determined that:

%X An amendment is required. The following amendments are necessary:
(Check all that apply.)

Include new positions (including consultants) that must be designated.

Revise disclosure categories.

Revise the titles of existing positions.

Delete positions that have been abolished.

Delete positions that no longer make or participate in making governmental decisions,
Other (describe): Reflect transfer of Function to Department of Homelessness and supportive Housing

PO XK OK

[ ] No amendment is required.
The agency’s code accurately designates all positions that make or participate in the making
of governmental decisions; the disclosure categories assigned to those positions accurately
require the disclosure of all investments, business positions, interests in real property, and
sources of gifts and income that may foreseeably be-affected materially by the decisions
made by~those holding the designated positions; and the code includes all other provisions
rec?d y Gover fent Code Section 87302,

Signature ojy Chlef Executzve Officer

o W’ | <§/ gr/ (

Complete this notice regardless of how iecently your code was approved or amended,

Please return this notice no later than August 31, 2016, via e-mail (PDF) or inter-office
mail to: '

Clerk of the Board

Board of Supervisors

ATTN: Rachel Gosiengfiao

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

E-mail: rachel.gosiengfiao@sfgov.org







| City and County of San Francisco Human Services Agency |

Department of Human Services

Department of Aging and Adult Services
Edwin M. Lee, Mayor

Trent Rhorer, Executive Director

Re: Changes to HSA’s Conflict of Interest Code Review

We will need to revise the Designated Positions Section of the Human Services page (Please see
the table below). The changes eliminate positions that no longer exist, include new positions that
influence expenditures, and shift everyone to reporting category 1 which comes out of
discussions that HSA has had with the City Attorney’s Office in dealing with past potential
conflict of interest cases.

Designated Positions Disclosure Category

Members, Human Services Commission
Executive Director, Human Services Agency
Director, Office of Early Care and Education
Deputy Directors

Contracts Director

Facilities/Operations Director

Information Technology Director

Personnel Director

Budget Director

Finance Director

Program Integrity/Investigations Director

County Adult Assistance Director

MediCal Program Director

CalFresh Program Director

CalWorks/Workforce Development Program Director
Family and Childrens’ Services Program Directors

. . —
O e T T Sy e O e e —

7

P.O. Box 7988, San Francisco, CA 94120-7988 = (415) 557-5000 = www;‘sfhsa.orgl







2016 Local Agency Biennial Notice
Conflict of Interest Code Review Report

Name of Agency: H@h Véivien &

Mailing Address: 45 Wgikd Aret B Flae, SenFrancte (A 4403

Contact Person: MOYM MMJ{M’}:& Title: 00 meé/m Sé?f'( s’f‘lﬁj
Office Phone No: __ AN - 7035
E-mail: _DOYp. mf‘kp’nt_—» fo G‘F&B\f oy?

This agency has reviewed its conﬂlct-of-mterest code and has determined that:

[LY"An amendment is required. The following amendments are necessary:
{Check all that apply.)

& Include new positions (including consultants) that must be designated.

Revise disclosure categories.

Revise the titles of existing positions.

Delete positions that have been abolished.

Delete positions that no longer make or participate in making governmental decisions.
Other (describe)

C0QCO0OO0

[] No amendment is required. '
The agency’s code accurately designates all positions that make or participate in the making
of governmental decisions; the disclosure categories assigned to those positions accurately
require the disclosure of all investments, business positions, interests in real property, and
sources of gifts and income that may foreseeably be affected materially by the decisions
made by those holding the designated positions; and the code includes all other provisions:
required by Government Code Section 87302.

Al B (o) o1t

Signature|of Chief Executive Officer 'Dard

Complete this notice regardless of how recently your code was approved or amended.

Please return this notice no later than August 31, 2016, via e-mail (PDF) or inter-office
mail to:

Clerk of the Board

Board of Supervisors

ATTN: Rachel Gosiengfiao

1 Dr, Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

E-mail: rachel.gosiengfiao@sfgov.org



SEC. 3.1-410

Designated Positions »
Member, Retirement Board
Commission Secretary

Executive Director
Deputy Director {Administration) Doputy Exccutive Direcor
Actuarial Services Coordinator
Compliance Manager
Finance Manager
IT Manager
Chief Investment Officer
Managing Director
Divecior

. Senior Portfolio Manager
Senior Invesfment Officer

Security Analyst

Deferred Compensation Manager

"SEC. 3.1-510

Designated Positions

Member, Retirement Board*

Commission Secretary, Retirement System*
Executive Director, Retirement System™
Chief Investment Officer, Retirement System™
Managing Director, Retirement System*
Director, Retirement System™

Treasurer

Chief Assistant Treasurer*

Cash Mgmt. and Investment Officer, Treasurer-Tax Collector's
Office* '

Asst, Cash Mgmt. and Investment Officer, Treasurer-Tax Collector's
Office*

Disclosure Categories
See Sec. 3.1-510
See Sec. 3.1-510
See Sec. 3.1-510
1

1

1

1

2

See Sec. 3.1-510
See Sec. 3.1-510
See See. 3.1-510.
l

1

1
1

Disclosure Categories
1

1
1
1
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DATE: September 12, 2016

TO: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

CC. Tina Cen, Controller’s Office

FROM: Fannie Yeung, Grants Analyst, SEPD /A~
RE: Grant Budget Revision

2015 DNA Backlog Reduction Grant (PCFDBR-16PC)

In accordance with Administrative Code Section 10.170-1(F), this memo serves to notify the Board
of Supervisors of a Federal grant line item budget revision in excess of 15% requiring funding
agency approval.

Attached is a copy of budget revision documentation submitted to the funding agency.







Modify Budget GAN

Page 1 of 2

Modify Budget GAN

All Active US DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS
Change Reguested
Change Requ GRANT ADJUSTMENT NOTICE
Approved Grantee Information
Denied Grantee San Francisco City & County Police . . .. 01/01/2016 - GAN
Name: Department Project Period: 12/31/2017 Number: 007
Draft 1 DR CARLTON GOODLETT PL
Grantee SUITE 496-CITY HALL SAN Program NI Date: 09/12/2016
Create Grant Address: FRANCISCO, 94102 Office:
Adjustment :
Grantee
DUNS 12-080-2983 Grant Manager: Alan Spanbauer
Help/Frequently Asked |} Number:
Questions I
. B Application 2015-90407-CA-
Grantee EI.N. 94-6000417 Number(s): DN
Vendor #: 946000417 Award Number; 2005"ON-BX-
: -, FY 2015 DNA Backlog Reduction .
Project Title: Grant - San Francisco Award Amount: $419,630.00
Budget Modification
* All editable Budget fields must contain a numeric value.

Requested Changes to

l Categories ” Approved Budget ” Budget ” Revised Budget |
$ $
A. Personnel 25530 $]23295 REE)
) ! $ $
B. Fringe Benefits [2555 $/1953 e
$ $
|‘C‘ Travel 9058 40 9058
bo. ccui $ $
D. Equipment [183790 $}-19903 P
lE. Supplies H% $]0 lf(;) J
‘F. Construction {]i $10 $6 J
‘G. Contractual ﬁSOOO $/-13000 sb I
$ $
‘H' Other [174881 |jpress 182536
$ $
OTAL DIRECT COST 79630 $/0 YETTEN
Motal Direct Costs = (Sum of lines A-H) |
INDIRECT COST h% $]0 H’% J
: s lls
ITOTAL PROJECT COST l|41963° $]0 |“419630
otal Project Costs = Total Direct Costs + Indirect Cost
otal Project Costs = Federal Funds Approved + Non-Federal Funds + Program Income
FEDERAL FUNDS $ $
APPROVED 419630 |41963O
NON-FEDERAL FUNDS $ $IO $
APPROVED o ] o
|]PROGRAM INCOME ” H$1o | ‘

https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov/gmsexternal/gan/processGAN.st?ganld=748538 9/12/16






Modify Budget GAN Page 2 of 2

[l l8
0 10
*Required Justification for Budget Modification

We are requesting a budget modification to:

1. Move funds from (G) Consultants/Contracts to A
(A) Personnel & (B) Fringe Benefits and (H) Other
Costs: Instead of contracting with Marshall V]
University to provide validation services, a

Attachments:

[ Filename: User: || Timestamp: [ Action: ]
liG—._j‘;dQEt Detail and Narrative, revised 8-19- SFPDNI]“%%IQ/ZOM 12:30 R NI vp—
3 - Program Narrative-Revised - 8-19-16.docx SFPDNIJ“S)%1 9/2016 12:30 ” Delete Attachment 1
Actions:

Close

Printer Friendly Version
Audit Trail: —

Description: Role: User: Timestamp: Note:
lApproved-Final [OCFMD -~ Supervisor Parkw 09/12/2016 10:04 AM View Note |
[Submitted [PO - Grant Manager [SFPDNII 8/19/2016 12:31 PM [View Note |
[Draft EXTERNAL - External User [SFPDNIJ 08/19/2016 12:30 PM View Note |

08/19/2016 12:28 PM

EXTERNAL - External User SFPDNIJ

View Note

https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov/gmsexternal/gan/processGAN.st?ganfd=748538 9/12/16
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Subject: FW: SFO Notice - Emergency Repairs of Storm Drain Pump Station 2 Outfall Structure
Attachments: SFO_Emergency Repairs of SDPS 2_9-14-16.pdf

From: Theresa Ludwig (AIR)

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2016 11:30 AM

To: Jacobson, Caitlin (MYR) <caitlin.jacobson@sfgov.org>; Leung, Sally (MYR) <sally.leung@sfgov.org>; Rosenfield, Ben
(CON) <ben.rosenfield @sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>

Cc: Chris Arrigale (AIR) <chris.arrigale @flysfo.com> '

Subject: SFO Notice - Emergency Repairs of Storm Drain Pump Station 2 Outfall Structure

Please see attached in regards to Emergency Repairs of Storm Drain Pump Station 2 Outfall Structure.

Thank you for disseminating this information as appropriate.

Theresa Ludwig SFO

Executive Secretary | Airport Director’s Office
San Francisco International Airport | P.O. Box 8097 | San Francisco, CA 94128
Tel 650-821-5004 | www.flysfo.com







San Francisco International Airport

September 14,2016

Mr, Larry Mazzola

President, Airport Commission

San Francisco International Airport
P.O. Box 8097

San Francisco, CA 94128

Subject: Emergency Repairs of Storm Drain Pump Station 2 Outfall Structure
Dear Commissioner Mazzola:

This letter is to notify you that | am declaring an emergency due to unforeseeable and unexpected
deterioration of the outfall timber structure for the Storm Drain Pump. Station 2 (SDPS 2) located at the
Sea Plane Harbor. The SanFrancisco International Airport (Airport) will undertake the emergency work
described in more detail below. The preliminary cost estimate of the emergency construction work is
$90,000.

The emergency work is essential to addressing an imminent threat of collapse of the outfall pipes into the
Adirport Sea Plane Harbor. The temporary support structure will have an estimated useful life of five
years. For a long-term solution, the Airpott will acquire environmental permits and design services for a
new outfall support structure.

Background

The SDPS 2 processes the storm water from its tributary area, which covers approximately half the
Airport. SDPS 2 supports runways, apron areas, airfield service roads, parking lots, and landside roads.
Flooding will occur in these areas if SDPS 2 is off line. These circumstances constitute an imminent
threat to Airport property because flooding will cause property damage at the public parking lots; cause
flight delays, and may also cause accidents on the landside roadways.

On August 23, 2016, Airport staff observed significant deterioration of the outfall support structure for
SDPS 2. Airport'staff has concluded that the timber support structure needs immediate repairs at an
estimated cost of $90,000. Airport staff has analyzed the circumstances and determined that installation
of additional new timbet support members will prevent the outfall pipes from collapsing into the Sea
Plane Harbor while a long-term replacement structure is designed and built.

Emergency Declaration

Administrative Code Section 6.60, subdivision (b) grants the Airport Director the authority to declare an
emergency with immediate notice to the Board of Supervisors, the Mayor, the Controller, and the
Commission. Section 6.60, subdivision (c), defines “emergency™ to includé: an unforeseeable and
unexpected oceurrence involving a clear and imminent danger, demanding immediate action to prevent or
mitigate loss of or damage to life, health, property, or éssential public services. Examples include
weather conditions and tidal flooding necessitating immediate emergency repair to safeguard lives or

property of the City. I have determined that the erosion damages meet these requirements and, on that
basis; 1 am declaring an emergency.

AIRPORT COMMISSION CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

EDWIN M, LEE LARRY MAZZOLA LINDA S, CRAYTON ELEANOR JOHNS RICHARD J, GUGGENHIME PETER A, STERN IVAR €, SATERQ
MAYOR PRESIDENT VICE PRESIDENT K AIRPORT DIRECTOR

Post Office Box 8097  San Francisco, California 94128  Tel 650.821.5000° Fax 650.821.5005 www.flysfo.com




Commissioner Mazzola -
September 14, 2016
Page 2 of 2

The Airport Planning Division will secure the necessary regulatory permits from the US Army Corps of
Engineers and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission in order to perform
this emergency repair. Both permitting processes have emergency permitting procedures.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter, please do not hesitate to call me.

rytey yours,

Satel 0
1rport Director

cc: Mayor Edwin M. Lee
Controller Ben Rosenfield
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
San Francisco Airport Commission



—

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Subject: FW: CCSF Monthly Pooled investment Report for August 2016
Attachments: CCSF Monthly Pooled investment Report for August 2016.pdf

From: Dion, Ichieh (TTX)
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 9:07 AM
Subject: CCSF Monthly Pooled Investment Report for August 2016

Hello All -

Please find the CCSF Pooled Investment Report for the month of August attached for your use.

Thank you,

Ichieh Dion

City and County of San Francisco

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 140
San Francisco, CA 94102

415-554-5433






Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector
City and County of San Francisco .
José Cisneros, Treasurer
Pauline Marx, Chief Assistant Treasurer
Michelle Durgy, Chief Investment Officer

Investment Report for the month of August 2016 September 15, 2016
The Honorable Edwin M. Lee The Honorable Board of Supervisors
Mayor of San Francisco City and County of San Franicsco
City Hall, Room 200 City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodilett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4638 San Francisco, CA 94102-4638

Ladies and Gentlemen,

In accordance with the provisions of California State Government Code, Section 53646, we forward this report detailing
the City's pooled fund portfolio as of August 31, 2016. These investments provide sufficient liquidity to meet expenditure
requirements for the next six months and are in compliance with our statement of investment policy and California Code.

This correspondence and its attachments show the investment activity for the month of August 2016 for the portfolios
under the Treasurer's management. All pricing and valuation data is obtained from Interactive Data Corporation.

CCSF Pooled Fund Investment Earnings Statistics *

Current Month Prior Month
(in $ million) Fiscal YTD August 2016 Fiscal YTD July 2016
Average Daily Balance $ 7,020 $ 6,928 $ 7141 $ 7,111
Net Earnings 9.57 4.76 4.81 4.81
Earned Income Yield 0.80% 0.81% 0.80% 0.80%
CCSF Pooled Fund Statistics *
(in $ million) % of Book Market Witd. Avg. Witd. Avg.
Investment Type Portfolio Value Value Coupon YTM WAM
U.S. Treasuries 7.35% $  498.2 $ 5006 0.86% 0.99% 244
Federal Agencies 53.48% 3,644.0 3,641.4 0.85% 0.77% 581
State & Local Government
Agency Obligations 3.65% 249.1 248.6 1.08% 0.97% 398
Public Time Deposits 0.02% 1.2 1.2 0.89% 0.89% 232
Negotiable CDs 18.58% 1,265.1 1,265.4 0.95% 0.95% 141
Commercial Paper 6.88% 467.2 468.3 0.06% 1.01% 154
Medium Term Notes 4,60% 3135 313.4 1.10% 0.77% 210
Money Market Funds 4.71% 320.6 320.6 0.30% 0.30% 1
Supranationals 0.73% 50.0 : 50.0 0.13% 0.85% 639
Totals 100.0% $ 68087 $_ 68095 0.81% 0.82% 395

In the remainder of this report, we provide additional information and analytics at the security-level and portfolio-level, as
recommended by the California Debt and Investment Advisory Commission.

Very truly yours,

< e
i, —
o e S

e . o

José Cisneros
Treasurer

cc:  Treasury Oversight Committee: Aimee Brown, Ron Gerhard, Reeta Madhavan, Charles Perl
Ben Rosenfield, Controller, Office of the Controller
Tonia Lediju, Internal Audit, Office of the Controller
Cynthia Fong, Deputy Director for Finance & Administration, San Francisco County Transportation Authority
Carol Lu, Budget Analyst
San Francisco Public Library

Please see last page of this report for non-pooled funds holdings and statistics.

City Hall - Room 140 e | Dr Carlton B. Goodlett Place ®  San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
Telephones: 415-554-4487 & 415-554-5210 o  Facsimile: 415-554-4672



As of August 31, 2016

Portfolio Summary
Pooled Fund

(in $ million) Book Market Market/Book Current %  Max. Policy

Security Type Par Value Value Value Price Allocation Allocation Compliant?
U.S. Treasuries $ 500.0 $ 498.2 $ 500.6 100.48 7.35% 100% Yes
Federal Agencies 3,639.9 3,644.0 3,641.4 99.93 53.48% 100% Yes
State & Local Government

Agency Obligations 246.9 2491 248.6 99.80 3.65% 20% Yes
Public Time Deposits 1.2 1.2 1.2 99.81 0.02% 100% Yes
Negotiable CDs 1,265.0 1,265.1 1,265.4 100.02 18.58% 30% Yes
Bankers Acceptances - - - - 0.00% 40% Yes
Commercial Paper 470.0 467.2 468.3 100.25 6.88% 25% Yes
Medium Term Notes 312.9 3135 3134 99.97 4.60% 25% Yes
Repurchase Agreements - - - - 0.00% 10% Yes
Reverse Repurchase/

Securities Lending Agreements - - - - 0.00% $75mm Yes
Money Market Funds - Government 320.6 320.6 320.6 100.00 4.71% 10% Yes
Money Market Funds - Prime - - - - 0.00% 5% Yes
LAIF - - - - 0.00% $50mm Yes
Supranationals 50.0 50.0 50.0 100.09 0.73% 5% Yes
TOTAL $ 6,806.5 $ 6,808.7 $ 6,809.5 100.01 100.00% - Yes

The City and County of San Francisco uses the following methodology to determine compliance: Compliance is pre-trade and calculated on both a par
and market value basis, using the result with the lowest percentage of the overall portfolio value. Cash balances are included in the City's compliance

calculations.

Please note the information in this report does not include cash balances. Due to fluctuations in the market value of the securities held in the Pooled
Fund and changes in the City's cash position, the allocation limits may be exceeded on a post-trade compliance basis. In these instances, no
compliance violation has occurred, as the policy limits were not exceeded prior to trade execution.

The full Investment Policy can be found at http://www.sftreasurer.org/, in the Reports & Plans section of the About menu.

Totals may not add due to rounding.

August 31, 2016

City and County of San Francisco



Portfolio Analysis
Pooled Fund

Par Value of Investments by Maturity
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Yield Curves

Yields (%) on Benchmark Indices

Source: Bloomberg
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Investment Inventory
Pooled Fund

As of August 31, 2016

| Amortized

Settle’ Maturity 0 0
' . Duration Coupon

_ IssuerName . ParValue

' . . Date . - . BookValue

U.S. Treasuries 912828RJ1  US TSY NT 10/1 1/201 1 9/30/201 6 0.08 1.00 $ 75,000,000 $ 74,830,078 $ 74,997,286 $ 75,043,500
U.S. Treasuries 912828RM4 US TSY NT 12/26/2013 10/31/2016 0.17 1.00 25,000,000 25,183,594 25,010,592 25,029,250
U.S. Treasuries 912828RX0 US TSY NT 2/25/2014 12/31/2016 0.33 0.88 25,000,000 25,145,508 25,016,929 25,040,500
U.S. Treasuries 9128288J0 US TSYNT 3/21/2012  2/28/2017 0.50 0.88 25,000,000 24,599,609 24,960,072 25,043,750
U.S. Treasuries 912828SJ0 USTSYNT 3/21/2012  2/28/2017 0.50 0.88 25,000,000 24,599,609 24,960,072 25,043,750
U.S. Treasuries 912828SJ0 US TSY NT 3/14/2012 2/28/2017 0.50 0.88 75,000,000 74,771,484 74,977,300 75,131,250
U.S. Treasuries 912828SM3  US TSY NT 4/4/2012  3/31/2017 0.58 1.00 50,000,000 49,835,938 49,981,000 50,125,000
U.S. Treasuries 912828TM2 US TSY NT 12/15/2015 8/31/2017 1.00 0.63 100,000,000 99,433,594 99,670,125 99,922,000
U.S. Treasuries 912828M72 US TSY NT 12/17/2015 11/30/2017 1.24 0.88 50,000,000 49,882,813 49,925,322 50,094,000

i 912828M72 US TSY NT 12/17/2015 11/30/2017 1.24 0.88 50,000, 000 49, 878 906 49, 922 832 50, 094 000
Federal Agencies 31315PQB8 FARMER MAC 10/29/2013 9/1/2016 0.00 150 §$ 7,000,000 $ 7,156,240 $ 7,000,000 $ 7,000,000
Federal Agencies 3130A6BD8 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 6/30/2016 9/9/2016 0.00 0.51 15,000,000 15,028,088 15,000,507 15,000,200
Federal Agencies 313370TW8 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 10/11/2011 9/9/2016 0.00 2.00 25,000,000 25,727,400 25,003,242 25,008,750
Federal Agencies 3130ATKH7 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5/4/2016 9/29/2016 0.08 0.53 5,495,000 5,500,293 5,495,466 5,495,769
Federal Agencies 313378UB5 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 10/23/2014 10/11/2016 0.1 1.13 5,000,000 5,060,200 5,003,349 5,004,600
Federal Agencies 3130A3CE2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/3/2014 10/14/2016 0.12 0.63 40,000,000 40,032,000 40,001,935 40,012,400
Federal Agencies 3130A6PZ4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 1/7/2016 10/28/2016 0.16 0.40 5,950,000 5,932,745 5,946,666 5,950,298
Federal Agencies 3130A3J70 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/18/2015 11/23/2016 0.23 0.63 7,015,000 7,012,545 7,014,451 7,018,999
Federal Agencies 3130A3J70 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/17/2014 11/23/2016 0.23 0.63 25,000,000 24,990,000 24,998,874 25,014,250
Federal Agencies 313381GA7 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/30/2012 11/30/2016 0.25 0.57 23,100,000 23,104,389 23,100,270 23,106,699
Federal Agencies 313371PV2  FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5/11/2016 12/9/2016 0.27 1.63 6,545,000 6,588,217 6,565,181 6,566,599
Federal Agencies 313371PV2  FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/6/2014  12/9/2016 0.27 1.63 25,000,000 25,513,000 25,066,475 25,082,500
Federal Agencies 313371PV2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/4/2014  12/9/2016 0.27 1.63 25,000,000 25,486,750 25,065,473 25,082,500
Federal Agencies 313371PV2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/12/2014  12/9/2016 0.27 1.63 25,000,000 25,447,500 25,060,855 25,082,500
Federal Agencies 313384758 FED HOME LN DISCOUNT NT 6/21/2016 12/16/2016 0.29 .0.00 24,625,000 24,566,557 24,566,557 24,600,375
Federal Agencies 3133XHZK1 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5/11/2016 12/16/2016 0.29 4.75 33,850,000 34,710,027 34,266,269 34,281,249
Federal Agencies 3130A12F4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 3/19/2014 12/19/2016 0.30 0.70 20,500,000 20,497,950 20,499,778 20,515,375
Federal Agencies 3134G5VG7 FREDDIE MAC 12/29/2014 12/29/2016 0.33 0.78 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,060,000
Federal Agencies 3134G33C2 FREDDIE MAC 1/3/2013 1/3/2017 0.34 0.60 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,002,000
Federal Agencies 3133ECB37 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 1212012012  1/12/2017 0.37 0.58- 14,000,000 14,000,000 14,000,000 14,000,980
Federal Agencies 31315PWW5 FARMER MAC 5/4/2012 1/17/2017 0.38 1.01 49,500,000 49,475,250 49,498,013 49,577,220
Federal Agencies 3130A7T62 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 4/20/2016  1/18/2017 0.38 0.55 9,000,000 8,999,825 8,999,771 9,000,000
Federal Agencies 3133EDRD6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 12/12/2014  1/30/2017 0.08 0.45 50,000,000 49,981,400 49,996,399 49,991,500
Federal Agencies 3133786Q9 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 1/10/2013  2/13/2017 0.45 1.00 67,780,000 68,546,456 67,864,592 67,933,861
Federal Agencies 3133EDFW7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 212712014  2/27/2017 0.07 0.55 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,031,500
Federal Agencies 3130A8D83 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 6/2/2016 3/2/2017 0.01 0.52 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,009,250
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/29/2015 3/10/2017 0.52 0.88 15,000,000 14,990,850 14,996,022 15,025,050
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 6/2/2016  3/10/2017 0.52 0.88 22,185,000 22,256,119 22,203,191 22,222,049
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/15/2014  3/10/2017 0.52 0.88 50,000,000 50,058,500 50,013,621 50,083,500
Federal Agencies 3133EDP30 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 10/3/2014  3/24/2017 0.07 0.56 26,000,000 26,009,347 26,002,112 26,013,780
Federal Agencies 3133EDZW5 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 10/29/2014  3/29/2017 0.08 0.54 25,000,000 24,999,750 24,999,941 25,010,250
Federal Agencies 31315PTQ2 FARMER MAC 4/10/2012  4/10/2017 0.61 1.26 12,500,000 12,439,250 12,492,647 12,547,875
Federal Agencies 3133ECLL6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 4/17/2013  4/17/2017 0.63 0.60 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 9,997,600
Federal Agencies 31315PUQ0 FARMER MAC 4/26/2012 4/26/2017 0.65 1.13 10,500,000 10,500,000 10,500,000 10,533,180
Federal Agencies 3135G0JA2 FANNIE MAE 7/1/2016  4/27/2017 0.65 1.13 8,058,000 8,112,939 8,088,800 8,085,558
Federal Agencies 3137EADF3 FREDDIE MAC 5/14/2012 5/12/2017 0.69 1.25 25,000,000 25,133,000 25,018,448 25,118,000
Federal Agencies 31315PZQ5 FARMER MAC 12/28/2012 6/5/2017 0.76 1.11 9,000,000 9,122,130 9,020,883 9,028,800
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Investment Inventory
Pooled Fund

'Tvpe of Investment ‘ UsSIP |
Federal Agencies 313379FW4

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12119/2014  6/9/2017 077 1.00 13,000,000 12,020,760 12,030,600

Federal Agencies 313379FW4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/29/2015  6/9/2017 0.77 1.00 20,600,000 20,594,026 20,596,821 20,652,530
Federal Agencies 3130A3SLY9 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/30/2014  6/15/2017 0.79 0.95 25,000,000 24,959,750 24,987,136 25,060,250
Federal Agencies 3133EAUWE FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/19/2012  6/19/2017 0.05 0.62 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,032,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEGH7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 12/26/2014  6/26/2017 0.82 0.93 8,400,000 8,397,312 8,399,123 8,416,968
Federal Agencies 3137EADH9 FREDDIE MAC 5/25/2016  6/29/2017 0.83 1.00 15,000,000 15,035,850 15,026,977 15,043,650
Federal Agencies 3137EADH9 FREDDIE MAC 3/25/2014  6/29/2017 0.83 1.00 25,000,000 24,920,625 24,979,956 25,072,750
Federal Agencies 3134G5W50 FREDDIE MAC 12/30/2014  6/30/2017 0.83 1.00 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,138,000
Federal Agencies 3130A8L35 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 6/24/2016  7/20/12017 0.88 0.75 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,002,750
Federal Agencies 3133ECV92 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 712412013  7/24/2017 0.07 0.56 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,011,000
Federal Agencies 3133ECVG6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 8/5/2013  7/26/2017 0.15 0.72 23,520,000 23,520,000 23,520,000 23,568,686
Federal Agencies 3135G0F24  FANNIE MAE 9/16/2015  8/16/2017 0.04 0.52 25,000,000 24,095,153 24,997,583 24,998,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEFX3 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 12/23/2014  8/23/2017 0.06 0.57 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,007,000
Federal Agencies 3137EADLO FREDDIE MAC 3/25/2014  9/29/2017 1.07 1.00 25,000,000 24,808,175 24,941,287 25,071,750
Federal Agencies 31356GOF57  FANNIE MAE 10/5/2015  10/5/2017 0.01 0.51 25,000,000 24,992,356 24,995,827 24,991,500
Federal Agencies 3133EETS? FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 9/25/2015 10/19/2017 0.05 0.54 30,000,000 30,000,600 30,000,328 29,997,000
Federal Agencies 3130A6LZ8 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 4/28/2016 10/26/2017 1.15 0.63 25,000,000 24,930,368 24,945,769 24,964,750
Federal Agencies 3133EEBRO FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 11/18/2014 11/13/2017 0.04 0.54 25,000,000 24,988,794 24,995,501 24,994,500
Federal Agencies 3133EEJ76  FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 8/20/2015 11/13/2017 0.20 0.53 25,000,000 24,991,500 24,995,438 24,989,500
Federal Agencies 3134G44F2 FREDDIE MAC 5/21/2013 11/21/2017 1.22 0.80 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,990,000
Federal Agencies 3130A3HF4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 12/22/2014  12/8/2017 1.26 113 25,000,000 24,955,500 24,980,958 25,091,750
Federal Agencies 3137EADX4 FREDDIE MAC 12/11/2015 12/15/2017 1.28 1.00 25,000,000 24,969,000 24,980,177 25,062,250
Federal Agencies 3133EEFE5 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 12/19/2014 12/18/2017 1.29 1.13 50,000,000 49,914,500 49,963,067 50,202,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEMHO FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/27/2015  2/2/2018 0.01 0.55 4,000,000 3,999,480 3,999,725 3,998,440
Federal Agencies 3133EEMHO FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 2122015  2/2/2018 0.01 0.55 35,000,000 34,978,893 34,990,005 34,986,350
Federal Agencies 3133EEANO  FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 11/5/2014  2/5/2018 0.01 0.54 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,986,250
Federal Agencies 3133EEANO FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 11/5/2014  2/5/2018 0.01 0.54 25,000,000 24,991,750 24,996,375 24,986,250
Federal Agencies 3133EEANO FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 11/5/2014  2/5/2018 0.01 0.54 50,000,000 49,983,560 49,992,776 49,972,500
Federal Agencies 3133EFNK9 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 11/9/2015  2/9/2018 0.02 0.58 25,000,000 24,994,315 24,996,366 25,004,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEN71 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/22/2015 3/22/2018 0.06 0.55 50,000,000 49,992,500 49,995,891 49,947,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEQ86 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/27/2015 3/26/2018 0.07 0.50 50,000,000 49,978,500 49,988,127 49,922,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEQ86 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/29/2015 3/26/2018 0.07 0.50 50,000,000 49,978,500 49,988,104 49,922,000
Federal Agencies 3133EFWG8 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 1/26/2016  3/26/2018 0.07 0.65 25,000,000 24,997,200 24,997,976 25,026,000
Federal Agencies 3133EEZC7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 4/16/2015  4/16/2018 0.04 0.56 50,000,000 49,992,422 49,995,907 49,985,000
Federal Agencies 31331KJB7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 2/2/2016  4/25/2018 1.61 3.00 14,230,000 14,876,184 14,707,684 14,730,327
Federal Agencies 3134G8XS3 FREDDIE MAC 7/22/2016  4/27/2018 1.64 1.05 23,630,000 23,688,583 23,630,000 23,587,702
Federal Agencies 3133EEU40 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/3/2015  5/3/2018 0.01 0.53 69,000,000 68,994,894 68,997,080 68,913,060
Federal Agencies 3135G0WJ8 FANNIE MAE 5/23/2013 5/21/2018 1.7 0.88 25,000,000 24,786,500 24,926,609 25,018,250
Federal Agencies 3130A8VL4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 8/24/2016  5/24/2018 1.72 1.00 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 9,976,300
Federal Agencies 3130A8Vi4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 8/24/2016 5/24/2018 1.72 1.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,940,750
Federal Agencies 3134G9GG6 FREDDIE MAC 5/26/2016 5/25/2018 1.72 0.80 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,015,000
Federal Agencies 3134G9HC4 FREDDIE MAC 5/25/2016 5/25/2018 1.72 1.00 10,000,000 9,995,000 9,995,678 10,008,800
Federal Agencies 3133EFCT2 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 9/8/2015  6/8/2018 0.02 0.55 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,968,750
Federal Agencies 3133EFCT2 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 9/8/2015  6/8/2018 0.02 0.55 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,937,500
Federal Agencies 3133EEW48 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/11/2015  6/11/2018 0.03 0.56 50,000,000 49,996,000 49,997,635 49,926,500
Federal Agencies 3133EFSH1 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 12/18/2015 6/14/2018 1.77 1.17 25,000,000 24,952,250 24,965,803 25,115,500
Federal Agencies 3133EGGC3 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/20/2016  6/20/2018 0.05 0.63 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,995,250
Federal Agencies 3134G9RZ2 FREDDIE MAC 6/22/2016  6/22/2018 1.80 0.80 8,950,000 8,950,000 8,950,000 8,949,463
Federal Agencies 3134GoUY1 FREDDIE MAC 6/29/2016  6/29/2018 1.81 1.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,948,250
Federal Agencies 3134GoUY1  FREDDIE MAC 6/29/2016  6/29/2018 1.81 1.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,948,250
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Federal Agencies 3133EGBQ7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT 0.05 0.64 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,995,500
Federal Agencies 3133EGBQ7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/19/2016  7/19/2018 0.05 0.64 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,995,500
Federal Agencies 3130A8U50 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 7/29/2016  7/25/2018 1.89 0.83 22,250,000 22,225,263 22,224,466 22,195,265
Federal Agencies 3134G9Q67 FREDDIE MAC 7/27/2016  7/27/2018 1.89 1.05 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,949,250
Federal Agencies 3134G9Q67 FREDDIE MAC 7/2712016  7/27/2018 1.89 1.05 25,000,000 24,993,750 24,994,058 24,949,250
Federal Agencies 3136G2NZ6 FANNIE MAE 9/30/2015 9/28/2018 2.06 0.75 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,250
Federal Agencies 3136G2NZ6 FANNIE MAE 9/30/2015 9/28/2018 2.06 0.75 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,250
Federal Agencies 3133EGFK6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/17/2016 10/17/2018 0.05 0.64 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,979,250
Federal Agencies 3133EGFK6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/17/2016 10/17/2018 0.05 0.64 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,979,250
Federal Agencies 3134G82B4 FREDDIE MAC 11/23/2015 11/23/2018 221 0.7 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,997,500
Federal Agencies 3136G2C39 FANNIE MAE 12/30/2014 12/28/2018 2.29 1.63 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,048,900
Federal Agencies 3133EGDM4 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/2/2016  1/2/2019 0.01 0.66 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,988,500
Federal Agencies 3130A8VZ3 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 7/28/2016  1/25/2019 2.37 1.05 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,948,000
Federal Agencies 3132X0EK3 FARMER MAC 1/25/2016  1/25/2019 0.15 0.81 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,029,750
Federal Agencies 3133EGBU8S FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 5/25/2016  2/25/2019 0.07 0.70 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,006,500
Federal Agencies 3136G2XK8 FANNIE MAE 2/26/2016  2/26/2019 2.47 0.76 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,009,000
Federal Agencies 3136G2Y68 FANNIE MAE 2/26/2016  2/26/2019 2.47 0.756 15,935,000 15,927,033 15,928,399 15,934,681
Federal Agencies 3132X0ED2 FARMER MAC 1/19/2016  3/19/2019 0.05 0.72 40,000,000 40,000,000 40,000,000 39,988,000
Federal Agencies 3136G3FC4 FANNIE MAE 3/29/2016  3/29/2019 2.54 1.00 6,250,000 6,250,000 6,250,000 6,246,563
Federal Agencies 3134G8VT3 FREDDIE MAC 5/23/2016  4/25/2019 2.62 0.80 14,560,000 14,568,332 14,559,341 14,673,250
Federal Agencies 3134G9DB0 FREDDIE MAC 4/29/2016  4/29/2019 2.64 0.88 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 9,999,400
Federal Agencies 3134GODB0 FREDDIE MAC 4/29/2016  4/29/2019 2.64 0.88 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,997,000
Federal Agencies 3136G3QP3 FANNIE MAE 5/24/2016  5/24/2019 2.68 1.25 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,009,200
Federal Agencies 3134GOLF2 FREDDIE MAC 6/7/2016  6/7/2019 2.74 0.76 75,000,000 75,000,000 75,000,000 74,996,250
Federal Agencies 3136G3NK7 FANNIE MAE 6/7/2016  6/7/2019 2.74 0.756 25,000,000 24,996,250 24,996,545 25,000,500
Federal Agencies 3136G3NM3 FANNIE MAE 6/7/2016  6/7/2019 2.74 0.75 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,863,500
Federal Agencies 3134G9QN0O FREDDIE MAC 6/14/2016  6/14/2019 2.75 0.88 12,500,000 12,500,000 12,500,000 12,493,500
Federal Agencies 3134G9QP5 FREDDIE MAC 6/14/2016  6/14/2019 2.75 1.00 11,500,000 11,500,000 11,500,000 11,500,000
Federal Agencies 3134G9QW0 FREDDIE MAC 6/14/2016  6/14/2019 2.74 1.28 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,057,000
Federal Agencies 3134G9YR2 FREDDIE MAC 7/12/2016  7/12/2019 2.83 0.85 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,929,000
Federal Agencies 3133EGED3 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/9/2016  8/9/2019 0.02 0.69 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,971,000
Federal Agencies 3133EGED3 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 6/9/2016  8/9/2019 0.02 0.69 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,971,000
Federal Agencies 3134GY94F1 FREDDIE MAC 8/15/2016  8/15/2019 2.92 1.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,952,000
Federal Agencies 3135G0P23 FANNIE MAE 8/30/2016  8/23/2019 2.93 1.25 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 19,977,800
Federal Agencies 3136G3X52 FANNIE MAE 8/23/2016  8/23/2019 2.94 1.10 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,932,250
Federal Agencies 3134G9GS0 FREDDIE MAC 5/26/2016  8/26/2019 2.94 1.25 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,017,750
Federal Agencies 3134G8TG4 FREDDIE MAC 4/11/2016 10/11/2019 3.03 1.50 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,016,350
Federal Agencies 3136G3LV5 FANNIE MAE 5/26/2016 11/26/2019 3.7 1.35 8,950,000 8,950,000 8,950,000 8,964,141
Federal Agencies 3134G9VR5 FREDDIE MAC 7/6/2016  1/6/2020 3.30 1.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,952,750
Federal Agencies 3136G3TK1  FANNIE MAE 7/6/2016  4/6/2020 3.54 0.88 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,959,500
Federal Agencies 3132X0AT8 FARMER MAC 6/5/2015  6/2/2020 0.01 0.64 41,000,000 41,000,000 41,000,000 40,782,290
Federal Agencies 3136G3TGO0 FANNIE MAE 6/30/2016  6/30/2020 3.75 1.15 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,000,000 14,986,050
Federal Agencies 12/24/2015 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,091,000

State/Local Agencies
State/Local Agencies
State/l.ocal Agencies
State/lL.ocal Agencies
State/Local Agencies
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3133EFTX5

914118419
914118SJC5
914118JC5
13063CPMB
91412GL45

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA ST

BANK

‘ 5/19/2016

7/5/2016
7/14/2016
7/15/2016
12/9/2014

UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 6/30/2016

City and County of San Francisco

711912018

9/1/2016
9/12/2016
9/12/2016
11/1/2016
5/16/2017

12/24/2020

0.07

0.00
0.03
0.03
0.17
0.70

0.85

0.00 $
0.00
0.00
0.75
0.65

3,639,878.000

37,000,000 $

9,450,000
23,000,000
44,000,000

5,505,000

,644.010,142

36,973,175 §

9,443,070
22,983,414
44,046,200

5,505,000

'$3,640,676,748

36,973,175 §

9,443,070
22,983,414
44,004,067

5,505,000

3,641,433,981

37,000,000
9,448,816
22,997,119
43,994,280
5,499,660



Investment Inventory
Pooled Fund

r Date ' PO ue

State/Local Agencies 91412GUU7 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 4/10/2014 5/15/2017 0.70 1.22 3,250,000 3, 250 000 3, 250 000 3 260,108
State/Local Agencies 13063CFC9 CALIFORNIA ST 11/5/2013  11/1/2017 1.15 1.75 16,500,000 16,558,905 16,517,223 16,642,230
State/Local Agencies 13063CPN4 CALIFORNIA ST 12/22/2014  11/1/2017 1.16 1.25 5,000,000 5,004,550 5,001,855 5,014,500
State/Local Agencies 13063CPN4  CALIFORNIA ST 11/25/2014  11/1/2017 1.16 1.25 50,000,000 50,121,500 50,048,283 50,145,000
State/Local Agencies 91412GL52  UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 6/30/2016 5/5/2018 1.67 0.99 2,470,000 2,470,000 2,470,000 2,464,220
State/Local Agencies 91412GL60  UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 6/30/2016 5/15/2019 2.66 1.23 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 1,893,140
State/Local Agencies 91412GSB2 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 10/5/2015 7/1/2019 277 1.80 4,180,000 4,214,443 4,206,066 4,223,012
State/Local Agencies 91412GSB2 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 10/2/2015 7/1/2019 277 1.80 16,325,000 16,461,640 16,428,179 16,492,984
State/Local Agencies 6055804W6 MISSISSIPPI ST 4/23/2015 10/1/2019 2.81 6.09 8,500,000 10,217,510 9,691,245 9,714,225
State/Local Agencies 977100CW4  WISCONSIN ST GEN FUND ANNUAL 8/16/2016  5/1/2020 3.58 1.45 18,000,000 18,000,000 18,000,000 17,891,820
State/Local Agencies  91412GF59  UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE _ 8/9/2016  5/15/2021 4.48 1.91 1,769,000 1,820,926 1,810,144 1,798,277
| Subtotals 1.06 1.08 '§ 246949000 $ 249070333 $ 248331720 $ 248579391
Public Time Deposits PP5Z1EJS4 MISSION NATIONAL BK SF 2/19/2016  2/21/2017 0.22 0.86 $ 240,000 3 240,000 $ 240,000 $ 240,000
Public Time Deposits PP600XGA1 TRANS-PAC NATIONAL BK 3/21/2016  3/21/2017 0.55 1.05 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000
Public Time Deposits PPFOOEG62 BANK OF SAN FRANCISCO 4/11/2016  4/11/2017 0.11 0.89 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000
Public Time Deposits PPQJ03J86 PREFERRED BANK LA CALIF 5/16/2016  5/16/2017 0.71 0.85 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000

UMPQUA BANK 6/29/2016  6/29/2017 240,000 240,000 240,000

Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiabie CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
Negotiable CDs
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06427E3U3
06366CA32
06366CA32
06417HUW4
06366CC48
06417HVR4
78009NB96
89113EEG9
89113EL79
78009NXP6
89113EU20
78009NSX5
96121TH27
96121TH27
78009NB54
78009NZD1
06427EMB5
89113E2G0
89113WFC5
96121TK64
89113WALO
06417HE36
06417HE36
06427EX55
78009NZW9
06427EDJ7
78009ND94
89113ECT9
89113E525
06427K3A3

BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY
WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO

6/28/2016
3/31/2015
3/31/2015
9/25/12014
4/7/2015
10/7/2014
4/20/2016
10/16/2015
2/12/2016
12/3/2015
12/7/2015
12/16/2014
12/22/2015
12/22/2015
4/8/2016
1/25/2016
4/29/2016
1/11/2016
7/28/2016
2/4/2016
5/11/2016
2/23/2015
2/23/2015
6/8/2016
3/10/2016
9/17/2015
7/1/2016
10/2/2015
4/8/2016
8/3/2016
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9/21/2016
9/23/2016
9/23/2016
9/23/2016
10/7/2016
10/7/2016
10/17/2016
10/17/2016
11/8/2016
12/2/2016
12/7/2016
12/15/2016
12/28/2016
12/28/2016
11412017
1/25/2017
2/1/2017
21112017
21112017
2/3/2017
2/1512017
2/23/2017
2/23/2017
3/6/2017
3/10/2017
3/17/2017
3/27/2017
3/28/2017
4/12/2017
5/3/2017

0.06
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.02
0.10
0.13
0.13
0.19
0.01
0.02
0.04
0.08
0.08
0.35
0.07
0.17
0.00
0.00
0.43
0.46
0.23
0.23
0.51
0.03
0.05
0.57
0.08
0.61
0.18

0.85
0.93
1.00
1.02
1.01
0.83
0.99
0.99
0.96
1.03
1.00
0.99
1.07
1.02
1.00
1.10
1.10
1.03
1.02
0.91
0.96
0.87
1.10
1.16

240,000

25,000,000 $
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
100,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
40,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000

3

25,000,000 $
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,069,012
50,000,000
50,000,000
100,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
40,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000

;200,000 §

11,200,000 $  1.200,000
25,000,000 $ 25,004,223
25,000,000 25,006,882
50,000,000 50,013,765
50,000,000 50,015,690
50,000,000 50,020,979
50,000,000 50,026,026
25,000,000 25,016,113
25,000,000 25,018,880
25,001,290 25,030,989
50,000,000 50,034,262
50,000,000 50,035,596
100,000,000 100,024,189
50,000,000 50,040,236
50,000,000 50,040,236
50,000,000 50,036,148
25,000,000 25,028,976
25,000,000 25,026,271
50,000,000 50,052,067
25,000,000 25,031,197
50,000,000 50,057,351
40,000,000 40,046,070
25,000,000 25,042,297
25,000,000 25,042,297
25,000,000 24,989,326
50,000,000 49,976,697
25,000,000 24,972,240
25,000,000 24,978,212
50,000,000 49,931,618
25,000,000 24,997,695
25,000,000 25,008,267
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Investment Inventory
Pooled Fund

_ Settle

Maturity |
o | , ‘ o bl
Negotlable CDs 06417HUR5 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 9/25/2014  9/25/2017

061 50,000,000 - 50,000, 000 50,000, ooo 49,900,000

Negotiable CD 06427EK91__BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO _ 4/25/2016_10/25/2017 007 124 __ 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,909,100
_Subtotals = E o 02 95 $1,265,000, 265, 1,265,001,290 $1,265,353,898_
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BJ79  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 7/5/2016  9/7/2016 000 000 $§ 30000000 $ 29971200 § 29,971,200 § 29,997,950
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BJKO  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 7/12/2016  9/19/2016 005 0.0 40,000,000 39,957,067 39,957,067 39,991,800
Commercial Paper  06538BKH5 ~BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 4/19/2016 10/17/2016 013 0.0 30,000,000 29,865,758 29,865,758 29,984,283
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BKX0  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 5/3/2016 10/31/2016 017 0.0 25,000,000 24,886,875 24,886,875 24,980,833
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BKX0  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 5/4/2016 10/31/2016 017 0.0 25,000,000 24,887,500 24,887,500 24,980,833
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BMF7 ~BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 6/20/2016 12/15/2016 029 000 40,000,000 39,814,089 39,814,089 39,938,167
Commercial Paper ~ 89233GQ33 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 6/6/2016  3/3/2017 050 0.0 25,000,000 24,810,625 24,810,625 24,897,063
Commercial Paper ~ 89233GQ66 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 6/9/2016  3/6/2017 051 0.0 25,000,000 24,812,500 24,812,500 24,895,375
Commercial Paper ~ 89233GQ74 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP  6/10/2016  3/7/2017 052 0.0 25,000,000 24,812,500 24,812,500 24,804,813
Commercial Paper ~ 89233GR73 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP  7/13/2016  4/7/2017 060  0.00 40,000,000 39,687,333 39,687,333 39,803,800
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BRM7 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 7/26/2016  4/21/2017 064 0.0 50,000,000 49,547,931 49,547,931 49,739,000
Commercial Paper ~ 89233APL7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP  7/28/2016  4/21/2017 008 107 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 24,869,500
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BS53  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 8/9/2016  5/5/2017 068 0.0 25,000,000 24,755,285 24,755,285 24,824,042
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BS53 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 8/10/2016  5/5/2017 068  0.00 40,000,000 39,603,956 39,603,956 39,718,467
Commercial Paper __ 06538BSC8 _BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 8/17/2016 _5/12/2017 0.70___0.00 25,000,000 24,750,611 24,750,611 24,819,035
" Subtotals’ - e T ; 0.39 06§ 470,000,000 7,163,220 § 467,163,220 § 468,334,960
Medium Term Notes  89114QAL2 TORONTO-DOMINIONBANK . 12/15/2014  9/9/2016 002 112§ 18930,000 $ 19,016,132 § 18931,087 $ 18,930,047
Medium Term Notes  89114QAL2  TORONTO-DOMINION BANK 3/2/2015  9/9/2016 002 142 24,000,000 24,103,620 24,001,488 24,001,200
Medium Term Notes  9612EODBO  WESTPAC BANKING CORP 10/10/2014  10/7/2016 002 075 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000
Medium Term Notes ~ 073928546  BEAR STEARNS COS LLC 2/10/2016 11/21/2016 022 120 6,450,000 6,439,745 6,447,085 6,451,355
Medium Term Notes ~ 36967FAB7 ~ GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 11912015 1/9/2017 011 094 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,020,000
Medium Term Notes  064159AM8  BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA 10/20/2015  1/12/2017 037 255 10,000,000 10,185,500 10,054,826 10,054,200
Medium Term Notes ~ 90331HMC4  US BANK NA CINCINNATI 2/11/2016  1/30/2017 042 110 1,500,000 1,502,063 1,500,880 1,500,645
Medium Term Notes ~ 90331HMC4  US BANK NA CINCINNATI 7/1/2016  1/30/2017 042 110 6,900,000 6,910,488 6,007,435 6,902,967
Medium Term Notes ~ 90331HMC4  US BANK NA CINCINNATI 2/12/2016  1/30/2017 042 110 8,515,000 8,523,174 8,518,497 8,518,661
Medium Term Notes ~ 90331HMC4  US BANK NA CINCINNATI 6/24/2016  1/30/2017 042 110 10,000,000 10,012,200 10,008,374 10,004,300
Medium Term Notes ~ 36962G2F0  GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 4/8/2015  2/15/2017 021 099 3,791,000 3,789,138 3,790,542 3,794,412
Medium Term Notes ~ 36962G2F0  GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 4/112015  2/15/2017 021 099 4,948,000 4,942,755 4,946,723 4,952,453
Medium Term Notes ~ 89236TCC7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP  4/14/2015  2/16/2017 0.21 1.01 10,000,000 10,006,300 10,001,570 10,004,700
Medium Term Notes ~ 89236TCC7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP  2/20/2015  2/16/2017 0.21 1.01 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,023,500
Medium Term Notes ~ 91159HHD5  US BANCORP 2/3/2016  5/15/2017 070 165 3,090,000 3,111,908 3,102,010 3,101,711
Medium Term Notes ~ 459200JD4  IBM CORP 2/19/2016  8/18/2017 022 125 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,093,750
Medium Term Notes ~ 459200GJ4  IBM CORP 3/22/2016  9/14/2017 1.00 570 1,325,000 1,417,057 1,388,148 1,388,706
Medium Term Notes ~ 911312AP1  UNITED PARCEL SERVICE 1/28/2016  10/1/2017 1.08  1.13 2,000,000 2,003,780 2,002,440 2,004,400
Medium Term Notes ~ 459200HKO  IBM CORP 5/6/2016  2/8/2018 143 125 11,450,000 11,519,616 11,506,840 11,501,983
Medium Term Notes  89236TCY9 _TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 4/8/20 4/6/2018 010 1.04 45,000,000 45,000,000 45,000,000 45,134,550
: ,899,0 13.483.4 3,107,944 3,384,440
Money Market Funds 09248U718  BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FUNDS T-FI 8/31/2016  9/1/2016 000 022 % 5007551 $ 5007551 $  5007,551 $ 5,007,551
Money Market Funds 31607A703  FIDELITY INSTITUTIONAL MONEY N 8/31/2016  9/1/2016 000 030 310,389,566 310,389,566 310,389,566 310,389,566

Money Market Funds 61747C707 _ MORGAN STANLEY INSTITUTIONAL 8/31/2016___9/1/2016 0.00 0.27 5,219,548

5,219,548 5,219,548 5,219,548
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Investment Inventory
Pooled Fund

; LD ISSLUCE NaME : 2416 LAt tiuration touponR . Fdr vaiue Dook value DOOK valle | Nigaiket vaiue
Supranationals 45905UXQ2 INTL BK RECON & DEVELOP 7/27/2016  1/26/2018 0.07 064 $ 25,000,000 $ 25000000 $ 25000000 $ 24,996,500
Supranationals 459058ERO  INTL BK RECON & DEVELOP 10/7/2015 _ 10/5/2018 2.07 1.00 25,000,000 24,957,500 24,970,320 25,008,000
. Subtotals i : 1.07 0.82 50,000,000 $ 49957500 $ 49970320 0,004,500

August 31, 2016

City and County of San Francisco
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Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

For mnth ende August 31, 2016

Amort.

_ Readlized Earned Income

Type of Investment

cusip

. lIssuer Nam . - o _Interest | Expense Gainf{loss)  [Net Earnings
U.S. Treasuries 912828RJ1  US TSY NT $ 75,000,000 1.00 R 63525 $ 2,901 $ - % 66,425
U.S. Treasuries 912828RM4 US TSY NT 25,000,000 1.00 0.74 12/26/13  10/31/16 21,060 (5,473) - 15,587
U.S. Treasuries 912828RX0 US TSY NT 25,000,000 0.88 0.67 2/25/14  12/31/16 18,427 (4,337) - 14,090
U.S. Treasuries 912828SJ0 US TSY NT 25,000,000 0.88 1.21 3/21/12 2/28/17 18,437 6,877 - 25,314
U.S. Treasuries 912828SJ0 US TSYNT 25,000,000 0.88 1.21 3/2112 2/128/17 18,437 6,877 - 25,314
U.S. Treasuries 912828SJ0 US TSYNT 75,000,000 0.88 0.94 31412 2/28/17 55,311 3,909 - 59,221
U.S. Treasuries 9128288M3 US TSY NT 50,000,000 1.00 1.07 4/4/12 33117 42,350 2,791 - 45141
U.S. Treasuries 912828TM2 US TSY NT 100,000,000 0.63 0.96 12/15/15 8/31/17 52,678 28,094 - 80,771
U.S. Treasuries 912828M72 US TSY NT 50,000,000 0.88 1.00 12117115 11/30/17 37,056 5,088 - 42,144

Us. ngasuries 912828M72 US TSY NT __50,000,000 0.88 1.00 12/17/16  11/30/17 5,258 - 42,314

Federal Agencies 313384C98 FED HOME LN DISCOUNT NT $ - 0.00 0.32 7/15/16 8/22/116 $ 2442 $ - $ - $ 2,442
Federal Agencies 3137EACW7 FREDDIE MAC - 200 0.61 12/3/15 8/25/16 9,825 (6,702) - 3,123
Federal Agencies 3135GO0YE7 FANNIE MAE - 083 0.52 3/17/14  8/26/16 21,701 (3,493) - 18,209
Federal Agencies 3.14E+32 FANNIE DISCOUNT NOTE - 0.00 0.20 8/30/16 8/31/16 556 - - 556
Federal Agencies 31315PQB8 FARMER MAC 7,000,000 1.50 0.70 10/29/13 9/1/16 8,750 (4,666) - 4,084
Federal Agencies 3130A6BD8 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 15,000,000  0.51 0.35 6/30/16 9/9/16 6,375 (1,965) - 4,410
Federal Agencies 313370TW8 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 2.00 1.39 10/11/11 9/9/16 41,667 (12,562) - 29,104
Federal Agencies 3130A7KH7 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5,495,000 0.53 0.42 5/4/16  9/29/16 2,427 (516) - 1,911
Federal Agencies 313378UBS5 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5,000,000 1.13 0.51 10/23/14  10/11/16 4,708 (2,596) - 2,113
Federal Agencies 3130A3CE2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 40,000,000 0.63 0.58 11/3/14  10/14/16 20,833 (1,395) - 19,438
Federal Agencies 3137EADSS FREDDIE MAC - 088 0.57 3/3/14  10/14/16 4,861 184,749 (173,866) 15,744
Federal Agencies 3130A6PZ4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 5,950,000 0.40 0.76 1/7/16  10/28/16 1,983 1,813 - 3,797
Federal Agencies 3130A3J70 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 7,015,000 0.63 0.66 11/18/15  11/23/16 3,654 205 - 3,859
Federal Agencies 3130A3J70 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 0.63 0.64 1117114 11/23/16 13,021 421 - 13,441
Federal Agencies 313381GA7 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 23,100,000  0.57 0.57 11/30/112  11/30/16 10,973 (93) - 10,879
Federal Agencies 313371PV2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 6,545,000 1.63 0.48 5/11/16 12/9/16 8,863 (6,319) - 2,544
Federal Agencies 313371PV2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 1.63 0.64 11/6/14 12/9/16 33,854 (20,815) - 13,039
Federal Agencies 313371PV2  FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 1.63 0.65 12/4/14 12/9/16 33,854 (20,502) - 13,352
Federal Agencies 313371PV2 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 1.63 0.72 12/12/14 12/9/16 33,854 (19,056) - 14,799
Federal Agencies 313384758 FED HOME LN DISCOUNT NT 24,625,000 0.00 0.48 6/21/16  12/16/16 10,178 - i - 10,178
Federal Agencies 3133XHZK1 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 33,850,000 4.75 0.48 5/11/16  12/16/16 133,990 (121,739) - 12,251
Federal Agencies 3130A12F4 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 20,500,000 0.70 0.70 3/19/14  12/19/16 11,958 63 - 12,022
Federal Agencies 3134G5VG7 FREDDIE MAC 50,000,000 0.78 0.78 12/29/14  12/29/16 32,500 - - 32,500
Federal Agencies 3134G33C2 FREDDIE MAC 50,000,000  0.60 0.60 1/3113 113117 25,000 - - 25,000
Federal Agencies 3133ECB37 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 14,000,000  0.58 0.58 12/20/12 1112117 6,767 - - 6,767
Federal Agencies - 31315PWW5 FARMER MAC 49,500,000 1.01 1.02 5/4/12 111717 41,663 446 - 42,109
Federal Agencies 3130A7T62 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 9,000,000 0.55 0.56 4/20/16 11817 4,125 51 - 4,176
Federal Agencies 3133EDRD6 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 50,000,000 0.45 0.52 12/12/14 1/30/17 18,940 739 - 19,679
Federal Agencies 3133786Q9 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 67,780,000 1.00 0.72 11013 2113117 56,483 (15,893) - 40,590
Federal Agencies 3133EDFW7 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 50,000,000 0.55 0.55 2/2t14  2/27/117 23,504 - - 23,504
Federal Agencies 3130A8D83 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 25,000,000 0.52 0.52 6/2/16 3/2117 11,087 - - 11,087
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 15,000,000 0.88 0.93 12/29/15  3/10/17 10,938 649 - 11,587
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 22,185,000 0.88 0.72 6/216  3/10/17 16,177 (2,968) - 13,209
Federal Agencies 3133782N0 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 50,000,000 0.88 0.82 12/15114  3/10/17 36,458 (2,222) - 34,236
Federal Agencies 3133EDP30 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 26,000,000 0.56 0.50 10/314  3/24117 12,017 (321) - 11,696
Federal Agencies 3133EDZW5 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 25,000,000 0.54 0.55 10/29/14  3/29/17 11,160 9 - 11,168
Federal Agencies 31315PTQ2 FARMER MAC 12,500,000 1.26 1.36 4/10112 411017 13,125 1,031 - 14,156
Federal Agencies 3133ECLLS FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 10,000,000  0.80 0.60 417M3 4177 5,000 - - 5,000
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Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
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Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
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Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
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31315PUQO
3135G0JA2
3137TEADF3
31315PZQ5
313379FW4
313379FW4
3130A3SL9
3133EAUWS
3133EEGH7
3137EADH9
3137EADH9
3134G5W50
3130A8L35
3133ECV92
3133ECVGE
3135G0F24
3133EEFX3
3137EADLO
3135G0OF57
3133EETS?9
3130A6LZ8
3133EEBRO
3133EEJ76
3134G44F2
3130A3HF4
3137EADX4
3133EEFES
3133EEMHO
3133EEMHO
3133EEANO
3133EEANO
3133EEANO
3133EFNK9
3133EENT71
3133EEQS86
3133EEQ86
3133EFWGS8
3133EEZCY
31331KJB7
3134G8XS3
3133EEU40
3135GOWJ8
3130A8VL4
3130A8VL4
3134GOETO
3134G9GGE
3134GOHC4
3133EFCT2
3133EFCT2
3133EEW48
3133EFSH1

Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

Issuer Name

FARMER MAC

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FARMER MAC

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FANNIE MAE

FEDERAIL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FANNIE MAE

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK

Malue €
10,500,000

8,058,000
25,000,000

9,000,000
12,000,000
20,600,000
25,000,000
50,000,000

8,400,000
15,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
23,520,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
30,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000

4,000,000
35,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
14,230,000
23,630,000
69,000,000
25,000,000
10,000,000
25,000,000

50,000,000
10,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000

0.50
0.65
0.56
3.00
1.05
0.53
0.88
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.80
1.00
0.55
0.55
0.56
1.7

1.13
0.54
1.14
0.80
0.93
1.02
1.02
0.62
0.94
0.78
1.10
1.00
0.75
0.56
0.72
0.54
0.57
1.22
0.53
0.54
0.82
0.57
0.56
0.80
1.19
1.06
1.18
0.55
0.59
0.54
0.56
0.56
0.60
0.56
0.52
0.52
0.66
0.57
0.94
1.05
0.54
1.05
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.80
1.03
0.55
0.55
0.56
1.25

7116
5M14/12
12/28/12
1211914
12/29/15
12/30/14
6/19/12
12/26/14
5/25/16
3/25/14
12/30/14
6/24/16
724113
8/5/13
9/16/15
12/23/14
3/25/14
10/5/15
9/25/15
4/28/16
11/18/14
8/20/15
5/21/13
12/22/14
1211115
12/19/14
5/27/15
212115
11/5/14
11/5114
11/5/14
11/9/15
5/22/15
5127115
5/29/15
1/26/16
4/16/15
2/216
7/22/16
6/3/15
523113
8/24/16
8/24/16
5/25/16
5/25/16
5/25/16
9/8/15
9/8/15
6/11/15
12/18/15
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Dat
4/26/17
412717
51217

6/5/17
6/9/117
6/9/117
6/15/17
6/19/17
6/26/17
6/29/17
6/29/17
6/30/17
7/20117
7124117
726117
8/16/17
8/23/17
9/29/17
10/5/17
10119117
10728117
111317
111317
11/2117
12/8/117
12/15/17
12/118/17
2/2/18
212118
2/5/18
2/5/18
2/5/18
2/9/18
3/22/18
3/26/18
3/26/18
3/26/18
4/16/18
4/25/18
4/27/18
5/3/18
52118
5/24/18
5/24/18
5/25/18
5/25/18
5/25/18
6/8/18
6/8/18
6/11/18
6/14/18
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Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies

Federal Agencies .

Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies

Federal Agencies

Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
Federal Agencies
_Subtotals

August 31, 2016

3133EFTX5

3133EGGC
3134G9RZ2
3134GOUY1
3134GoUY1
3133EGBQ7
3133EGBQ7
3130A8U50
3134GoQ67
3134GoQ67
3136G2NZ6
3136G2NZ6
3133EGFK&
3133EGFK8B
3134G82B4
3136G2C39
3133EGDM4
3130A8VZ3
3132X0EK3
3133EGBUS
3134G8K81
3134G8K81
3134G8LN7
3136G2XK8
3136G2Y68
3132X0ED9
3136G3FC4
3134G8VT3
3134G9DBO
3134G9DB0O
3136G3QP3
3134G9OLF2
3136G3NK7
3136G3NM3
3134G9QN0O
3134GoQP5
3134GOQW0
3134GoYR2
3133EGED3
3133EGED3
3134G94F1
3135G0P23
3136G3X59
3134G9GS0
3134G8TG4
3136G3LV5
3134GYVR5
3136G3TK1
3132X0AT8
3136G3TGO

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BAN

Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

_ Issuer Name

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FANNIE MAE

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FARMER MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FANNIE MAE

FARMER MAC

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

FREDDIE MAC

FANNIE MAE

- FARMER MAC

FANNIE MAE

3,639,878,000

8,950,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
22,250,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
16,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000

25,000,000
15,935,000
40,000,000
6,250,000
14,560,000
10,000,000
50,000,000
10,000,000
75,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
12,500,000
11,500,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
20,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
15,000,000
8,950,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
41,000,000
15,000,000
100,000,000

. . Coubrii'
25,000,000

0.63
0.80
1.00
1.00
0.64
0.64
0.83
1.056
1.05
0.76
0.76
0.64

’YTM1 .

0.63
0.80
1.00
1.00
0.64
0.64
0.89
1.05
1.06
0.75
0.75
0.64
0.64
0.75
1.63
0.66
1.05
0.81
0.70
1.00
1.00
0.75
0.75
0.77
0.72
1.00
0.80
0.88
0.88
1.25
0.75
0.76
0.75
0.88
1.00
1.28
0.85
0.69
0.69
1.00
1.25
1.10
1.25
1.50
1.35
1.00
0.88
0.64
1.15

85

6/22/16
6/29/16
6/29/16
5/19/16
5/19/16
7129116
7/127/16
7/127/16
9/30/15
9/30/15
6/17/16
6/17/16
11/23/15
12/30/14
6/2/16
7/28/16
1/25/16
5/25/16
2/26/16
2/26/16
2/26/16
2/26/16
2/26/16
1/19/16
3/29/16
5/23/16
4/29/16
4/29/16
5/24/16
6/7/16
6/7/16
6/7/16
6/14/16
6/14/16
6/14/16
7/12116
6/9/16
6/9/16
8/15/16
8/30/16
8/23/16
5/26/16
4/11/16
5/26/16
7/6/16
7/6/16
6/5/15
6/30/16

12124718
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6/20/18

6/22/18
6/29/18
6/29/18
7/19/18
7/19/18
7/25118
7/2718
7127118
9/28/18
9/28/18
10/17/18
10/17/18
11/23/18
12/28/18
112119
1725119
1/25/119
2/25/19
2/26/19
2126119
2/26/19
2/26/19
2126119
3/19/119
3/29/19
4/25/19
4/29/19
4/29/19
5/24/19
6/7/19
6/7/19
6/7/19
6/14/19
6/14/19
6/14/19
7/12119
8/9/19
8/9/19
8/15/19
8/23/19
8/23/19
8/26/19
1011119
11/26/19
1/6/20
4/6/20
6/2/20
6/30/20

12/24/20 ;
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Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

State/Local Agencies 612574DR1 MONTEREY PENINSULA CACMNTY $ - 098 0.98 5/7113 8/1/16 $ -5 - % - % -
State/Local Agencies 914118J19 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 37,000,000  0.00 0.45 7/5/16 91116 14,338 - - 14,338
State/Local Agencies 91411SJC5 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 9,450,000  0.00 0.44 7/14/16 9/12/16 3,580 - - 3,580
State/Local Agencies 91411SJC5 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 23,000,000  0.00 0.44 7/15/16 9/12/16 8,714 - - 8,714
State/Local Agencies 13063CPME CALIFORNIA ST 44,000,000 0.75 0.69 12/9/14 1111116 27,500 (2.067) - 25,433
State/Local Agencies 91412GL45 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 5,505,000 0.65 0.65 6/30/16 5/15/17 2,982 - - 2,982
State/Local Agencies 91412GUU7 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 3,250,000 1.22 1.22 4/10114  5/15117 3,310 - - 3,310
State/Local Agencies 13063CFC9 CALIFORNIA ST 16,500,000 1.75 1.66 11/5/13 1"Mnnr 24,063 (1,253) - 22,809
State/Local Agencies 13063CPN4 CALIFORNIA ST ) 5,000,000 1.25 1.22 12/22/14 111117 5,208 (135) - 5,073
State/l.ocal Agencies 13063CPN4 CALIFORNIA ST 50,000,000 1.25 117 11/25/14 11Mn7 52,083 (3,514) - 48,570
State/Local Agencies 91412GL52 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 2,470,000  0.99 0.99 6/30/16 5/5/18 2,044 - - 2,044
State/Local Agencies 91412GL60 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 2,000,000 1.23 1.23 6/30/16  5/15/19 2,047 - - 2,047
State/Local Agencies 91412GSB2 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 4,180,000 1.80 1.57 10/5/15 71119 6,256 (782) - 5474
State/Local Agencies 91412GSB2 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 16,325,000 1.80 1.56 10/2/15 7M1/M19 24,433 (3,096) - 21,337
State/Local Agencies 6055804W6 MISSISSIPPI ST 8,500,000  6.09 1.38 4/23/15 1011119 43,130 (32,825) - 10,305
State/Local Agencies 977100CW4 WISCONSIN ST GEN FUND ANNUA 18,000,000 1.45 1.45 8/16/16 5/1/20 10,845 - - 10,845
State/Local Agencies 91412GF52 UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA REVENUE 1,769,000 1.91 1.40 8/9/16  5/15/21 2,065 (551) - 1,514
. Subtotals 1 246,949.000 . 232598 % (44224) § 188,374
Public Time Deposits PP6J105Z6 IND & COMM BK OF CHINA $ - 075 0.75 8/10/15 8/10/16 $ - $ - % 44
Public Time Deposits PP5Z1EJS4 MISSION NATIONAL BK SF 240,000 0.86 0.86 219116 22117 - - 177
Public Time Deposits PP600OXGA1 TRANS-PAC NATIONAL BK 240,000 1.05 1.05 3/21/16 32117 - - 213
Public Time Deposits PPFOOEG62 BANK OF SAN FRANCISCO 240,000 0.89 0.89 4/1116 41117 - - 184
Public Time Deposits PPQJ03J86 PREFERRED BANK LA CALIF 240,000 0.85 0.85 5/16/16 5/16/17 - - 173

Public Time Deposits PP7COE3S1

_ Subfotals

UMPQUA BANK 240,000  0.79
1,200,000

6/29/16

6/29/17

Negotiable CDs 06366CWAZ2 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO $ - 072 0.72 2/12/15 8/12/16 $ 5468 § - % -3 5,468
Negotiable CDs 06427E3U3 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 0.64 0.64 6/28/16  9/21/16 13,778 - - 13,778
Negotiable CDs 06366CA32 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 0.78 0.78 3/31/15 9/23/16 16,308 - - 16,308
Negotiable CDs 06366CA32 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 50,000,000 0.78 0.78 3/31/15 9/23/16 32,616 - - 32,616
Negotiable CDs 06417HUW4 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 50,000,000 0.84 0.84 9/25/14 9/23/16 36,246 - - 36,246
Negotiable CDs 06366CC48 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 50,000,000 0.76 0.76 477115 10716 32,380 - - 32,380
Negotiable CDs 06417HVR4 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 50,000,000 0.86 0.86 10/7/114 1017116 36,903 - - 36,903
Negotiable CDs 78009NB26 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 25,000,000 0.85 0.85 4/20/16  10/17/16 18,191 - - 18,191
Negotiable CDs 89113EE69 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 25,000,000  0.93 0.93 10/16/15  10/17/16 20,001 - - 20,001
Negotiable CDs 89113EL79  TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 25,000,000 1.00 0.97 2/1216 11/8/16 21,528 (588) - 20,940
Negotiable CDs 78009NXPS ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 50,000,000 1.02 1.02 12/3/15 12/2/16 43,736 - - 43,736
Negotiable CDs 89113EU20 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 50,000,000 1.01 1.01 12/7/15 1217116 43,579 - - 43,579
Negotiable CDs 78009NSX5 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 100,000,000  0.83 0.83 12/15/14  12/15/16 71,688 - - 71,688
Negotiable CDs 96121TH27 WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY 50,000,000  0.99 0.99 12/22/15  12/28/16 41,534 - - 41,534
Negotiable CDs 96121TH27 WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY 50,000,000  0.99 0.99 12/22/15  12/28/16 41,534 - - 41,534
Negotiable CDs 78009NB54 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 50,000,000 0.96 0.96 4/8/16 14117 41,333 - - 41,333
Negotiable CDs 78009NZD1 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 25,000,000 1.03 1.03 1/25/16 1/25117 21,660 - - 21,660
Negotiable CDs 06427EME5 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 1.00 1.00 4/29/16 21117 21,452 - - 21,452
Negotiable CDs 89113E2G0 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 50,000,000  0.99 0.99 1/11/16 21117 42,793 - - 42,793
Negotiable CDs 89113WFC5 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 25,000,000 1.04 1.04 7/28/16 2/117 22,446 - - 22,446
Negotiable CDs 96121TK64 WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY 50,000,000 1.02 1.02 2/416 23117 43,917 - - 43,917
Negotiable CDs 89113WALO TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 40,000,000 1.00 1.00 51116 211517 34,444 - - 34,444
Negotiable CDs 06417HE36 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 25,000,000 1.10 1.10 2123115 272317 21,125 - - 21,125
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Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

_ Maturity

25 000,000

2/23/15

G

Negotlable CDs 06417HE36 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 1.10 212317 - 21,125
Negotiable CDs 06427EX55 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 1.03 1.03 6/8/16 3/6/17 - 22,174
Negotiable CDs 78009NZW9 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 50,000,000 1.02 1.02 3/10/16  3/10M17 - 43,528
Negotiable CDs 06427EDJ7 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 0.91 0.91 917115 3NMTNMT - 19,254
Negotiable CDs 78009ND84 ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY 25,000,000 0.96 0.96 7/1/16 32717 - 20,667
Negotiable CDs 89113EC79 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 50,000,000  0.87 0.87 10/215  3/28/17 - 37,613
Negotiable CDs 89113E5Z5 TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY 25,000,000 1.10 1.10 4/8/16 4112117 - 23,681
Negotiable CDs 06427K3A3 BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 25,000,000 1.16 1.16 8/3/16 53117 - 23,343
Negotiable CDs 06417HURS BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS 50,000,000  0.91 0.91 9/25/14  9/25117 - 39,185
Negotiable CDs 06427EK91  BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 50,000,000 4/25/16

10/25117

Commercial Paper  19416EH34 COLGATE-PALMOLIVE CO - 0.00 0.31 8/2/16 8/3/16 $ 172 ¢ - % 172
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BH89 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY - 0.00 0.84 2/8/16 8/8/16 8,167 - 8,167
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BH82 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY - 0.00 0.42 7/29/16 8/8/16 2,042 - 2,042
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BHA4 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY - 0.00 0.43 7/29/16 8/10/16 3,225 - 3,225
Commercial Paper ~ 36164JHN7 GE CAPITAL TREASURY LLC - 0.00 0.37 7/18/16 8/22/16 5,396 - 5,396
Commercial Paper  59515MHQ1 MICROSOFT CORP - 0.00 0.50 6/3/16 8/24/16 9,583 - 9,683
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BJ79 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 30,000,000 0.00 0.54 7/5/16 9/7/16 13,950 - 13,950
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BJKO  BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 40,000,000 0.00 0.56 712116 9/19/16 19,289 - 19,289
Commercial Paper  06538BKH5 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 30,000,000 0.00 0.89 4/19/16  10/17/16 22,992 - 22,992
Commercial Paper  06538BKX0 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 25,000,000 0.00 0.90 5/3/16  10/31/16 19,375 - 19,375
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BKX0 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 25,000,000 0.00 0.90 5/4/16  10/31/16 19,375 - 19,375
Commercial Paper  06538BMF7 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 40,000,000 0.00 0.94 6/20/16  12/15/16 32,378 - 32,378
Commercial Paper  89233GQ33 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 25,000,000 0.00 1.02 6/6/16 3/3117 21,743 - 21,743
Commercial Paper  89233GQ66 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 25,000,000 0.00 1.01 6/9/16 3/6/17 21,528 - 21,528
Commercial Paper  89233GQ74 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 25,000,000 0.00 1.01 6/10/16 31717 21,528 - 21,528
Commercial Paper  89233GR73 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 40,000,000 0.00 1.06 7/13/16 4717 36,167 - 36,167
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BRM7 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 50,000,000 0.00 1.22 7126016 472117 52,097 - 52,007
Commercial Paper ~ 89233APL7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 25,000,000 1.07 1.07 7/28/16  4/21117 22,489 - 22,489
Commercial Paper 065388553 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 25,000,000 0.00 132 8/9/16 5/5/17 20,924 - 20,924
Commercial Paper ~ 06538BS53 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 40,000,000 0.00 1.34 8/10/16 5/5/17 32,511 - 32,511
Commercial Paper  06538BSC8 BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 8/17/16 5/12/117

25,000, OOO

i Subtotals

Medium Term Notes 742718DV8 PROCTER & GAMBLE CO - 1.45 0.46 11/9/15  8/15/16 $ 5518 § (3.713) § 1,804
Medium Term Notes  89114QALZ TORONTO-DOMINION BANK 18,930,000 1.12 -0.66 12/15/14 9/9/16 18,202 4.211) 13,990
Medium Term Notes  89114QAL2 TORONTO-DOMINION BANK 24,000,000 1.12 -0.57 3/2115 9/9/16 23,076 (5,767) 17,309
Medium Term Notes 9612EO0DBO WESTPAC BANKING CORP 50,000,000 0.75 0.75 10/10/14 10/7/16 31,950 - 31,950
Medium Term Notes 073928846 BEAR STEARNS COSLLC 6,450,000 1.20 1.83 2/10/16  11/21/16 6,079 1,116 7,195
Medium Term Notes 36967FAB7 GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 20,000,000 0.94 0.94 1/9/15 119117 16,268 - 16,268
Medium Term Notes 064159AM8 BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA 10,000,000  2.55 1.03 10/20/15 1/12117 21,250 (12,779) 8,471
Medium Term Notes  90331HMC4 US BANK NA CINCINNATI 1,500,000 1.10 0.96 2/11/16 1/30/17 1,375 (181) 1,194
Medium Term Notes  90331HMC4 US BANK NA CINCINNATI 6,900,000 1.10 0.84 7/1/16 1/30117 6,325 (1,526) 4,799
Medium Term Notes 90331HMC4 US BANK NA CINCINNATI 8,515,000 1.10 1.00 2/1216 1130117 7.805 (718) 7,088
Medium Term Notes 90331HMC4 US BANK NA CINCINNATI 10,000,000 1.10 0.90 6/24/16 1/30117 9,167 (1,719) 7.448
Medium Term Notes 36962G2F0 GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 3,791,000  0.99 1.08 4/8/15 2115117 2,941 85 3,026
Medium Term Notes 36962G2F0 GENERAL ELECTRIC CO 4,948,000  0.99 1.20 4/1/15  2/15/17 3,838 237 4,075
Medium Term Notes  89236TCC7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 10,000,000 1.01 0.88 4/14/15  2/16/17 7,882 (290) 7,592
Medium Term Notes 89236TCC7 TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 50,000,000 1.01 1.01 212015 211817 39,408 - 39,408
Medium Term Notes 91159HHD5 US BANCORP 3,090,000 1.65 1.09 213116 51517 4,249 (1,454) 2,794

August 31, 2016

City and County of San Francisco



T . . CUS Issuer Name
Medium Term Notes 459200JD4 1BM CORP
Medium Term Notes 459200GJ4 1BM CORP

Medium Term Notes  911312AP1  UNITED PARCEL SERVICE

Medium Term Notes  459200HK0 1BM CORP
Medium Term Notes
. Subtotal:

TOYOTA MOTOR DIT CORP

Monthly Investment Earnings
Pooled Fund

Par Valu P! - Dai
25,000,000 1.25 1.25 2/19/16 8/18/17
1,325,000 5.70 1.04 3/22/16 9/14/17
2,000,000 1.13 1.01 1/28/16 10/1117
11,450,000 1.25 0.90 5/6/16 2/8/18
45,000,000 4/8/16 4/6/18

Money Market Funds 09248U718 BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FUNDS T-F § 5,007,551 0.22 0.22 1/15/13 9/1/16

Money Market Funds

61747C707
. Subtotal G .

Money Market Funds 31607A703  FIDELITY INSTITUTIONAL MONEY A 310,389,566  0.30 0.30 11/4/15 9/1/16
MORGAN STANLEY INSTITUTIONAL

5,219,548 12/31/12 9/1/18

Supranationals 459516A67 INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORP  § - 0.00 0.40 5/9/16 8/3/16

Supranationals 459516D31 INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORP
Supranationals 45905UXQ2 INTL BK RECON & DEVELOP

459058ERQO

leld to matrlty is calculated at purchase

August 31, 2016

- 0.00 0.33 7/29/16  8/24/16
25,000,000 0.64 0.64 7/27116 1/26/18
25,000,000 10/7/15 10/5/18
£.50,000;00i o

g806.542665 "

City and County of San Francisco

1,875

(5,179)
(191)
(3,356)

1 (39,648)
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For month ended August 31, 2016
| Transaction Settle Dati

. Maturity’ Type of Investment

Investment Transactions
Pooled Fund

. Isster Name . .
BLACKROCK LIQUIDITY FUND

. ParValue Coupon )

Purchase 8/1/2016  9/1/2016 Money Market Funds 09248U718 $ 893 0.10 010 $ - $ 893
Purchase 8/2/2016  8/3/2016 Commercial Paper COLGATE-PALMOLIVE CO 19416EH34 20,000,000 0.00 0.31 100.00 - 19,999,828
Purchase 8/3/2016  5/3/2017 Negotiable CDs BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 06427K3A3 25,000,000 1.16 1.16 100.00 - 25,000,000
Purchase 8/9/2016  5/5/2017 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BS53 25,000,000 0.00 1.32 99.02 24,755,285
Purchase 8/9/2016 5/15/2021 State/Local Agencies UNIV OF CALIFORNIA CA RE 91412GF59 1,769,000 1.91 1.40 102.36 10,230 1,820,926
Purchase 8/10/2016  5/5/2017 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BS53 40,000,000 0.00 1.34 99.01 39,603,956
Purchase 8/15/2016 8/15/2019 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3134G94F1 25,000,000 1.00 1.00 100.00 - 25,000,000
Purchase 8/16/2016  5/1/2020 State/Local Agencies WISCONSIN ST GEN FUND AN 977100CW4 18,000,000 1.45 1.45 100.00 - 18,000,000
Purchase 8/17/2016 5/12/2017 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BSC8 25,000,000 . 0.00 1.35 99.00 - 24,750,611
Purchase 8/23/2016  8/23/2019 Federal Agencies FANNIE MAE 3136G3X59 25,000,000 1.10 1.10 100.00 - 25,000,000
Purchase 8/24/2016 5/24/2018 Federal Agencies FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 3130A8VL0L4 10,000,000 1.00 1.00 100.00 - 10,000,000
Purchase 8/24/2016 5/24/2018 Federal Agencies FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 3130A8VL4 25,000,000 1.00 1.00 100.00 - 25,000,000
Purchase 8/30/2016 8/31/2016 Federal Agencies FANNIE DISCOUNT NOTE 3.14E+32 100,000,000 0.00 0.20 100.00 - 99,999,444
Purchase 8/30/2016 8/23/2019 Federal Agencies FANNIE MAE 3135G0P23 20,000,000 1.25 1.25 100.00 - 20,000,000
Purchase 8/31/2016  9/1/2016 Money Market Funds FIDELITY INSTITUTIONAL M 31607A703 81,116 0.30 0.30 100.00 - 81,116
Purchase 8 6 9/1/201 y Ma ds  MORGAN STANLEY TI 6 1,405 0.28 . . - 1,405
~Sublotals] -y AL A\ e M — 355552 . e - = 102305 359075465

Sale 8/1/2016  9/1/2016 Money Market Funds MORGAN STANLEY INSTITUTI 61747C707 $ 50,000,000 0.26 026 $ 10000 $ - $ 50,000,000

Sale 8/2/2016  9/1/2016 Money Market Funds MORGAN STANLEY INSTITUTI 61747C707 25,000,000 0.28 0.27 100.00 - 25,000,000

Sale 8/9/2016 10/14/2016 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3137EADS5 25,000,000 0.88 0.57 100.11 69,878 25,096,262

Call 8/25/2016  5/25/2018 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3134GOETO  § 7,000,000 1.00 1.00 $ 100.00 $ - § 7,000,000
Call 8/26/2016 2/26/2019 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3134G8K81 5,500,000 1.00 1.00 100.00 - 5,500,000
Call 8/26/2016 2/26/2019 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3134G8K81 12,500,000 1.00 1.00 100.00 - 12,500,000
Call 8/26/2016 2/26/2019 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3134G8LN7 25,000,000 0.75 0. 75 100.00 - 25,000,000
_Subfotals '$50,000,0007 7§ 100,00 §7 50,000,000

Maturity 8/1/2016  8/1/2016 State/Local Agencies MONTEREY PENINSULA CA CM 612574DR1  § 2,670,000 100.00 $ 13,110 § 2,683,110
Maturity 8/3/2016  8/3/2016 Commercial Paper COLGATE-PALMOLIVE CO 19416EH34 - 20,000,000 100.00 20,000,000
Maturity 8/3/2016  8/3/2016 Supranationals INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CO 459516A67 25,000,000 100.00 25,000,000
Maturity 8/8/2016  8/8/2016 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BH8Q 25,000,000 100.00 25,000,000
Maturity 8/8/2016  8/8/2016 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BH89 50,000,000 100.00 50,000,000
Maturity 8/10/2016 8/10/2016 Commercial Paper BANK TOKYO-MIT UFJ NY 06538BHA4 30,000,000 100.00 30,000,000
Maturty ~ 8/10/2016 8/10/2016 Public Time Deposits IND & COMM BK OF CHINA PP6J10526 240,000 100.00 436 240,436
Maturity 8/12/2016 8/12/2016 Negotiable CDs BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO 06366CWA2 25,000,000 100.00 15,410 25,015,410
Maturity 8/15/2016 8/15/2016 Medium Term Notes PROCTER & GAMBLE CO 742718DV8 9,785,000 100.00 70,941 9,855,941
Maturty ~ 8/22/2016 8/22/2016 Federal Agencies . FED HOME LN DISCOUNTNT 31338498 13,081,000 100.00 13,081,000
Maturty ~ 8/22/2016 8/22/2016 Commercial Paper ~ GE CAPITAL TREASURY LLC 36164JHN7 25,000,000 100.00 25,000,000
Maturity 8/24/2016  8/24/2016 Supranationals INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CO 459516D31 50,000,000 100.00 50,000,000
Maturty ~ 8/24/2016 8/24/2016 Commercial Paper ~ MICROSOFT CORP 59515MHQ1 30,000,000 100.00 30,000,000
Maturity 8/25/2016 8/25/2016 Federal Agencies FREDDIE MAC 3137EACW7 7,369,000 100.00 73,690 7,442,690
Maturity 8/26/2016 8/26/2016 Federal Agencies FANNIE MAE 3135GOYET7 50,000,000 100.00 156,250 50,156,250
8/31/2016_ 8/31/2016 Federal Agencies FANNIE DISCOUNT NOTE 3.14E+32 100,000,000

Interest 8/1/2016
Interest 8/1/2016
Interest 8/2/2016
Interest 8/2/2016

August 31, 2016

2/1/2017 Negotiable CDs
2/1/2017 Negotiable CDs
3/2/2017 Federal Agencies
6/2/2020 Federal Agencies

BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
TORONTO DOMINION BANK NY
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FARMER MAC

06427EM65
89113E2G0
3130A8D83
3132X0AT8

100,000,000

$ 25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
41,000,000

City and County of San Francisco
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Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest

| Transaction Setile Date

8/2/2016
8/2/2016
8/2/2016
8/3/2016
8/5/2016
8/5/2016
8/5/2016
8/5/2016
8/8/2016
8/8/2016
8/8/2016
8/8/2016
8/8/2016
8/9/2016
8/9/2016
8/9/2016
8/10/2016
8/11/2016
8/13/2016
8/13/2016
8/13/2016
8/15/2016
8/15/2016
8/16/2016
8/16/2016
8/16/2016
8/16/2016
8/16/2016
8/17/2016
8/17/2016
8/17/2016
8/18/2016
8/19/2016
8/19/2016
8/19/2016
8/19/2016
8/20/2016
8/22/2016
8/22/2016
8/23/2016
8/23/2016
8/23/2016
8/23/2016
8/23/2016
8/24/2016
8/24/2016
8/24/2016
8/25/2016
8/25/2016
8/25/2016
8/25/2016
8/26/2016
8/26/2016

August 31, 2016

2/2/2018 Federal Agencies
2/2/12018 Federal Agencies
11212019 Federal Agencies
5/3/2018 Federal Agencies
2/5/2018 Federal Agencies
2/5/2018 Federal Agencies
2/5/2018 Federal Agencies
10/5/2017 Federal Agencies
10/7/2016 Negotiable CDs
6/8/2018 Federal Agencies
6/8/2018 Federal Agencies
2/8/2018 Medium Term Notes
10/7/2016 Medium Term Notes
2/9/2018 Federal Agencies
8/9/2019 Federal Agencies
8/9/2019 Federal Agencies
3/10/2017 Negotiable CDs
6/11/2018 Federal Agencies
2/13/2017 Federal Agencies
11/13/2017 Federal Agencies
11/13/2017 Federal Agencies
2/15/2017 Medium Term Notes
2/15/2017 Medium Term Notes
4/16/2018 Federal Agencies
8/16/2017 Federal Agencies
2/16/2017 Medium Term Notes
2/16/2017 Medium Term Notes
5/16/2017 Public Time Deposits
3/17/2017 Negotiable CDs
10/17/2018 Federal Agencies
10/17/2018 Federal Agencies
8/18/2017 Medium Term Notes
10/19/2017 Federal Agencies
7/19/2018 Federal Agencies
7/19/2018 Federal Agencies
2/21/2017 Public Time Deposits
6/20/2018 Federal Agencies
11/21/2016 Medium Term Notes
3/22/2018 Federal Agencies
9/23/2016 Negotiable CDs
9/23/2016 Negotiable CDs
2/23/2017 Negotiable CDs
2/23/2017 Negotiable CDs
8/23/2017 Federal Agencies
7/24/2017 Federal Agencies
3/24/2017 Federal Agencies
12/24/2020 Federal Agencies
10/25/2017 Negotiable CDs
2/25/2019 Federal Agencies
5/25/2018 Federal Agencies
1/25/2017 Negotiable CDs
3/26/2018 Federal Agencies
2/26/2019 Federal Agencies

Maturnty Type of Investment | IsSsuer Name

Investment Transactions
Pooled Fund

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FANNIE MAE

BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
{BM CORP

WESTPAC BANKING CORP
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
GENERAL ELECTRIC CO
GENERAL ELECTRIC CO
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FANNIE MAE

TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP
TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP
PREFERRED BANK LA CALIF
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
IBM CORP

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
MISSION NATIONAL BK SF
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
BEAR STEARNS COS LLC
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA HOUS
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
BANK OF MONTREAL CHICAGO
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

ROYAL BANK OF CANADA NY
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK
FREDDIE MAC

Cusli

3133EEMHO
3133EEMHO
3133EGDM4
3133EEU40
3133EEANO
3133EEANO
3133EEANO
3135G0OF57
06366CC48
3133EFCT2
3133EFCT2
459200HK0
9612E0DBO
3133EFNK9
3133EGED3
3133EGED3
78009NZW9
3133EEW48
3133786Q9
3133EEBRO
3133EEJ76
36962G2F0
36962G2F0
3133EEZC7
3135G0F24
89236TCC7
89236TCC7
PPQJ03J86
06427EDJ7
3133EGFK6
3133EGFK6
459200JD4
3133EETS9
3133EGBQ7
3133EGBQ7
PP5Z1EJS4
3133EGGC3
073928546
3133EENT71
06366CA32
06366CA32
06417HE36
06417HE36
3133EEFX3
3133ECV92
3133EDP30
3133EFTX5
06427EK91
3133EGBU8
3134G9ETO
78009NZD1
3133EFWG8
3134G8K81

35,000,000
25,000,000
69,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
11,450,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
67,780,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
3,791,000
4,948,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
10,000,000
50,000,000
240,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
30,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
240,000
25,000,000
6,450,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
26,000,000
100,000,000
50,000,000
50,000,000
7,000,000
25,000,000
25,000,000
5,500,000

City and County of San Francisco

0.93
0.93
0.54
0.53
0.53
0.82
1.21
0.66
1.00
1.00
0.65
1.00

0.75
0.93
0.93
0.54
0.53
047
0.82
1.21
0.66
1.00
1.00
0.66
1.00

1,774
15,523
13,456
30,008
10,926
10,926
21,853
10,281
32,458
11,357
22,714
71,563
32,013
11,933
14,193
14,193
41,013
22,359

338,900
10,933
33,184

7,629
9,957
22,910
10,594
20,856
104,279
514
18,377
13,177
13,177
68,751
13,260
13,203
13,203
521
13,058
17,020
22,492
15,062
30,124
59,666
59,666
23,160
22,729
11,819
70,430
52,007
28,542
17,500
21,483
14,002
27,500
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| Transaction Setile Date Maturity,

Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
interest
interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Interest
Intere:

. Subtotals

8/26/2016
8/26/2016
8/26/2016
8/26/2016
8/26/2016
8/27/2016
8/29/2016
8/30/2016
8/30/2016
8/30/2016
8/31/2016
8/31/2016
8/31/2016
8/31/2016
8/31/2016

Grand Totals

August 31, 2016

2/26/201 9 Federal Agenctes
2/26/2019 Federal Agencies
2/26/2019 Federal Agencies
2/26/2019 Federal Agencies
1/26/2018 Supranationals
2/27/2017 Federal Agencies
3/29/2017 Federal Agencies
4/21/2017 Commercial Paper
12/28/2016 Negotiable CDs
12/28/2016 Negotiable CDs
9/1/2016 Money Market Funds
9/1/2016 Money Market Funds
2/28/2017 U.S. Treasuries
2/28/2017 U.S. Treasuries
2/28/2017 U.S. Treasurles

Investment Transactions
Pooled Fund

dssuerName . GUSiR
EREDDIE MAC 3134G8K81

12,500,000
FREDDIE MAC 3134G8LN7 25,000,000
FANNIE MAE 3136G2XK8 25,000,000
FANNIE MAE 3136G2Y68 15,935,000
INTL BK RECON & DEVELOP 45905UXQ2 25,000,000
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK - 3133EDFW7 50,000,000
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 3133EDZWS 25,000,000
TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORP 89233APLY 25,000,000
WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY 96121TH27 50,000,000
WESTPAC BANKING CORP NY 96121TH27 50,000,000
FIDELITY INSTITUTIONAL M 31607A703 310,389,566
MORGAN STANLEY INSTITUT! 61747C707 5,219,548
US TSY NT 912828SJ0 25,000,000
US TSY NT 912828SJ0 25,000,000
US TSY NT 9128285J0 75,000,000

City and County of San Francisco

'/ ParValue Colipon  YIM

“nterest

¢ Iransaction]

62,500
46,875
93,750
29,878
12,750
23,504
11,101
23,894
44,121
44,121
81,116
1,405
109,375
109,375
328,125
312,500
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Non-Pooled Investments

"797712AD8

Note:

August 31, 2016

NON-POOLED FUNDS PORTFOLIO STATISTICS

Current Month Prior Month
Fiscal YTD August 2016 Fiscal YTD July 2016
Average Daily Balance $ 675,000 $ 675,000 $ 675,000 $ 675,000
Net Earnings $ 3,938 § 1,969 $ 1,969 $ 1,969
Earned Income Yield 3.43% 3.43% 3.43% 3.43%

All non-pooled securities were inherited by the City and County of San Francisco as successor agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency. Book value and amortized book value are derived from limited information received from the SFRDA and are subject to verification.

City and County of San Francisco

20



From: Major, Erica (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2016 11:12 AM
To: BOS-Supervisors _
Cc: BOS-Legislative Aides; Kathie Lowry; Kitsaun King; 'jcunningham@sfcgj.org’,

ascott@sfcgj.org; Howard, Kate (MYR); Ababon, Anthony (MYR); Kelly, Naomi (ADM);
Rosenfield, Ben (CON); Steeves, Asja (CON); Givner, Jon (CAT); Somera, Alisa (BOS);
Campbell, Severin (BUD); Wasilco, Jadie (BUD); Kositsky, Jeff (HOM); Chaplin, Toney (POL);
Fountain, Christine (POL); Alfaro, Nancy (311); Maimoni, Andy (311)

Subject: 60 Day Receipt - Civil Grand Jury Report: Board Response - Civil Grand Jury - San Francisco
Homeless Health .and Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
Attachments: 60 Day Receipt - SF Homeless Health Housing.doc.pdf

Supervisors:

Please find the attached 60-day receipt from the Clerk of the Board documenting the required department responses for
the Civil Grand Jury Report, “San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets” have been
received. This hearing for this matter is scheduled for Thursday, September 15, 2016. The departments that have
submitted their response as required are as follows:

Controller

Mayor

311

Department of Homeless and Supportive Housing
Police Department

NI NI NN

Best,

Erica Major

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-4441 | Fax: (415) 554-5163

Erica.Major@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

&2 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

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

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar in formation 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.






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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No..554-3184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No, 544-5227
DATE: September 14, 2016
TO: Members of the Board of Supervisors

FROM: M‘gela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

SUBJECT: 2015-2016 Civil Grand Jury Report “San Francisco Homeless Health and
Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets.”

We are in receipt of the following required responses to the San Francisco Civil Grand Jury
report released July 12, 2016, entitled: San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing: A Crisis
Unfolding on Our Streets. Pursuant to California Penal Code, Sections 933 and 933.035, the
City Departments shall respond to the report within 60 days of receipt, or no later than
September 9, 2016.

For-each finding, the Department response shall:
1) agree with the finding; or
2) disagree with it, wholly or partially, and explain why.

As to each recommendation, the Department shall report that:

1) the recommendation has been implemented, with a summary explanation; or

2) the recommendation has not beent implemented but will be within a set timeframe as
provided; or

3) the recommendation requires further analysis. The officer or agency head must define
what additional study is needed, The Grand Jury expects a progress report within six
months; or '

4) the recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted or
reasonable, with an explanation.

The Civil Grand Jury Report identified the following City Departments to submit responses
(attached):
e Mayor’s Office submitted a consolidated response for the following departments:
a. Department of Homeless and Supportive Housing
b. Police Department
c. 311
Received September 8, 2016
e Office of the Controller
Received September 9, 2016

These departmental responses are being provided for your information, as received, and may not
conform to the parameters stated in California Penal Code, Section 933.05 et seq. The
Government Audit and Oversight Committee will consider the subject report, along with the
responses, at an upcoming hearing and will prepare the Board’s official response by Resolution
for the full Board’s consideration.




2015-2016 Civil Grand Jury Report: San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Qur
Streets .

Office of the Clerk of the Board 60-Day Receipt

September 14, 2016 -

Page 2

¢: Honorable John K. Stewart, Presiding Judge
Kathie Lowry, 2016-2017 San Francisco Civil Grand Jury
Kitsaun King, 2016-2017 San Francisco Civil Grand Jury -
Jay Cunninghiam, 2015-2016 San Francisco Civil Grand Jury
Alison Scott, 2015-2016 San Francisco Civil Grand Jury
Kate Howard, Mayor’s Office
Anthony Ababon, Mayor’s Office
Naomi Kelly, Office of the City Administrator
Ben Rosenfield, Office of the Controller
Asja Steeves, Office of the Controller
Jon Givner, City Attorney’s Office
Alisa Somera, Office of the Clerk of the Board
Severin Campbell, Budget and Legislative Analyst’s Office
Jadie Wasilco, Budget and Legislative Analyst’s Office
Jeff Kositsky, Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing
Toney Chaplin, Police Department
Christine Fountain, Police Department
Nancy Alfaro, 311
Andy Maimonij, 311




CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield
' Controller

Todd Rydstrom
Deputy Controller

September 9, 2016
Received via email
The Honorable John K. Stewatt 9/9/2016
Presiding Judge, Superior Court of California, County of San Francisco File Nos. 160617 and 160618
400 McAllister Street, Room 008
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Controller’s Office response to the 2015-16 Civil Grand Jury Report entitled
“SF Homeless Health & Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on our Streets”

Dear Judge Stewart:

Pursuant to Penal Code Section 933 and 933.05, the following is in response to the Civil Grand Jury
report issued on July 12, 2016,

Finding: F.C.2. MONITORING: The non-profit agencies that petrform services for the homeless
monitor their own Outcome Performance. The Controller’s Office only performs fiscal and compliance
monitoring, except for the Navigation Center.

Controller’s Response: Disagree, in part.

In FY2015-16, 136 nonprofit agencies, with an aggregate of over $460 million in City funding from nine
departments, were monitored through the Controller's Citywide Nonprofit Monitoring and Capacity
Building Program that focuses on fiscal and compliance measures. The Controller also reported on the
outcomes and challenges of the Navigation Center in a series of dashboards and reports. Outcomes,
performance and results of nonprofit service agencies are tracked by the departments that hold the
contracts. The City has considered a joint monitoring program for outcome performance in the past, but in
general the subject matter expertise required, and the variety of service types is so wide that joint outcome
performance monitoring did not seem practicable. As the new Homelessness and Supportive Housing
Department is developed, the monitoring approach can be revisited. In addition, the Controller's
Whistleblower Unit investigates complaints related to non-profit agencies in all service areas, and the
Controller's Audit Division carries out compliance and performance audits as part of its on-ongoing
programs. These audits test results, productivity and compliance with contract requirements.

If you have any questions about this response, please contact Deputy Controller Todd Rydstrom or me at
415-554-7500.

Regg_,;tﬂ}lly}submreted

Controlle

ce: Todd Rydstrom, Deputy Controller, City and County of San Francisco
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City and County of San Francisco

415-554-7500 City Hall « 1 Dr, Carlton B. Goodlett Place » Room 316 » San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 415-554-7466




2015-16 Civil Grand Jury
SF Homeless Health Housing
Office of the Controller :FAINDINGS Response Template

LGl Year

Report Title

Findings

Respondent assigned
by €GJ

2016 Responses {Agree/Disagree)Use the drop down menu

2015-16

SF Homeless Health
& Housing: A Crisis
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F.C.2. MONITORING: The non-profit agencies
that perform services for the homeless monitor
their own Outcome Performance. The
Controller’s Office only performs fiscal and
compliance monitoring, except for the

Navigation Center,

Controller

disagree with It, partially (explanatiaf i
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EDWIN M. LEE
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

Received via email
9/8/2016
File Nos. 160617 and 160618

September 8, 2016

The Honorable John K. Stewart

Presiding Judge

Superior Court of California, County of San Francisco
400 McAllister Street

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Judge Stewatt:

Pursuant to Penal Code sections 933 and 933.05, the following is in reply to the 2015-16 Civil Grand Jury
repott, San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing: A Crisis Unfolding on Onr Streets. As noted in the teport, the
City recently created the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing (DHSH) that consolidates
services formerly provided by the Human Services Agency and Department of Public Health and singly
focuses on getting homeless individuals housed. Led by DHSH, the City is calling for the development of
six Navigation Centers in the next two yeats, with the second 93-bed Navigation Center at the Civic Center
Hotel at 20 12th street opened in June 2016, as noted in the report, This site replicates the successful setvice
model of the fitst Navigation Center: at 1950 Mission Street. The third Navigation Center is expected to be
located on Port property on 25th street and open in January 2017. The City continues to evaluate sites for
additional Navigation Centets,

In addition, the City provides Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH), an evidence based practice for
resolving chronic homelessness. Between January 2004 and December 2015, the City placed 12,708
individuals into permanent housing and reduced chronic homelessness. The City has 6,278 units in its
suppottive housing portfolio; added 1,301 units and placed over 3,000 individuals in a supportive unit
between Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12 and FY 2015-16. The City is in the planning phases for three additional
PSH sites to be opened within the next year and continues to look for new units and resources to expand
supportive housing to meet the City’s goal of ending chronic homelessness.

Short-term rental assistance is anothet opportunity to house people with fewer bartiers to long term stability
and is a critical tool for assisting individuals that are non-chronically homeless. Local and state resoutces
have allowed the City to develop a robust rapid rehousing program for families and to pilot similax
programs for transitional aged youth (TAY), seniors and persons with disabilities, and single adults.

On the November 2016 election, San Franciscans will consider Proposition J, a Charter amendment creating
a homeless housing and setvices fund and transportation improvement fund. If approved by voters, the
Homeless Housing and Setvices Fund (Fund) would provide additional funding for services to homeless
individuals, including homelessness prevention, exits from homelessness, and stabilizing lives of homeless
individuals, Proceeds of the Fund can be used to support operations, including implementation of a
coordinated entry system and capital investments required to maintain or expand the system infrastructure,
These positive outcomes address many of the recommendations of the Civil Grand Jury,

1 DR. CARLTON B, GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 84102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 5564-6141
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Qur Streets
September 8, 2016

A detailed tresponse from the Mayor’s Office, Department of Homelessness and Supportive
Housing, Police Department, and City Administrator to the Civil Grand Juty’s findings and
tecommendations follows,

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this Civil Grand Juty repott,

Sincerely, /

L QM/J VA <o M

FEdwin Lee Jeff Kositsky
Mayot Ditectot,
Homelessness and Suppottive Housing

Toney 0} “haplin Naomi M. Kelly

Interim Chief of Police City Administrator
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

Findings:

Finding F.A.1. DISPATCH HOT: San Francisco HOT is the most informed first responder: for non-
violent events, as they are part of DPH and have access to the database CCMS, but health providers are
neither dispatched with police not linked as tespondets to 311 calls.

Disagree with finding, pattially.

The City’s current first responders — the San Francisco Police Department (SFPD) and the San Francisco
Fire Department (SFFD), including the Emergency Medical System (EMS), are the most prepared,
resourced, and equipped agencies to respond to emergency calls for service. These emergency responders
operate 24/7 and have the staffing capacity to respond to emetgencies at any time of day ot night. They ate
also trained to assess a wide range of critical public safety and medical situations.

SFHOT does not shate that level of staffing, capacity, training ot enforcement authority. DHSH is curtently
partnering with the SFFD to embed SFHOT staff with first responders through the EMS-6 pilot program,
The pilot will be evaluated and the decision to expand this model will be based on that evaluation. We will
also be working with the Department of Public Health (DPH) on a plan to addtess first responder needs
related to individuals with mental health or related issues.

Finding F.A.2: POLICE ACCESS: There is no coordinated plan to suppott police first responders in a role
that is not dealing with ctitinal behavior. When the police are called out for homeless ot encampment
issues they have no access to health or substance abuse providers or information regarding the client’s
mental health.

Agree with finding,

City workers (HOT ot DPH) who have access to health or substance abuse providess or a client’s mental
health information are prohibited by law (FIIPAA) from shating it with law enforcement officers. The
SEPD may not be the propes respondent for this finding due to the fact the department has no control over
changing the law or the practices or procedures of another agency.

Finding F.A.3: POLICE TRAINING: Police say they have limited training, ot limited access to data to
deal successfully with the mentally ill. With the high numbets of mentally ill on our streets, even the most
compassionate of police when threatened could find themselves in a position where they must follow their
procedutes and shoot.

Disagree with finding, wholly.

Over 500 first-responder members have received Crisis Intetrvention Team (CIT) training in the past 2 years
(see SFPD Department Bulletin 16-097, Response by Crisis Intervention Trained Officets). In addition,
there has been a specific policy (Department Bulletins 11-113, 13-120, and 15-155, Response to Mental
Health Calls with Armed Suspects) since 2011 outlining how officers are to respond to petsons in crisis
which involves a weapon other than a firecarm, This policy establishes the guidelines officers ate to follow,
inctuding promptly requesting a supetvisot to tespond, with an emphasis on cteating time and distance
when a person in crisis is armed with a weapon other than a fireatm and poses a danger only to him/hetself.

Page3 of 13




Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Juty
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on QOut Streets
September 8, 2016

Officers are trained in this approach beginning in the basic academy, through CIT tLammg, and as pait of
continued professional training (CPT).

Finding I'.A 4: POLICE TICKET: Faced with multiple requests for their service, police use judgment
regarding enfotcement con31de1mg the best chance to have a successful outcome. When called to help, they
generally do not ticket because it is not productive.

Disagree with finding, pattially,

Police officers ate trained to use judgment when enforcing lower-level crimes, including infractions
pertaining to local City ordinances and codes. Officets issue thousands of tickets every year for quality-of-
life violations. While some may argue that ticketing may not be the most effective method, the SFPD does
enforce laws and write incident repotts, especially when tesponding to complaint-generated calls for service
from a member of the public

Finding F.B.1. DISPARATE SOURCES: Many agencies ate providing setvices and gathering information
without a common data soutce.

Agree with finding.

Finding F.B.2. INTAKE SYSTEM: Local agencies providing setvices ate not tequited to use the same
intake database. Thete is no cootdinated Data Entty System. This results in duplication of entries with -
homeless clients having to enter the same information in multiple places.

Disagree with finding, partially,

A coordinated entry process is in place for DHSHs federally funded housing programs for chronically
homeless adults and veterans, There is also a coordinated in-take process in place for the family shelter
system. ‘These effotts are informing the process of building the system-wide Coordinated Entry System for
all populations and housing programs.

Finding F.B.3. INITIAL CONTACTS: Fitst tesponders do not have access to a coordinated access/entry
system.

Agree with finding.

Finding F.B.4, HOUSING SERVICES: Multiple agencies are looking for housing resousces — shelters,
apattments, etc. for their clients. Each maintains their own databases of tesoutces and compete with each
other, Thete is no single cootdinated resource for government sponsoted housing,

Disagree with finding, partially,

While the system is insufficient, the City does have some cootdinated processes in place. The CHANGES
system is the coordinated shelter database and is accessible by the four shelter reservation sites and through

311. The City also has the newly created affordable housing portal which serves as a centralized database
and application process for affordable housing (excluding permanent suppottive housing) in San Francisco.
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

DHSH agrees that mote centralized and consistent information about shelter and housing resources would
be beneficial.

Finding F.C.1, OUTCOME PERFORMANCE: Contracts ate awarded through HSA and DPH with few
tequitements to include Client OQutcome in petformance repotts used to evaluate the success of a contract
ot progtam. Number of Clients Setved is mote often used.

Agree with finding.

Finding F.C.2, MONITORING: The non-profit agencies that petform setvices for the homeless monitor
theit own Outcome Petformance. The Controller’s Office only performns fiscal and compliance monitoring,
except for the Navigation Center.

Disagree with finding, wholly.

DHSH program staff who were formerly a patt of the Human Setvices Agency and the Depattment of
Public Health regulatly monitor performance ontcomes by service providers. The contracts are not cuttently
structured for performance based funding,

Finding F.D.1. SHELTERS: The “old style” shott-term sheltets ate used by some of the homeless
population but are disliked and perceived as unsafe. They are not designed for positive outcomes; they are
metely a means to get people out of the weather, They do not address the need to accommodate pattners,
possessions and pets. Chronic homeless avoid non-suppottive shelters because they fear being robbed
and/or victimized.

Disagtee with finding, partially.

While impetfect, short-term shelters are a necessaty and ctitical component of the City’s system of care for
homeless individuals. Short-term sheltets provide an essential alternative for individuals that are not housed
and can ptovide connections to setvice providers. San Francisco’s City sponsored sheltets are on average
approximately 95% full at all times. Based on Point-in-Time Count data, it was estimated there were 1,745
chronically homeless individuals families living in San Francisco on January 29, 2015, 32% of this
population is sheltered.

Finding I.D.2, CENTERS; Repotts on the pilot Navigation Center show success in welcoming clients,
gathering intake data, tracking the human outcomes, connecting people to setvices and monitosing exits for
tecidivism. One key to the success of the Navigation Center has been the innovative pattnership with the
Controller’s Office to track and report on human outcomes.

Agree with finding.

Finding F.D.3. HOUSING: The Navigation Center currently setves only 75 clients at a time and moves
them out by way of Homeward Bound o to suppottive housing - tempotary ot permanent. The Center
keeps beds open specifically for Homeward Bound (a short turnaround). Exits to local housing have been
difficult since propetties are unavailable, making the Navigation Center seem more like permanent housing
instead of transitional housing.
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

Disagree with finding, partially.

‘The Navigation Center model is in no way implemented like or perceived to be permanent housing. The
average length of stay at the 1950 Mission Navigation Center is currently 49 days for all clients and 93 days
for those who ate placed into Pexmanent Suppottive Housing (as of July 2016). New permanent housing is
difficult to acquire because of limited availability and costs. Despite these challenges, adding new supportive
housing continues to be a priotity for the City. In the past 5 fiscal years the City has added 1,301 units to its
suppottive housing portfolio, .

Finding F.D,4, SUPPORTIVE HOUSING: Reseatch on other city and state homeless practices confirm
that providing supportive housing is the most successful way to end homelessness. This is especially true |
fot the chronically homeless population, a group that has health and addiction issues. San Francisco has not
provided sufficient suppoztive housing to this homeless population.

Disagree with finding, partially.

Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH) is an evidence based practice fot resolving chronic homelessness.
There has been a reduction in chronic homelessness in San Francisco due to the City’s significant
investments in PSH. Between January 2004 and December 2015, the City has placed 12,708 individuals into
permanent housing, The City has 6,278 units in its suppottive housing portfolio; 1,301 added between FY
2011-12 and FY 2015-16. Due to new units and tutnovet, over 3,000 individuals have been placed in a
suppottive unit in this time period. DHSH is in the planning phases for three additional PSH sites to be
opened within the next year, DHSH continues to Jook for new units and resoutces to expand suppottive
housing to meet the City’s goal of ending chronic homelessness.

PSH, howevet, is not the only answer to homelessness, Shott-term rental assistance is another opportunity
to house people with fewer bartiets to long term stability and is an appropriate response for non-chronic
homelessness. Local and state resousces have allowed the City to develop a robust rapid rehousing program
for families and to pilot similar progtams for transitional aged youth (TAY), seniots and persons with
disabilities, and single adults. ‘

Finding F.D.5. ENCAMPMENTS: DPH does not act to condemn encampments as unsafe and reduce the
health problem associated with them unless there are shelter and housing options available to the people in
the encampments. Currently thete ate few options,

Disagree with finding, pattially.

DPH considets multiple factors when evaluating the conditions of encampments, including the conditions,
the ability for those conditions to be improved, and the availability of community-based services and
suppotts. San Francisco has an atray of community-based services that are available to care for this
vulnerable population,

On the November 2016 election, San Franciscans will consider Proposition Q, an ordinance prohibiting the
placement of tent encampiments on public sidewalks. If approved by the votess, Proposition Q would
prohibit tent encampments and requite the City to offer housing ot sheltet, The City would also be required
to offer homeless services, defined as a program (Homewatd Bound) that pays for transportation to reunite
individuals with family ot friends outside of San Francisco. It also requites the City to provide written notice
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

24 hours in advance to individuals and also to post the notices in the atea of the encampment. The affected
individuals' petsonal property, with cettain exceptions, would be stored by the City for at least 90 days,

Finding F.E.1. 311 HOMELESS HELP ORGANIZATION: mySF311.0rg’s Homeless -- Person Seeking
Help page presents an alphabetical, uncategotized list of links and lacks detail,

Homeless -- Person Seeking Help page found at http://sf311.01g/homeless%E2%80%93-person-seeking-
help as of May, 2016. Also available in Figure 13.

Agree with finding,
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Jury
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

Recommendations;

Recommendation R.A.1. If safe to do so, SF HOT should be the fitst respondets, and the SFPD should
accompany when necessaty.

Recommendation will not be implemented.
The City’s existing first responders — SFPD, SFFD, and Departtment Emergency Management (DEM) - are
the most prepared, resources and equipped agencies to tespond to emetgency calls, DHSH’s Homeless

Outreach Team is not staff or trained to be first tespondets,

Recommendation R.A 1.1, The number of SF HOT personnel should be increased so that they will be
available to respond.

Requires furthet analysis.

The mission of SFHOT is to serve people in need of non-utgent medical care and service connection.
DHSH will continue to suppott the pilot EMS-6 partnership and is developing a strategic plan that
considets the size and scope of the role of the SFHOT team.

Recommendation R.A.2: Police should have access to mental health and substance abuse data as well as
historical interaction with city setvices when they are called to respond to a homeless issue.

Recommendation will not be implemented because it is not watranted or reasonable,

City wotkers (HOT or DPH) who have access to health or substance abuse providers or a client’s mental
health information ate prohibited by law (HIPAA) from sharing it with law enforcement officers.

Recommendation R.A.3: Police training should include methods to deal with mentally unstable individuals.
Recommendation has been implemented,

Ovet 500 first-responder members have teceived Crisis Intervention Team (CIT) training in the past 2 years
(see SFPD Department Bulletin 16-097, Response by Crisis Intervention Trained Officers), In addition,
thete has been a specific policy (Department Bulletins 11-113, 13-120, and 15-155, Response to Mental
Health Calls with Armed Suspects) since 2011 outlining how officers are to respond to persons in ctisis
which involves a weapon othet than a fiteatrm. This policy establishes the guidelines officers ate to follow,
including plomptly chuestmg a supetvisor to respond, with an emphasis on creating time and distance
when a person in ctisis is armed with a weapon other than a fiteattn and poses a danger only to him/hetself.
Officers are trained in this approach beginning in the basic academy, through CIT training, and as part of
continued professional training (CPT).

Recommendation R.A.4, Police policies and legal consequences need to be better coordinated so that police
ate not put in a position whete citations have no effect.

Requires further analysis.
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Juty
. San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crisis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

The SFPD is but one patt of the larger "Law Enfotcement” model. Police Officets enforce laws that are
passed by lawmakers. The District Attorney's office, courts, and legislatots have a much stronger role to play
when it comes to legal consequences.

Recommendation R.B.1. Take advantage of the cootdination opportunities provided by the formation of
the new Departiment on Homelessness and Supportive Housing to fund and implement a coordinated entry
system.

Recommendation will be implemented in the future,

DHSH is in the process of moving its system to a cootdinated entry process to better cootdinate services
and priotitize people for housing, shelter, and services based on system-wide ptiotities, DHSH has begun
this process by piloting coordinated entry for federally funded housing programs for chronically homeless
adults and veterans, DHSH is in the planning process for the family system and plans to expand
coordinated entry to all subpopulations by October 2018,

On the November 2016 election, San Franciscans will consider Proposition J, a Chatter amendment creating
a homeless housing and services fund and transportation improvement fund. If apptoved by voters, the
Homeless Housing and Setvices Fund would be used to provide setvices to the homeless, including
programs to prevent homelessness, cteate exits from homelessness, and move homeless individuals into
more stable situations. Proceeds of the fund can be used to suppott operations, including implementation of
a coordinated entry system.

Recommendation R.B.2. Develop a consistent intake system for information sharing across all departments
setvicing the homeless.

Recommendation will be implemented in the fature,

DHSH is working on developing data and information sharing protocols and processes. This protocols will
be consistent with Health Insutance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) regulations.

Recommendation R.B.3.  Take advantage of the coordination opportunities provided by the formation of
the Depattment on Homelessness and Supportive Housing to require all agencies using city/state/federal
funding to use the same database to find housing opportunities.

Recommendation will be implemented in the future,

DHSH plans to require all DHSH contracted service providers to utilize this common database for
homeless services. DHSH plans to offer technical assistance to providers to train staff and make the

transition, Exceptions may need to be made for programs where anonymity is key to safety.

Recommendation R.B.4.  First Responders need access to a coordinated entty system.

Requires further analysis,
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Consolidated Response to the Civil Grand Juty
San Francisco Homeless Health and Housing, A Crsis Unfolding on Our Streets
September 8, 2016

DHSH is priotitizing setting up a coordinated entty system and ensuting access and full utilization by
DHSH funded service providers. Further analysis is required to determine what components of the system
ate most apptroptiate and useful for first respondets to be able to access.

Recommendation R.C.1. Contracts with otganizations receiving City funding should requite comprehensive
Qutcome Performance Measures which inclade client outcomes.

Recommendation will be implemented in the future.

As contracts are renewed, DHSH will look to add in comptehensive client outcome measurements. It is
important that outcome expectations are consistent actoss like programs for like subpopulations and that
DHSH takes guidance from HUD on the minimum client level outcomes to track. AH cutrent DHSH
contracts will come up for renewal between now and 2021,

Recommendation R.C.2. The Department of Homelessness and Suppozrtive Housing should arrange for
homeless service agencies to follow the Navigation Centet model and have ongoing monitoting of their
Outcome Performance objectives overseen by a new program in the Controller’s Office, rather than at the
department ot setvice agency level when new programs ate initiated.

Recommendation will not be implemented.

The Controller’s Office will continue to play its role as chief accounting officer and auditor for City services
but will not establish a new program to ovetsee DHSH outcomes. DHSH has established a Data and
Petformance Unit within the department to evaluate the impact of programs and will continue to partner
with the Controller’s Office, as approptiate.

Recommendation R.C.3. The Department of Hotnelessness and Suppoitive Housing should generate a
public annual repost showing the outcome scotes of all homeless services agencies and the funding they
received.,

Recommendation will be implemented in the future,

Once the DHSH cootdinated database is fully implemented, DHSH plans to have live dashboards available
on the depattment’s website to show system level outcomes and funding information.

Recommendation R.ID.1. The Mayor should direct the newly organized Department of Homelessness and
Supportive Housing to move from the testrictive shelter system to the Navigation Center style system which
triages clients to the appropriate setvices,

Recommendation will be implemented in the future.

There were many lessons learned from the Navigaton Centers, including how to operate low-threshold
environment and the impottance of co-locating setvices at shelters. There are plans to implement some of
the lessons learned at traditional sheltets. The timeframe for these reforms are budget dependent.
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Recommendation R.D.1.1. The Mayor should ditect the newly otganized Department of Homelessness and
Suppottive Housing to provide emesgency sheltets when thete is a natural disaster. These shelters should
not be permanent housing,

Recommendation will not be implemented,

In previous years the Human Setvices Agency has operated emergency shelter in the case of extreme tain or
weather, DHSH, Human Setvices Agency and Department of Emergency Management ate working
together to determine which depattment og team of depattments should be responsible for opening and
managing emergency shelters in the event of a natural disaster, DHSH recommends that the responsibility
for opening and managing emergency shelters in the event of a natural disaster to the Human Services
Agency and Department of Emergency Management. These agencies have the capacity and expetience to
manage these types of emergency shelters. ‘

Recommendation R.D.2. The Mayor should explore and acquite new sites where additional Navigation
Centers can be opened. The Board of Supetvisors should urge the Mayor to fund these additional sites,

Recommendation has been implemented.

The Boatd of Supetvisors recently passed and the Mayor signed legislation calling for the development of
six Navigation Centers in the next two years. On June 28, 2016 the City opened the second Navigation
Center at the Civic Center Hotel at 20 12th street, This second site will replicate the successful setvice
model at 1950 Mission Street and will add 93 beds of capacity to the Navigation Center System., DHSH is
in process of opening a third Navigation Center on Pott property in the Central Waterfront atea on 25th
street, "This site is likely to be opened in January 2017. DHSH continues to evaluate sites for additional
Navigation Centets, Staffing is a key component of the success of the Navigation Centers. As DHSH wotks
to open additional sites, funding for staff and opetations is essential for success,

Recommendation R.D.2.1. The Mayor should ensure that the new coordinated Department of
Homelessness and Supportive Housing provide sufficient staff at each Navigation Centet location to deal
with the mental, physical and emotional issues the homeless bring to the sites. The Boatd of Supervisors
should approve funding,

Recommendation has been implemented.

Staffing is a key component of the success of the Navigation Centers. As DHSH works to open additional
sites, funding for staff and operations is essential for success,

Recommendation R.D.5. The city tnust increase the stock vety low income housing to meet the cutrent
need.

Requires further analysis.

Between January 2004 and December 2015, the City placed 12,708 individuals into permanent housing. The
City has 6,278 units in its suppottive housing portfolio; 1,301 added between FY 2011-12 and FY 2015-16.
Due to new units and turnover, over 3,000 individuals have been placed in a suppoztive unit in this time
petiod. DHSH is in the planning phases for three additional PSH sites to be opened within the next yeat.
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Recommendation R.E.1.1. mySF311.0tg’s Homeless -- Person Seeking Help page should not be
alphabetical, but instead be categorized, and include detail about each link as demonstrated on HSA’s
Housing & Homeless Services page captured in Figure E-4.

Homneless -- Person Seeking Help page found at http://sf311.0tg/homeless%E2%80%93-person-seeking-
help as of May, 2016. Also available in Figure13,

Housing & Homeless Setvices page found at http://www.sfhsa.org/76.htm in May, 2016. Also in Figure 14

Recommendation will be implemented,

311 agrees with this recommendation and has made the changes to the website as reflected in the following
link: https://s£311.0rg/homeless-person-seeking-help.

DHSH is prepated and eager to collaborate with 311 to ensure that information about segvices is accessible
and available to those seeking assistance. DHSH will proactively work with 311 to ensure DHSH’s website
has all up-to-date information that can be linked from the SF311.o1g site.

Recommendation R.E.1.2. mySF311.0rg’s Homeless -- Person Seeking Help page should include the

* detailed shelter information found on 311’s Shelters page

Person Secking Help page found at http://sf311.0tg/homeless%E2%80%93-petson-secking-help, as of
May, 2016. Also available in Figure 13.

SE311.01g’s Sheltets page found at http://sf311.0rg/homeless-reservation-centets, in May, 2016,

Requites further analysis.

311 redesigned its website and in the process removed pages that repeated information gathered from other
agencies. 311 does not have staffing resoutces to ensute the accutacy of the information provided on those
pages and many of the pages contained information no longer accurate due to changes made by the service
providet. One of these pages included the Shelter Page referenced in the tecommendations
(http://s£311.01g/ homeless-reservation-centets) so this page is no longer in existence. However, 311 agrees
that in the Homeless — Person Secking Help page thete should be a section containing shelter information.
Out page: https://sf311.0rg/homeless-person-seeking-help contains a “Shelter” category, with hyperlinks to
each of the included sub-categoties. One of these sub-categories, “Resesvation Centers for Shelters”
(shown in highlight below), links ditectly to the HSA Homeless and Housing web (http://sfhsa.org/76.htm)
page to ensure information is relevant and accurate since it is maintained by HSA staff.

DHSH is prepated and eager to collaborate with 311 to ensure that information about services is accessible
and available to those seeking assistance. DHSH will proactively work with 311 to get them the information
needed for the sf311.01g.

Recommendation R.E. 1.3, mySFE311.0tg’s Homeless -- Person Seeking Help page should remove the
“Human Setvices” link and replace it with cleatly named links and attendant details similar to HSA’s
Housing & Homeless Services page, copied here:

Requires further analysis.

311 has limited staffing available to create separate web pages and ensure their accutacy when the
responsible agency alteady has this information available on their respective website; therefore, 311 aims at
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linking to pages from the responsible agencies. This ensures, as information changes (i.e. shelter address,
hours, phone number), 311°s staff does not need to update a duplicative page, and 311 staff can be assured
to always have up-to-date and accurate information to provide to its customers. There ate only a few
instances when an exception is made, and 311 will create its own page, such as in the case of the category of
“Homeless Concerns and Resources” (previously named “Homeless”). Since this categoty expands through
many different agencies, 311 has created its own web page, allowing usets to more easily navigate and obtain
information rather than having to visit different department’s website. Since the redesign of the website, we
have removed the “Human Setvices” link as was recommended but did not replace with similar information
to HSA’s Housing and Homeless page as recommended, Instead, a newly created page
https://s£311.0tg/homeless-person-secking-help has been cteated, which provides a mote otganized set of
links along with a brief explanation to each, including a link to HSA’s Housing & Homeless Services page
when clicking on the “Resoutce Centers for Homeless Assistance” link found in the “Shelter” subsection,

DHSH is prepared and eager to collaborate with 311 to ensure that information about services is accessible

and available to those secking assistance. DHFISH will proactively work with 311 to get them the information
needed for the sf311.0rg.
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Electronic Copy of CGJ's Reply to Departmental/Agency Responses re OIS Report
Attachments: Reply to Responses to the CGJ OIS Report.docx; Reply to Responses to the CGJ OIS

, : Report.pdf :

From: Major, Erica (BOS) _

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 4:51 PM -

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Cc: esvanderpool@gmail.com; Steeves, Asja (CON) <asja.steeves@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Electronic Copy of CGJ's Reply to Departmental/Agency Responses re OIS Report

Greetings Rachel - Please add the attached to the c-pages.
Greetings Eric - | have forwarded the attached for full Board review on our communication page.
Best,

Erica Major

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-4441 | Fax: (415) 554-5163

Erica.Major@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

From: Eric Vanderpool [mailtoiesvanderpool@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 4:49 PM

To: Steeves, Asja (CON) <asja.steeves@sfgov.org>; Major, Erica (BOS) <erica.major@sfgov.org>
Subject: Electronic Copy of CGJ's Reply to Departmental/Agency Responses re OIS Report

Asja and Erica.

As promised, here is a word and PDF copy of the document, which I provided to the committee and some
department heads and aides at today's GAO hearing and asked to have entered into the record.

I'd appreciate it if you'd be so kind as to distribute this to all personnel, agencies, department heads, etc., which
were provided the original CGJ OIS report, as well as the Board of Supervisors and their aides and staff as
warranted. ' :

I'll leave it to the two of you to divide up those efforts as you see fit.

Asja, as you suggested, I think it would be great if you posted this document to the CGJ website.

I've provided the same document in both formats. While distribution of the PDF is probably better to prevent
tampering, I've included a Word version, too, just in case it proves useful for some reason.

Thank you both for your assistance with this and your continued great work for our City.






Eric.






2015-2016 CIVIL GRAND JURY’S REPLY TO DEPARTMENTAL/AGENCY
RESPONSES TO FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS MADE IN THE REPORT:

INTO THE OPEN:

OPPORTUNITIES FOR MORE TIMELY AND TRANSPARENT INVESTIGATIONS

OF FATAL SAN FRANCISCO POLICE DEPARTMENT
OFFICER-INVOLVED SHOOTINGS

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATION 1 WITH RESPONSES.

F.1. | None of the City agencies that are fundamental to OIS investigations has

done an adequate job informing the citizens of San Francisco how the
process works.

SFPD

Agree with finding.

The SFPD agrees that in order to be more transparent, a document outlining
the overall OIS process could be created to share with the public. The
document would include the responsibilities of each agency involved in an OIS
investigation. However, any detailed information regarding a specific
investigation would not be made available due to laws governing the release of
information relating to ongoing investigations.

DA’s Office

The District Attorney agrees with this finding.

OCC

Disagree, partially.

The OCC can only speak to the transparency efforts it has made, and not to the

'| efforts made by the other agencies noted in this finding. As for the efforts of

the OCC, state law prohibits the OCC from. providing the public with factual
information about specific cases, including most of the details of the processes
used in any specific case. Copley Press, Inc. v. Sup. Ct. (County of San Diego)
(2006) 39 Cal.4th 1272. It has been the experience of the OCC that most
complainants concerns about transparency stem from the limitations imposed
by state law, not any failure on the part of the OCC to divulge information that
the OCC is permitted to share.

That said, the OCC is able to inform the public about the process in general,
and does so in the following ways, among others:

a) The OCC publishes annual and quarterly reports, which are also
available at the OCC website, sfgov.org/occ. These reports note the
specific OIS cases investigated, when the OIS incident occurred, and
when the investigations were closed.

b) The OCC publishes monthly Complaint Summary Reports, also known
as Openness Reports, detailing cases resolved that month. These are
redacted to omit any specific case identifier, such as the case names, or
the complainants’ or officers’ names. The details provided include a
summation of the allegations, the findings of OCC, and the action taken
by the Chief of Police and/or the Police Commission on those case.
These reports are also on the OCC website.







c) The OCC’s process for investigating cases is disseminated to the public
through the OCC Community Outreach Strategic Plan. As part of that
plan, OCC staff attend a wide variety of outreach events in the
community, where staff introduce the OCC, its mission, provide
information regarding procedures in general, and distribute OCC
brochures.

d) The OCC website describes the process for receiving and investigating
complaints, which applies equally to OIS cases as it does to other kinds
of complaints.

The Police Commission and the OCC staff deserve credit for the hard work they
have put into these transparency efforts. Taken together, these steps have
made the San Francisco police discipline system among the most transparent:
such systems in the state.

However, the OCC does agree with the Grand Jury that the addition of a
webpage specific to the OIS process on the OCC website as described in
Recommendation 1 would be a valuable resource for the community. The OCC
is working on creating such a page, as described in the next response.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO FINDING 1

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that all three agencies recognize that they can do more to
inform the citizens of San Francisco about how the OIS investigation process works. We also
‘appreciate the work that each of the departments has done with regard to community outreach
generally, and we encourage each department to continue those efforts. Specifically, with regard
to the general process of OIS investigations, however, we believe that clear-cut information must
be readily available to everyone and easily accessible. A sufficient level of transparency is not
met by requiring an interested party to sift through monthly, quarterly or annual reports to find
information on the OIS process or to have to make assumptions about how the process works.

R.1. | Each of the three City agencies fundamental to OIS investigations — SFPD,
DA’s Office and OCC — should create a “OIS Investigations” web page
specifically devoted to educating the public about that agency’s role in the
investigation of OIS incidents. Each agency’s web page should be
comprehensive and answer the following questions:

e Who is involved in the investigation and what are their roles and
responsibilities;

e Why is the agency involved in OIS investigations;

e What is the investigation’s purpose, what goals does the
investigation attempt to achieve, what parts are disclosable and/or
disclosed to the public, and what parts are not and/or cannot be
disclosed and why;

¢ When does the investigation begin, what is the general time frame by
which the public may expect the investigation to be completed, and
what variables may affect this time frame;

e How does the OIS investigation process work; and

e Where may the public go for more information about OIS

‘investigations generally, as well as about specific OIS investigations.







Each agency should make its “OIS Investigations” web page available in
English, Spanish, Chinese and Filipino (Tagalog).

Each agency should provide a link from its home page to its “OIS
Investigations” web page, so that it can be accessed easily.

| Each agency should add its “OIS Investigations” web page to its website as
soon as possible, but no later than six months after the date this report is
published. ,

SFPD Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The SFPD agrees that information should be provided to the public consistent
with the best practices in 21st century policing. The SPFD is evaluating and
adjusting its website to provide improved information to the community.
During this process, the SFPD will consider inclusion of the above
recommendation, as well as review other agency websites for additional
information that could be included. As required by the City and fully
supported by the SFPD, information available on the website will meet the
requirements of the Language Access Ordinance.

DA’s Office This recommendation will be implemented no later than December

: 31, 2016. We are hopeful that by this date we will be able to post our new role
and responsibilities based on the formation of the IIB [Independent
Investigations Bureau].

occC This recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

As noted above with respect to Finding 1, the OCC agrees that the webpage

| described in this Recommendation would be valuable to the community. As
part of a package of ongoing information technology improvements at the
OCC, the Mayor and Board of Supervisors have allocated funding for a new
Assistant Information Systems Analyst (Civil Service Classification 1051). 1
intend to task that individual with creating the webpage containing the
information described in Recommendation I. Other staff are crafting the
content, which will be translated as recommended.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 1

The CivilGrand Jury appreciates that each agency agrees to implement this recommendation.

We ask the SFPD not only to “con51der 1nclus1on of the above recommendation,” but to actually
include the content recommended. We also ask the SFPD to set a “timeframe for
1mplementat1on as reqmred by Penal Code § ¢ 933. 05(b)(2). o f

We ask the DA’s Offlce to commlt to 1mplement this recommendation whether or not the
formatlon of the IIB is successful within the tlmeframe 1nd1cated

We ask the OCC to set a “t1meframe for 1rnplementat10n as requlred by Penal Code §
933. 05(b)(2) , :







FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 2.

F.2. | Because the SFPD consistently does not meet the time frame in its own

General Orders by which investigations of OIS incidents are to be
conducted and completed, the General Orders create false expectations
for the citizens of San Francisco.

SFPD

Disagree with finding, partially.

The 30, 45, and 60-day deadlines imposed in General Orders 3.10 and 8.11,
when first issued, were considered industry standards. With advancements in
technology and science, these investigative deadlines do not reflect inherent
complexities such as forensic evidence processing. In addition, the current -
deadlines did not consider the dependencies of independent investigations
now required that are outside the control of the SFPD, including the District
Attorney’s investigation and, in death cases, the Medical Examiner’s
investigation.

The length of an OIS investigation is largely dependent on the outcome of
these investigations, particularly the charging decision of the District
Attorney’s Office with respect to the officer. All relevant reports, including the
Medical Examiner’s report, are needed to complete the criminal investigation.
Likewise, the trailing administrative investigation would not be complete
without the District Attorney’s Office determination of the criminal portion.
Per California Government Code 3304(d), the time limit investigation of a
personnel investigation tolls until (1) a criminal investigation; (6) civil
litigation; or (7) criminal litigation where the officer is the defendant in the
matter is completed.

While the administrative case could be theoretically closed before conclusion
of these investigations, SFPD’s administrative investigation has a significant
dependency on the finding of the District Attorney, because the officer must
have acted lawfully to be within policy. It is conceivable that at the conclusion
of an investigation, the District Attorney could charge the officer with a crime
that the administrative investigation or the SFPD Homicide investigators had
not foreseen.

Police
Commission

Response not yet provided.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO FINDING 2

The SFPD must recognize its own extended response belies its disagreement with this finding.
and actually supports the finding itself. When the SFPD is not able to meet the timeframes set
forth in its own General Orders: for whatever reason, the General Orders create false
expectations. General Orders must reﬂect the reahty of the s1tuat10n and set forth attainable

- | deadlines.

We look forward to the Police Commission’s response.







R.2.A. | The Police Commission, in coordination with the relevant SFPD divisions,
the DA and the OCC should immediately commission a comprehensive
study of ways to streamline the OIS investigation process with the goal of
reducing the overall time to conduct a full investigation.

Police Response not yet provided.

Commission

SFPD Recommendation has not be been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

This recommendation is being reviewed by the U.S. Department of Justice
Collaborative Reform Initiative (DOJ-CRI) review team and compared against
national best practices. The SFPD will review and implement
recommendations made by the DOJ-CRI and the Civil Grand Jury.

DA’s Office This recommendation will not be implemented as we do not have
adequate funding to commission the recommended study. However
we have already determined several ways to improve the speed and
independence of OIS investigations. In the 2016-17 budget we requested
funding to create an Independent Investigations Bureau (IIB). This request
was funded and we are waiting for the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to
remove the positions from reserve so that we can hire attorneys and
investigators dedicated solely to investigating and prosecuting officer involved
shootings and excessive use of force cases. This team will be able to send
trained personnel to the scene of OIS cases which will dramatically improve
our ability to capture evidence in a timely manner. Additionally, having
dedicated personnel on these cases, rather than tasking the work to already
overburdened prosecutors will mean faster charging and trial preparation than
we are currently capable of achieving. The new unit will bring much needed
improvement to our process which has been substantially limited by poor
resources.

0CC This recommendation requires further study.

It is important to note that the OCC reports to the Police Commission, and this
recommendation calls for the Police Commission to arrange for a study. The
OCC defers to the Commission as to whether and how to do so. Once the
Commission provides direction as to how it wishes to proceed, the OCC will
make every effort to assist.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 2.A.

While the Civil Grand Jury believes a comprehens1ve study is necessary, we are encouraged that
each agency that has responded thus far appears committed to determine ways to streamline the
OIS investigation process w1th the goal of reducmg the overall time to conduct a full '
1nvest1gat10n :

We look forward to the Pohce Commlssxon S response
We ask the SFPD to determlne and implement ways to streamhne its OIS mvestlgatmn process

regardless of whether the DOJ-CRI makes recommendations on the issue. We also ask the
SFPD to set a “timeframe for implementation” as required by Penal Code § 933.05(b)(2).







We ask for clarification from the Mayor, the Board of Superwsors and the DA’s Office as to the
meaning and impact of placing positions in “reserve,” why these positions are in reserve, what it
takes to remove these posmons from reserve, and When these pos1t10ns will be removed from
reserve. :

If there is a chance that these positlbns will not be removed from reserve within the next 30-60
days, we ask the DA’s Office to provide an alternate plan and tlmeframe by Wthh it will
streamline its OIS investigation process. ~ ;

R.2.B. | After receiving the results of the study of ways to streamline the OIS
investigation process, the Police Commission should revise the General
Orders to more accurately reflect the timeframes by which investigations
of OIS incidents are to be completed.

Police Response not yet provided.

Commission

SFPD Recommendatlon has not be been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

This recommendation is being reviewed by the U.S. Department of Justice
Collaborative Reform Initiative (DOJ-CRI) review team and compared against
national best practices. The SFPD will review and implement
recommendations made by the DOJ-CRI and the Civil Grand Jury.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 2.B.

The Civil Grand Jury is encouraged that the SFPD appears committed to determine ways to
streamline the OIS 1nvest1gat10n process with the goal of reducing the overall time to conduct a
full 1nvest1gat10n L :

We look forward to the Pohce Commlsswn S response

We ask the SFPD to determlne and 1mplement ways to streamhne its OIS investigation process
regardless of whether the DOJ-CRI makes recommendations on the issue. We also ask the

SFPD to set a “timeframe for implementation” as required by Penal Code § 933.05(b)(2).

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 3.

F.3. | The SFPD Field Operations Bureau’s use of outdated methods, including a
serial, hierarchical phone tree system, to alert some essential responders
of an OIS incident is inherently time-consuming and results in slower
response times, which can cause delays in OIS investigations both at the
scene and afterwards.

SFPD Agree with finding.

Although the SFPD’s Department Operations Center (DOC), a unit under the
command of the Special Operations Bureau, currently has a notification
system in place for OIS call outs, the best available technology should be used
for all critical incident call outs. The SFPD should perform a review of best
practices of similar-sized agencies.







REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 3

The Civil Grand Jury is encouraged that the SFPD understands the importance of 1mmed1ate :
notification to all essential responders that an OIS incident has occurred

R.3.A. | The SFPD Field Operations Bureau should implement standardized,
modern methods to notify all essential responders of an OIS incident.

SFPD Recommendation has not be been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The SFPD’s Department Operations Center (DOC), a unit under the command
of the Special Operations Bureau, has a system in place to notify all essential
responders to OIS incidents. The SFPD has added an additional layer of
notification specific to the on-call DA investigator, which requires a direct call
from the Captain of the Major Crimes Division to the on-call DA investigator
immediately after learning of an OIS incident. The SFPD will research
available technology that can improve the notification process.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 3.A.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SFPD has added an additional layer of notification
specific to the on-call DA mvestlgator ‘We ask the SFPD not only to perform “a review of best
practices of similar-sized agencies” and to “research available technology,” but to then
implement those best practices and technology. We also ask the SFPD to set a “timeframe for
implementation” as required by Penal Code § 933. 05(b)(2) '

R.3.B. | The SFPD Field Operations Bureau should require that all essential
responders called to the scene of an OIS incident confirm with the Field
Operations Bureau that they received the initial notification. If the
Bureau does not receive confirmation from an essential responder within
a designated period of time, it should contact an alternate responder for

that agency.
“SFPD Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The SFPD’s Department Operation Center (DOC), a unit under the command
of the Special Operations Bureau, will review the current process for
notification to an OIS incident to ensure there is a process in place for first
responders to confirm receipt of the notification and to log that confirmation.
The process also should include a mechanism to ensure follow-up notification
is done within a designated time span when a response from a first responder
has not been received.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 3.B.

The Civil Grand Jury ask the SFPD to seta “timeframe for 1mplementat10n as requlred by Penal
Code § 933.05(b)(2). ~







FINDING AND RECOMMENDATION 4.

F.4. | While there are many factors to consider when determining a timetable to
complete an OIS investigation, the lack of a meaningful and enforceable
process for establishing a timetable in the current MOU between the SFPD
and the DA’s Office allows OIS investigations to drag on too long.

SFPD Disagree with finding, partially.

The SFPD’s Homicide Unit currently completes an OIS investigation and
forwards it to the DA’s office. However, the case and the Internal Affairs
process cannot be closed until receipt of the results of the forensic analysis, the
Medical Examiner’s report, and the DA’s final charging decision. These
processes are not under the control of the SFPD.

DA’s Office The District Attorney agrees with this finding.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO FINDING 4

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the DA’s Office agrees with th1s‘ﬁnd1ng ‘We understand
that the SFPD’s OIS investigation and the DA’s OIS investigation, as it is currently configured,
are interdependent on each other. This is all the more reason why an MOU must have a
meaningful and comprehensive process for establishing a reasonable investigation timeline.

R.4. | The SFPD and the DA’s Office should jointly draft a new MOU in which
each commits to an agreed-upon process to:

e Prioritize and expedite their investigations of OIS incidents within
an established timeframe;

Make a public announcement when each completes its OIS investigation,
so that the public may be better informed of the investigative results and
the time taken by each agency to complete its OIS investigation.

SFPD Recommendation requires further analysis.

The SFPD is revieWing the current MOU and is in discussion with the DA’s
Office, as well as exploring additional resources to investigate OIS incidents.

DA’s Office This recommendation has not yet been implemented. We have
drafted a proposed MOU and shared it with the SFPD. We are awaiting their
feedback and acceptance of the new terms. We hope to reach agreement by -
September 30, 2016.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 4.

The Civil Grand Jury is encouraged that anew MOU has been proposed by the DA’s Office and is
under rev1ew by the. SFPD ’

We ask the SFPD to conﬁrm that it also expects to reach agreement by September 30, 2016 or
to set a “timeframe for response” to this recommendation with its further analysis within six







months of the release of this report as required by Penal Code § 933. 05(b)(3) ‘We also ask the
!SFPD to prov1de clamﬁcatlon regardlng the add1t10na1 resources to. 1nvest1gate OIS incidents” it
is exploring. - ~ :

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 5.

F.5. | The DA’s Office takes too long to complete its criminal investigations and
issue its charging decision letters in OIS cases. In the last five years, it has
taken an average of 611 days to issue charging decision letters in fatal OIS
cases and 654 days in all OIS cases, both fatal and non-fatal.

| DA’s Office | The District Attorney agrees with this finding.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 5

| The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the DA’s Office agrees with this finding,

‘R.5.A. | The DA should immediately give the investigation of OIS cases priority
and dedicate the departmental resources required to reduce the time the
DA’s Office takes to complete its criminal investigation and issue its

charging decision letters in OIS cases.

DA'’s Office This recommendation has been implemented in part, and will be
fully implemented once the funding for the IIB is released and the
positions are filled. The District Attorney has always given the
investigation of OIS incidents top priority and has used the limited resources
available to his office to ensure that each OIS investigation is conducted in a
thorough and professional manner. However the historic lack of funding
specifically dedicated to the investigation of OIS incidents has resulted in a
much longer than optimal length of time required to complete each
investigation and issue the charging decision letters. We have already
determined several ways to improve the speed and independence of OIS
investigations. As noted in response to Recommendation 2.A. we requested
funding to create the IIB and this request was funded in the current fiscal
year’s budget.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 5.A.

The Civil Grand Jury asks for clarification from the Mayor, the Board of Supervisors and the
DA’s Office as to the meaning and impact of placing positions in “reserve,” why these positions
are in reserve, what it takes to remove these pos1t10ns from reserve, and when these positions
will be removed from reserve. ~ S

If there isa chance that fundlng for the IIB wﬂl not be released within the next 30- 60 days, we
ask the DA’s Office to prov1de an alternate plan and tlmeframe by which it w111 streamhne its
OIS investigation process.







R.5.B. | The DA should determine the resources necessary to reduce the length of
time the DA’s Office spends to complete its criminal investigations in OIS
incidents and then make sufficient requests for those resources in the
proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and thereafter.

DA’s Office This recommendation has been implemented. Our primary request in
the 2016-17 budget was for staffing to improve the way we investigate and
prosecute OIS cases. We recognized the long timeframe for completing our
work as well as other problems with the process. This compelled us to request
funding and push hard for the creation of a new unit in our office dedicated
solely to this work because of its paramount importance. Unfortunately, the
positions were placed on reserve so we have not been able to hire staff yet.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 5.B.

The Civil Grand Jury asks for clarification from the Mayor, the Board of Supemsors and the
DA’s Office as to the meaning and impact of placing positions in “reserve,” why these positions
are in reserve, what it takes to remove these pos1t10ns from reserve, and when these posmons
wﬂl be removed from reserve. ' ~ ~

If there isa chance that fundmg for the IIB w111 not be released w1thln the next 30-60 days, we :
ask the DA’s Office to prov1de an alternate plan and tlmeframe by which it wﬂl streamline its
OIS investigation process. : :

R.5.C. | The Mayor and the Mayor’s Office of Public Policy and Finance should
include in the proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and thereafter,
resource requests from the DA’s Office to expedite OIS investigations.
Allocation and/or release of these funds should be contingent upon
marked, measurable improvement by the DA’s Office in the time it takes to
complete its criminal 1nvest1gat10ns and issue its charging decision letters
in OIS cases.

Mayor’s Recommendation has been implemented.
Office
The DA’s Office budget for FY 2016-17 and FY 2017-18 includes $1.8 million in
each year and additional staffing of 14 positions to expedite OIS investigations.

Mayor’s Recommendation has been implemented.
Office of -
Public Policy | The DA’s Office budget for FY 2016-17 and FY 2017-18 includes $1.8 million in
and Finance | each year and additional staffing of 14 positions to expedite OIS investigations.

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 5.C.

The Civil Grand Jury asks for clarification from the Mayor, the Board of Superwsors and the
DA'’s Office as to the meaning and impact of placing positions in “reserve,” why these positions
are in reserve, what it takes toremove these positions from reserve, and when these positions
will be removed from reserve ,

If there is a chance that fundmg for the IIB wﬂl not be released w1th1n the next 30-60 days, we
ask the Mayor and the Mayor’s Office of Public Policy and Finance to provide an alternate plan
and timeframe by which it will help the DA’s Office streamline its OIS investigation process.
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R.5.D. | The Board of Supervisors should approve these additional resources
requested by the DA’s Office and included by the Mayor and the Mayor’s
Office of Public Policy and Finance in the proposed budget for fiscal year

| 2017-2018, and thereafter, to expedite OIS Investigations. Approval of
these additional resources again should be contingent upon marked,
measurable improvement by the DA’s Office in the time it takes to
complete its criminal investigations and issue its charging decision letters
in OIS cases.

Board of No response yet provided.
Supervisors

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 5.D.

The Civil Grand Jury looks forward to the Board of Supemsors response. With regard to that
response, we ask for clarification from the Mayor, the Board of Supervisors and the DA’s Office
as to the meaning and impact of placing positions in “reserve,” why these positions are in _
reserve, what it takes to remove these positions from reserve, and when these pos1t10ns will be
removed from reserve. ~ - ‘

If thereisa chance that fundlng for the 11B wﬂl not be released within 30- 60 days we ask the
Board of Superwsors to provide an alternate plan and tlmeframe by whlch it w111 help the DA’s
Office streamline its OIS investigation process ' o

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 6.

F.6. | Under the leadership of and commitment displayed by the CME since
coming aboard in March 2015, the OCMEFE’s turnaround time has improved
and its final reports have included more photographs and documentation
and greater detail.

OCME Agree with finding.

The Office of the Chief Medical Examiner (OCME) prioritized decreasing
turnaround time for the release of work product. This has positively impacted
the production final reports associated with OIS incidents. The office
understands the need for the timeliness of report generation and will remain
vigilant in this regard. The OCME continues to stand behind its work product
which continues to meet national standards.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 6

The Civil Grand Jury is pleased that the OCME agrees with this finding and again commends the
CME and OCME for its improved turnaround times and more-detailed final reports.
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R.6.A.

After the OCME releases each autopsy report in OIS cases, the CME should
proactively call a meeting of the SFPD’s Homicide Detail, DA’s Office and
OCC to help those agencies interpret the highly technical findings of the
autopsy report. This meeting should be coordinated, if possible, to
include reports from the Crime Lab on the results of its firearms
comparisons, ballistics examinations and DNA analysis.

OCME

Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The OCME will fully participate in after action conferences with regard to OIS
incidents; however, the conference should be initiated by the agency leading
the investigation as the agency will have a better understanding of the case
status of each participating party.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 6.A.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the OCME has agreed to participate fully in “after action
_conferences.” We ask the OCME to set a “timeframe for implementation” as required by Penal
Code § 933.05(b)(2). We also ask the OCME to reconsider its position that the conference

should be initiated by the agency leadmg the investigation. Instead, we ask the CME to take the
lead in calling a meeting to interpret the findings of the OCME investigation immediately after
the agency has 1ssued its report to streamhne the overall OIS mvestlgatlon and mltlgate any

delay.

R.6.B.

When the new OCME building with autopsy observation facilities is
completed, the CME should invite SFPD inspectors and DA and OCC
investigators to observe autopsies in all fatal OIS incidents, so that
questions can be answered quickly, observations shared early, and the
spirit of teamwork and cooperation on the investigation can begin as early
as possible.

OCME

Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

|| With a projected opening in Fall 2017, the design of the new OCME facility
includes an autopsy observation room. The observation room will allow
investigators to participate more fully in autopsies related to OIS incidents.
Additionally, the observation room will reduce informational asymmetries,
improve the flow of information and enhance information sharing allowing the
investigation to begm as early as possible. Investlgators will be encouraged to
attend examinations in all homicide and suspicious cases.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 6.B.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the CME w111 invite and encourage inspectors and
investigators to observe autopsies as soon as the OCME moves into its new facilities.
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FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 7.

F.7. | OCC investigations are hampered and delayed by the fact that its
investigators and attorneys must transcribe their own extensive notes of
each witness interview.

 ocC

| Agree. |

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 7

| The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the OCC agrees with this finding.

R.7.A.

The OCC should allocate current year funds and include funding requests
in the proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and thereafter, for
transcription services, so that OCC staff can spend more of its time on
investigations and legal analysis and less time on the transcription of
interview notes.

[ occ

| This recommendation has been implemented. |

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 7.A.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that this recommendation has been 1mplemented and thanks
all personnel and entities involved making it happen. ~ I

R.7.B. The Police Connhission should support the OCC’s funding requests in the
proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and thereafter, for
transcription services.

Police Response not yet provided.

Commission

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 7.B.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that this recommendation has been 1mplemented and thanks ,
all persons and entities involved in making it happen.

The Mayor and the Mayor’s Office of Public Policy and Finance should

Public Policy | The FY 2016-17 and FY 2017-18 budget includes ongoing $231,000 for the
and Finance | OCC for transcription services.

R.7.C.
include in the proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and thereafter,
resource requests from the OCC for transcription services.
Mayor Recommendation has been implemented.
The FY 2016-17 and FY 2017-18 budget includes ongoing $231,000 for the
OCC for transcription services.
Mayor’s Recommendation has been implemented.
Office of
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REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 7.C.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that this recommendatlon has been 1mplemented and thanks
all persons and entltles involved in making it happen.

R.7.D. | The Board of Supervisors should approve the resources requested by the
OCC and included by the Mayor and the Mayor’s Office of Public Policy
and Finance in the proposed budget for fiscal year 2017-2018, and
thereafter, for transcription services.

Board of No response yet provided.
Supervisors

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 7.D.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that this recommendatlon has been 1mplemented and thanks
‘all persons and entities involved in making it happen.

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 8.

F.8. | The current structure for investigating OIS cases lacks an oversight body
to review the events surrounding the OIS incident and the actions of the
SFPD officers, monitor the timeliness and fairness of the investigation,
communicate regularly about the status of the investigation, and interpret
and share the results of the investigation with the public.

Mayor Disagree with finding, partially.

SFPD convenes its Firearm Discharge Review Board in connection with each
OIS incident and summaries of incidents are provided to the Police
Commission for review. The Firearm Discharge Review Board convenes
quarterly and reports.on the status of open SFPD OIS investigations.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 8

While the Civil Grand Jury appreciates the work of the Firearm Dlscharge Review Board, the
FDRB is riot in a position to, and currently does not, perform the “oversight” function 1mphcated
in and anticipated by this finding. e ; , : ~ i

R.8.A. | The Mayor’s Office should form a new standing task force to oversee the
investigation of OIS cases. The task force should include high ranking
persons from the Sheriff’s Office, the DA’s Office, the OCME, the SFPD
(including the Chief Homicide Inspector), and the OCC. The task force
may also include a state or federal department of justice consultant or
observer, and a knowledgeable, respected citizen.

| Mayor | Response not yet provided. |
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REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 8.A.

It appears that the Mayor has inadvertently neglected to include a response to this
| recommendation. The Civil Grand Jury looks forward to the Mayor’s response.

R.8.B.

The Mayor should charge the new task force to:

Monitor the progress of each OIS investigation and hold each
involved agency accountable for tlmely completion of its portion of

. the OIS investigation;

Provide periodic press releases and/or press conferences to update
the public on the status of each OIS case;

Compile a summary of the findings from each involved agency and
then evaluate those findings in group meetings to address any
inconsistencies or unanswered questions;

Facilitate a joint discussion among its members to formulate
conclusions and “lessons learned”;

Identify necessary policy or procedural changes; and

~ Share its summary of the overall OIS investigation in public sessions

so that the public has a voice in the process and may respond and ask
questions.

Mayor

| implementing policy and procedural changes, SFPD has modified department

Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The Mayor’s Office works with the DA’s Office and the SFPD to monitor
progress of each OIS investigation, provide periodic and timely updates to the
public on the status of OIS cases, summarizes and evaluates findings, and
jointly discuss OIS investigations. The dedication to timely resolutions
coupled with additional resources have positively impacted the conduct of OIS
investigations, and includes $800,000 for the California Department of
Justice’s ongoing research of best practices related to OIS incidents. In

general orders to assure time and distance and preserve the sanctity of life.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 8.B.

Because the Mayor did not respond to Recommendation 8.A., it is not clear how the Mayor
intends to implement this recommendation. While the Civil Grand Jury appreciates the work
the Mayor’s Office does with regard to OIS investigations, that work comes nowhere near the
efforts called for by this recommendation. We ask the Mayor to clarify how the “additional
resources,’ ’ including “$800,000 for the California Department of Justice’s ongoing research”
will impact the nmelmess and transparency of OIS investigations. Also, while we are
encouraged by and recognlze the work being done by the Mayor’s Office and many other
departments, agencies, activists and “every day” citizens to modlfy the SFPD’s use of force to
preserve the sanctity of life, we encourage the Mayor not to miss the point of our entire report
‘and of this recommendatiOn, which is to make investigations of OIS incidents, when they do
occur, more timely and transparent. Thus, we ask the Mayor to clarify his response and to set a
“tlmeframe for implementation” as required by Penal Code § 933.05(b)(2).
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FINDING AND RECOMMENDATION 9.

F.9.

While the SFPD has taken important first steps in providing information
and statistics regarding OIS incidents and resulting investigations, it must
provide much more robust information to reach its stated goal of building
pubhc trust, engaging with the community and driving pOSItlve outcomes
in public safety

SFPD

Disagree with finding, partially.

The SFPD agrees that any information that is releasable should be shared with
the public. However, as an OIS investigation is considered open and ongoing,
the SFPD needs to remain cautious not to release information prematurely
that may be inaccurate or any details that would compromise the outcome of
the investigation. The SFPD will review other agencies’ best practices to
determine if similar processes can be implemented that would allow for more
transparency without compromising the investigation.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 9

As evldenced by our report, fmdlngs and recommendations, the Civil Grand Jury recognizes that
each agency involved in OIS investigations must welgh many factors in determlmng what
information to release and at what point. We appreciate that the SFPD is open to the idea that it
may be able to do a better job in providing more robust information.

R.9.

SFPD should make publicly available and prominently display on its
website a more robust set of statistics, data and information on OIS
incidents where its officers are involved, using the data release practices
of law enforcement agencies like the Dallas Police Department and the Los
Angeles County Sheriff’s Department.

SFPD

Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

As part of the SFPD’s participation the the White House Initiative, staff began
the process of implementing the items in this recommendation. The City’s
Department of Technology will be developing and enhancing the City’s IT
infrastructure which will include developing new websites for both the SFPD
and Police Commission. At this time, the current website needs to be
redesigned to make it more user-friendly and information readily accessible on
a dedicated reports page. Itis anticipated that the SFPD’s IT Department will
have the infrastructure developed within the second quarter of 2017.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 9

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SFPD has already begun prov1d1ng statistics, data and
information as part of the White House Police Data Initiative and, in fact, commended the SFPD
for its efforts. (See C.9.B. on p. 50 of our report.) We ask the SFPD not only to “review other

agencies’ best practices,” but to work to implement those best practices here. Moreover, there is

16







friendly.

no reason why the SFPD must merely implement other agencies ’ best practices. Instead, we '
encourage the SFPD to strive to be a leader in making OIS investigations as transparent and
timely as p0551ble and release as much related 1nformat10n and data as poss1ble

Whlle we understand the need to make the SFPD and Pohce Comm1ss1on webs1tes more user-=

, and in fact, have made recommendations in that regard, we do not believe that the

SFPD needs to wait untll the infrastructure is in place before releasing more robust data and
information on its website and by other means. Therefore, we encourage the SFPD to make a
more robust set of statlst1cs data and 1nformat10n on OIS 1n01dents avallable as soon as
possible.. ~ , L

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 10.

F.10.

SFPD’s press conferences at the scene of the incident, or soon thereafter,
are an important first step in creating a transparent investigation, provide
crucial information about the events leading up to the incident, and serve
to mitigate false reporting, speculation and the dissemination of
misinformation.

SFPD

Agree with finding.

For the past five years, command staff has responded to the scene of critical
incidents along with members of the Media Relations Unit. This allows for
initial information to be provided as soon as possible. In addition, a meeting is
completed within 10 days of an incident to provide additional information. A

“press-exclusive” press conference could be added or substituted.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 10

| The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SFPD agrees with this finding.

R.10.A.

SFPD and the Police Commission should make it official policy for the
SFPD to hold press conferences as soon as possible after each OIS
incident.

SFPD

Recommendation has been implemented.

The SFPD’s current practice is to have a press briefing/conference as
immediately as possible after each OIS incident, including a briefing at the
scene of, or in close proximity to, the incident. At these briefings, preliminary
information is provided by the Media Relations Unit, the Police Chief, or
designee.

Updated information is provided to the public through press releases, and any
media inquiries are addressed through the Media Relations Unit. Updated
information also is provided at community stakeholder or public meetings,

‘| held within 10 days of an OIS incident, as well as at the weekly Police
Commission and at meetings with community leaders, stakeholders, and
advocates.
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Police Response not yet provided.
Commission

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 10.A.

The Civil Grand Jury recognizes that the SFPD’s “current practice” is to hold a press
briefing/conference as soon as possible after each OIS incident and, in fact, we commended the
SFPD for its efforts. (See C.10. on p. 50 of our report.) The pomt of this recommendatlon is to
transform the SFPD’s “current practice” into “official policy,” either through a General Order
(Police Commission) or by Department Bulletin (Police Chief) or by some other written method.
We believe that while “current practlce serves only as a guide for future actions, “official policy”
serves as a “directive” that recogmzes the 1mportance of these press conferences and mandates
that they occur o - . , .

Therefore, we encourage the SF PD to revise its response from recommendatlon has been
1mplemented o “recommendation has not yet been 1mp1emented but will be implemented in -
the future,” along with a tlmeframe for 1mp1ementat1on of that official policy as required by

Penal Code §033. O5(b)(2)

We look forward to the Pohce Commlssmn s response

[R.10.B. | SFPD should limit comments made during these press conferences to the
Jacts as they are known at that time and refrain from making statements
and using language to prematurely attempt to justify the actions taken by

SFPD officers involved in the OIS incident.

SFPD Recommendation has been implemented.

The SFPD strives to meet the highest operational and ethical standards and to
continually improve how we meet the City’s public safety objectives. The
SFPD’s goal is to incorporate the recommendations of the President’s Task
Force on 21st Century Policing, especially relating to transparency. These
policies and practices are intended to provide accurate, timely, and reliable
information to the public.

The SFPD realizes that emerging technology, including the use of social media
to post real-time video, provides additional information and evidence that may
be different than the preliminary information gathered from witnesses and
involved officers. As such, the SFPD will continue to explore best practices in
transparency and media relations in an effort to disseminate accurate and
reliable information that has been vetted.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 10.B.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates the SFPD’s recognltlon that preliminary information gathered
from witnesses and involved officers may be different than later-obtained evidence, including
real-time video. This is all the more reason that the SFPD should limit its initial comments to
facts and to resist the temptation to color or justify the events surrounding the incident. We
encourage the SFPD and/or the Pohce ‘Commission to 1ncorporate language to thls effect in its
“official policy” relating to these press conferences. LE
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FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 11.

F.11. | As with its press conferences at the scene of the incident, the SFPD’s
practice of posting “updates” on its website as soon as possible after an
OIS incident are an important step in creating a transparent investigation,
provide crucial information about the events leading up to the OIS -
incident, and serve to mitigate false reporting, speculation and the
dissemination of misinformation.

SFPD - Agree with finding.

Following the initial release of information relating to an OIS incident, the
SFPD routinely provides updated information to the media by way of press
releases, which are posted on its website. However, to help dispel egregious
public information, staff should ensure that all information has been vetted
prior to distribution to the public. At the conclusion of the investigation, the
website could be updated to reflect the outcome.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 11

| The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SFPD agrees with this finding.

R.11.A. | SFPD and the Police Commission should make it official policy for the
: SFPD to post “updates” on its website as soon as possible after each OIS
incident.

SFPD Recommendation has not been, but will be, implemented in the
future.

The SFPD currently posts information released to the media as a “press
release” relating to critical incidents, including OIS incidents, on its website.

In addition, information relating to community and/or stakeholder meetings
are released to the media and posted on the website. The SFPD will review best
practices of other agencies to determine a process by which updated
information can be shared on its website that will not compromise the ongoing
investigation.

As part of the SFPD’s participation in the White House Police Data Initiative,
datasets relating to officer-involved shootings between 2009 and 2015 arc
posted. In addition, a website link to OIS incidents could be developed.
Police Response not yet provided.

Commission

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 11.A.

The Civil Grand J ury recognizes that the SFPD’s “current practice” of posting information about
each OIS incident on its website and, in fact, we commended the SFPD for its efforts. (See C.11.
on p. 51 of our report.) The point of this recommendation is to transform the SFPD’s “current
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practice” into “official policy,” either through a General Order (Police Commission) or by
Department Bulletin (Police: Chief) or by some other written method. We believe that while
“current practlce serves only as a gulde for future actions, “official policy” serves as a “directive”
: that recognlzes the 1mportance of these webSIte updates and mandates that they occur.

We also appre(nate the SFPD s 1ntent to make these Web51te updates as easy to ﬁnd and access as
possﬂole ~ ~ ,

We ask the SFPD toseta “trmeframe for 1mplementatron as requ1red by Penal Code §
933. os(b)(z) o , |

We look forward to the Pohce Commlssmn S response

R.11.B. | SFPD should limit comments made in these updates to the facts as they
are known at that time and refrain from making statements and using
language to prematurely attempt to justify the actions taken by SFPD
officers involved in the OIS incident.

SFPD Recommendation has been implemented.

The SFPD has developed a process by which the Media Relations Unit,
Homicide, and Internal Affairs coordinates with the Chief’s Office to ensure
that only verified information is disseminated.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION 11.B.

The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SFPD has developed a process for ensuring that only
verified information is disseminated. We encourage the SFPD and/or the Police Commission to -
share that process in its “official policy” relating to these website updates. '

FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS 12.

F.12. | SFPD’s town hall meetings are crucial to a transparent OIS investigation
and provide updated information about the incident and serve to mitigate
false reporting, speculation and the dissemination of misinformation.

SFPD Agree with finding,

For the past five years, it has been a practice to hold a town hall, community,
or stakeholder meeting within 10 days of an OIS incident in the affected
community. The intent of these meetings is to provide preliminary
information to the public. These meetings are chaired by the Police Chief and
are regularly attended by members of the Police Commission and Board of
Supervisors, as well as City officials. As an investigation evolves, further
information is developed and disseminated to the public and the media.

REPLY TO RESPONSE TO FINDING 12

| The Civil Grand Jury appreciates that the SEPD agrees with this finding.
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R.12.A. | SFPD and the Police Commission should make it official policy for the
SFPD to hold town hall meetings within a week after each OIS incident.

SFPD Recommendation requires further analysis.

For the past five years, it has been a practice of the SFPD to hold a town hall,
community, or stakeholder meeting in the area most affected by an OIS
incident. Most recently, as the SFPD has been expanding its collaboration with
community stakeholders and interfaith leaders, meetings have been held with
these specific groups who represent those neighborhoods most impacted by
the incident. The intent of these meetings is to provide information directly to
community representatives and to engage in open dialogue to address
concerns in a more productive environment. These community leaders then
provide the information to their respective communities. The SFPD
acknowledges the seriousness of these critical incidents, and the importance of
transparency, and will draft a policy that will allow for information to be
shared with the public whether at a public meeting or direct meeting with
community leaders and stakeholders.

Police Response not yet provided.
Commission

REPLY TO RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATION 12.A.

The Civil Grand Jury recognizes that the SFPD’s “current practice” is to hold a town hall meeting
within a week to 10 days after each OIS incident and, in fact, we commended the SFPD for its
efforts. (See C.12.0onp. 51 of our report.) The point of this recommendation is to transform the
SFPD’s “current practice” into “official policy,” either through a General Order (Police
Commission) or by Department Bulletin (Police Chief) or by some other written method. We
believe that while “current practlce serves only as a guide for future actions, “official policy”
serves as a “d1rect1ve tha‘t recogmzes the 1mportance of these town hall meetlngs and mandates
that they oceur. . r r S , ;

We understand that tradltlonal town hall meetings may no longer be the most product1ve
method of dlssemmatmg information and providing the community with an opportunity to ask
questlons and voice its opinions and concerns regarding a particular OIS incident, because
recent town hall and other meetmgs have been “hijacked” by special interest groups We trust,
however, that the SFPD recognizes how vital town hall meetmgs are in making investigations of
oIS mmdents transparent and that the SFPD will be able to arrive at a creative solution that
allows the SEPD to disseminate v1ta1 information, provides the community with a mechanism by
which its questions and concerns can be voiced, and provides as much transparency as possible.
‘We look forward to the SFPD s analysis and proposed solution. We ask the SFPD toseta

“timeframe for response” to this recommendation with its further analysis within six months of
the release of thlS report as requlred by Penal Code § 933. 05(b)(3) :

We look forward to the Pohce Commlssmn S response

21







R.12.B. | The Chief of Police, the Supervisor for the district in which the OIS
incident occurs, the DA, the Director of the OCC, all members of the
Police Commission, and all members of the newly formed OIS Task Force
(see Recommendations R.8.A. and R.8.B.) should attend the town hall
meetings to show that they acknowledge the seriousness of the situation,
understand how critical it is to have a thorough, accountable and
transparent investigation and analysis of what occurred, and are united
toward the goal of making that happen. Faith leaders and other
