
FILE NO: 200259 
 
Petitions and Communications received from February 24, 2020, through March 2, 
2020, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to be 
ordered filed by the Clerk on March 10, 2020. 
 
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 the Office of the Controller’s City Services Auditor, submitting the report entitled 
“The Treasurer Complied With the Investment Requirements in State Law and the City’s 
Investment Policy for the Year Ended June 30. 2019.” Copy: Each Supervisor. (1) 
 
From KPMG LLP, submitting the FY19 Transportation Development Act Compliance 
Report. Copy: Each Supervisor. (2) 
 
From the Office of the City Administrator’s Contract Monitoring Division, pursuant to 
Administrative Code, Chapter 14B.15(A), submitting the Local Business Enterprise 
(LBE) Contracting Report for FY2019-2020 Q2. Copy: Each Supervisor. (3) 
 
From Public Works, submitting a revised letter for 1156 Valencia Street, alternative 
permitting procedures notification. File No. 200115. Copy: Each Supervisor. (4) 
 
From the California Fish and Game Commission, pursuant to Government Code, 
Section 11346.1(a)(1), providing Notice of Proposed Emergency Action regarding the 
2020 Recreational Purple Sea Urchin Emergency Rule. Copy: Each Supervisor. (5) 
 
From the Office of Assemblymember Tyler Diep (AD-73), regarding Assembly Bill 1921, 
a reintroduction of Senator Wiener’s Senate Bill 23 (2019). Copy: Each Supervisor. (6) 
 
From Lateef H. Gray, regarding their resignation from the Ethics Commission, effective 
February 23, 2020. Copy: Each Supervisor. (7) 
 
From Mary Rogus, regarding recent deaths at 988 Howard Street. 2 letters. Copy: Each 
Supervisor. (8) 
 
From concerned citizens, regarding the proposed legislation amending the Board Rules 
for administration of oaths and issuances of subpoenas duces tecum. File No. 200132. 
2 letters. Copy: Each Supervisor. (9) 
 
From Christopher Kerby, regarding the Urban Canopy Management, requesting a follow 
up hearing. Copy: Each Supervisor. (10) 
 
From Melinda Ashburn, regarding the homeless crisis in San Francisco. Copy: Each 
Supervisor. (11) 



 
From Greg Meronek, regarding the proposed psychiatric respite “Hummingbird Place,” 
located at 1156 Valencia Street. File No. 200115. Copy: Each Supervisor. (12) 
 
From James Pounders, regarding the release of $1,000,000 allocated in FY2019-2020 
for master-leased single room occupancy tenants. Copy: Each Supervisor. (13) 
 
From Leann Speta, regarding a request to visit Aptos Middle School PTSA. Copy: Each 
Supervisor. (14) 
 
From Anonymous, regarding police records in the Department of Police Accountability. 
Copy: Each Supervisor. (15) 
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Trees not everywhere



San Francisco Climate Action Strategy



Carbon Storage



Shade - Heat Island Mitigation



Energy Savings – Building Cooling



Stormwater Capture



Produce Oxygen and Clean the Air



Wildlife Habitat



Quality of Life



Trees for People and Wildlife



A Time for Trees

Dan Flanagan
Chair, San Francisco Urban Forestry Council

Executive Director, Friends of the Urban Forest



A Time for Trees

“The best available technology for pulling carbon dioxide 
from the air is something called a tree.”
--Al Gore, New York Times, September 20, 2019



Our road map: San Francisco Urban Forest 
Plan

• Goals:
• Maximize the benefits of urban trees
• Grow the street tree population by half 

(50%)
• Establish and fund a citywide street tree 

maintenance program
• Manage street trees throughout their 

entire life-cycle



Street Tree Census



Opportunities revealed by Street Tree Census



San Francisco votes for tree maintenance 
funding

• Important to San Franciscans (78.6% vote)
• Only city with dedicated tree maintenance $
• Starts in third year post-planting



Budget Gap

• Dedicated funding 
for Tree 
Maintenance = $23M

• Dedicated funding 
for Planting =
$2.3M



Trees Planted and Removed



Our mandate: equitable distribution of 
canopy



Climate Emergency

• City declared climate emergency April 
2019

• NOW is the time to use trees to mitigate 
global warming

• It’s imperative that we invest in planting



The Benefits of Urban Trees



We need replacement trees AND new trees

• Urban Forest Plan calls for 6 thousand trees to planted 
annually

• More may be required -- we're studying now
• What we know for sure: current funding is insufficient











Thank you



This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Homeless Crisis
Date: Wednesday, March 4, 2020 5:22:00 PM

From: Melinda A <melinda.ashburn@outlook.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 9:44 AM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Homeless Crisis

I am a residence in District 6 living in the Tenderloin. Coming from being homeless and navigating my
way through the city system aiding in now being placed in an SRO, I can state if you build them will
they come? Fix your autonomy issues with the system in place and the homeless will go into the
current structures in place. I am coming from experience. Having been through it can state if I no
longer had my SRO I would stay in a tent on street. For example, many within the shelter I stayed
took solace in my idea of a small blanket being a bed blind. It aided in my privacy and I worked with
facility staff in utilizing it at the hours best for all. People want to be treated like people! If you treat
a person like a dog, they act and defecate in the street like one. We need connections to others in
the community and purpose. Those coupled with autonomy navigates those off the streets. 

Homeless Crisis

Thank you

Melinda Ashburn

BOS-11
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Support for the Department of Public Health project at 1156 Valencia
Date: Wednesday, March 4, 2020 5:21:00 PM

From: Greg Meronek <gregmeronek89@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2020 1:59 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the Department of Public Health project at 1156 Valencia

Hi,

I’m writing in support of the proposed psychiatric respite (“Hummingbird Place”) at the former
Salvation Army building at 1156 Valencia Street in the Mission.

I’m a D6 resident but work and am often in the Mission, and it’s clear we need more spaces where
people can choose to get services. 

In a city with so many billionaires, it’s tragic that disabled and/or houseless people are constantly
abused by the police and the Department of Public Works. 

We need more shelters and super-low-income housing throughout the city, not more police and
DPW or “ambassadors” who I constantly witness harassing people because the city provides no
spaces for people to be and is failing at being humane toward many residents. 

San Francisco is notorious for its high shelter waiting list. Empty spaces (such as ghost condos owned
by investors or people who never use them) must be converted to permanent shelters or low
income housing as soon as possible.

Sincerely,
Gregory Meronek

BOS-11
File No. 200115
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: Housing
Date: Wednesday, March 4, 2020 5:20:00 PM

From: James Pounders <jpoundersjr@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2020 12:48 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Housing

Board of Supervisors,

We are writing to urge you to release the $1 million allocated in the FY 2019-2020 for master-
leased SRO tenants, in accordance with Supervisor Haney and the community's calls for a
pilot program to get rents down to 30% of income for supportive housing tenants, with intent
to continue and expand beyond this fiscal year.

According to the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing, almost 3000 tenants
in San Francisco's supportive housing stock are paying excessive rents, and while newly
constructed or acquire buildings have the rents set at the HUD standard of 30%, many tenants
in older buildings are left out. HSH and the Budget & Legislative Analyst estimated that it
would cost $7.6 million per year to fix this issue, and Supervisor Haney's office made a
similar ask last June.

As the representative of the district that has the most people affected by this, we need to give
deference to Supervisor Haney's plan, which would cover the most acute tenants, while
planning to expand the pot in the next budget cycle.

Rent Relief is long overdue, tenants are starving and going without, it's having a toll on their
mental health, the community has been calling for rent relief for some time, and we want to
make sure that the funds are spent in a manner consistent with the intent and scope of the ask.

Sincerely,
James Pounders
District 6

BOS-11
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Leann Speta
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Haney, Matt (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Peskin, Aaron

(BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Safai, Ahsha (BOS); catherine.stephanie@sfgov.org; Walton,
Shamann (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS)

Subject: Request Visit to Aptos Middle School PTSA Thursday
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 10:50:03 PM

Dear Mayor Breed and our Board of Supervisors-

I know that we are in crazy times (the Coronavirus, budget shortfalls and more) and appreciate
all you are doing to keep our city thriving.

I'm reaching out to request your attendance at Aptos Middle School Thursday evening from
6:30-7:30 pm to lend your voice and leadership to a school community that is struggling.  In
addition to the divisive article written a few weeks ago, the school hasn't been able to find it's
way to unify the staff and community to work together to create an even better school
community.

Perhaps someone from the Board of Supervisors could share some of the upcoming decisions
on the allocation of funds from the city and state or even just examples of how to lead through
difficult times.  Also, if Mayor Breed were there, I'm sure people would come together.

I'm happy to provide more details on the events that got us to where we are today if it would
be helpful but you've likely heard about the divisive article, the incredible student lead
walkout asking for "Safety and Wellness for All" and we are hoping to be forward looking as
we discuss how to make the school better.

-leann speta
parent Aptos Elementary (former teacher at Sanchez Elementary and Buena Vista)

BOS-11
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From: Anonymous
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS); SOTF, (BOS); SFPD, Commission (POL)
Cc: PRADHAN, MANU (CAT); Cityattorney; Records, Supervisor (CAT); Henderson, Paul (DPA); Oldfather, Newton

(DPA); Rosenstein, Diana (DPA); Hawkins, Sarah (DPA)
Subject: Re: Dept of Police Accountability is Hiding SB1421 Police Records
Date: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:42:23 AM
Attachments: signature.asc

I have corrected a typo inline - apologies.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original Message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
On Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:30 AM, Anonymous
<arecordsrequestor@protonmail.com> wrote:

Honorable Supervisors, Commissioners, and Members,
[As a public communication to the Board of Supervisors, Sunshine Ordinance
Task Force, and Police Commission; cc: Public Defender, City Attorney,
Supervisor of Records, DPA]

The legislative representatives of the people of California decided that certain
police personnel records regarding use of force, assault, firearm use, and lying
were disclosable and non-exempt public records, SB 1421.  Neither the Police
Commission nor its subordinate agency, DPA, have any authority to restrict
disclosure beyond the specific conditions of the Penal Code or the CPRA. 
Furthermore in San Francisco, the public has even greater transparency rights
pursuant to the Sunshine Ordinance.

SB 1421 records are some of the most contentious and important public records
any government agency holds.  Whether the records show misconduct or justified
action on behalf of the police, all members of the public, including the alleged
victims and accused police officers and their families, deserve to have completely
transparent records access in accordance with both state and local sunshine laws.

However DPA refuses to provide SB1421 records in accordance with the law for
at least three reasons:

1. The people of San Francisco decided in 1999 that City agencies must
specifically justify all of their redactions in writing, via a key by footnote or other
clear reference (SF Admin Code 67.26) to a specific provision of law (SF Admin
Code 67.27).  Other agencies routinely comply with this part of the law, as they
must - it is not optional.  Why, then, in matters of life and death, does the DPA
ignore the will of the voters and refuse to provide a key of justifications for
their redactions?  How do we know which redactions are lawful or
unlawful?  SB1421 mandates only 4 specific redaction types, and DPA desires to
use more of them.

2. The DPA and Police Commission purport to have the authority (in their
SB1421 policy) to withhold or redact subjectively gruesome content from SB1421
records pursuant to the so-called public-interest balancing test.  However this
optional State-wide exemption is explicitly prohibited for City agencies by SF

BOS-11

15

mailto:arecordsrequestor@protonmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sotf@sfgov.org
mailto:sfpd.commission@sfgov.org
mailto:Manu.Pradhan@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Cityattorney@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Supervisor.records@sfcityatty.org
mailto:paul.henderson@sfgov.org
mailto:newton.oldfather@sfgov.org
mailto:newton.oldfather@sfgov.org
mailto:diana.rosenstein@sfgov.org
mailto:sarah.hawkins@sfgov.org

-----BEGIN PGP SIGNATURE-----

Version: ProtonMail



wsFcBAEBCAAGBQJeVsoTAAoJELkiuB8uZ7yfUacP/jIVsRY5KbKw1WlFqn3H

/YKKsbRkKB9UXzSWg7wt2SsVeMX4T3Adnot6GVaDHxhCEQOjKYkMgmWh4sV8

tVw91/j6Zdft3zfMtKpw0bbZfzuFxpwjyC/IOldXx6LE9cYQ2PqcSIK6gJdU

CgT0K+fJ2pmAT4rLIPF/63PqspxiGZR3o94LnBJ/fR2j1RLvNiWE+mMLV4KX

JMtSmCxo/GWUMICGhD7ay00B4hxIhlrJ1EKwEAfQ0bMGXzbIoNvDTeAQGpSi

/HJ6ZNuQGdiUfCwUgF0iUmqwqliKPV9J5Gvp+Cciu6XSUN5cA+ZfGnYLWZT+

SmU4Y8D/gewiKYfnOuF4TSYyX4pgfml7Rqq7UPzG91XKRVWPlCTTcAtZ/9FR

U78odcH8/XlJZH3PUXD25ILIMPbkPxAAA4ZsiY/lZ222UBSORmzkE59UTk8P

+hfB3MhaePQfQkSJmQBi+IOyaGeBy9McmxTZ7Ex+X1r9ONjhk7bs+1/pc5DZ

zymzPtBxQ4lYjUorKKYpyheETuRGs0+eTsMps3Lpd7OYuYIXPUxC0AmHPwVb

GdelcXnGtwckPazCTcvchW64TKmIEY4fDqBg8m8vggGIrImxt4pu4r+wJEkC

zyVlrOaFCNAdHRkZ/SPMAqqUkP9uVYHIoX/E8Vveu/ZAmnLuKDXV1jkcdri3

1bOJ

=7aRY

-----END PGP SIGNATURE-----







Admin Code 67.24(g) and (i), again by the will of the voters of San Francisco. 
The City can make no such subjective judgments in censoring public records; it is
a widely-abused exemption outside of SF and the people wisely prohibited it
locally.  Moreover, the DPA through its attorneys has attempted to mislead
the Sunshine Task Force, claiming that this public-interest balancing test is
"specifically require[d]" by the law even though the law says it is optional
State-wide (and in fact prohibited locally) - this is a lie that DPA refuses to
retract, and ethically unacceptable (see Penal Code 832.7(b)(5), vs 832.7(b)
(6)).

3. Most egregiously, DPA refuses to release SB 1421 records completely
publicly.  Instead of releasing records on their own website, or, as much of the
City does, using a system called NextRequest where public records can be
published without restrictions, DPA chooses to hide their SB1421 records
behind a sign-in wall accessible only to some requesters.  Why aren't
disclosable public records being made fully public?

Along with various media and civil liberties organizations, I have requested all
SB1421 records in the possession of DPA.  All members of the public, including
media, non-profits, down to individual human beings have absolutely equal
Constitutional, statutory, and local public access rights, and no one can be denied
any records provided to anyone else.  Nor can, as DPA seems to argue, some kind
of implied or tacit acceptance by the POA, ACLU, or Public Defenders office of
anemic Sunshine in any way reduce the Sunshine demanded by law to all
members of the public, including me.

NOTE: Nothing herein is legal, IT, or professional advice of any kind. The
author disclaims all warranties, express or implied, including but not limited to
all warranties of merchantability or fitness. In no event shall the author be
liable for any special, direct, indirect, consequential, or any other damages
whatsoever. The digital signature (signature.asc attachment), if any, in this
email is not an indication of a binding agreement or offer; it merely
authenticates the sender. Please do not include any confidential information, as
I intend that these communications with the government all be disclosable
public records.

Sincerely,

Anonymous
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