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Amended it Committee

FILE NO. 120404 - B/M11/2012 . OKuINANCE NO.

Q‘,:

[Admi'nistraﬁve Code - Urban Agriculture Program]

Ordinance amendi‘ng the San Francieco Administrative Code by adding Sections 53.1
througESS A4 td;. 1) establish an Urban Agriculture Program to oversee and coordinate
all of the C[ty s Urban Agriculture activities; and 2) adopt goals for the City related to
Urban Agriculture. | '

NOTE: / Additions are Szn,gle underlzne italics Tt imes New Roman;’

deletions are
Board amendment addltlons are double-underlined underlmed

Board amendment deletions are smke%h;eaghqqem

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

Section 1. Findings. The Board of Supe'rvisors finds and declares as follows:

1. Urban agriculture provides muitiple benefits to San Franciscans. It connects City
residents to the broader food system, provides green space and recreation, can save public
agencies money, provides ecological benefits and green infrastructure, builds community, and
offers foed access, public health, and economfc development potentiél.

2. San Franciscans have consistently demonstrated a d_emand for more space in
which they can grow food. .While private land oﬁers's.ome possibiliﬁes, public land is more
likely to meef the demand. L\and audits have surveyed potential sites and revealed that there
is public land suitable for urban agric_ulture. 4

3. »Access to land, materials, and Supportive infrastrﬁeture are the top needs for people
and groups interested in increasing food production within the City. Land access is 'Critical for
many residents living in apartments and other dense areas without access to open space for
growing food. Access to materials would make it easier for urban gardeners and farmers to

acquire basic resources such as mulch, compost, and tools. To prosper, those growing and

Supervisors Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen
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selling produce in the City also require supportive infrastructure, such as access to water,
distribution channels, facilities for processing and serving food, and educatronal opportunities
for aspiring gardeners |

4. Atleast seven City agencies provide funding for urban agriculture acttv_ities. In the
past five years, total funding from the City has averaged approximately $580,000 per year. -
The lack of coordination among agencies has led to an overall decline in City resources for
urban agrrculture activities relative to the funding level of the 1990s. Addrtronally, agencies
such as the. Plannlng Department Port, lerary Department, and the County Agricultural
Commissioner support urban agricuiture, though they currently do not provide funding.

5. The City currently lacks institutional support for urban agriculture. There isno

full-time staff person dedicated to this issue and no citywide cross-departmental urban

'agrieulture agenda. This lack of cohesion and accountability has created uncoordinated and

duplicative urban agriculture efforts thus far.
6. The City has taken important steps forward with the Executive Directive on Healthy
and SUsteinabte Food in 2009 and the passage of the Urban Agriculture Zoning Ordinance in

2011. However, much more remains to be done.

Section 2. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by adding

Chapter 58, Sections 53.1 through 53.4, to read as follows:.

- SEC. 53.1. TITLE.

This Chapter shall be entitled "the Urban Agriculture Ordinance”.

/A A

/A

Superviscrs Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen ) .
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SEC. 53.2. "URBAN AGRICULTURE" DEFINED.

"Urban Agriculture” is the growing of plants and raising of animals, usually for food or

12

flowers. Urban agriculture can occur in many types of places in the City, including, but not limited to,

home gardens, community gardens, market gardens, demonstration gardens, gardens at institutions

such as schools, workplaces. and jails, urban farms. orchards, rooftops. and greenhouses.

SEC. 53.3. URBAN AGRICULTURE PROGRAM.

(a) Establishment. There is hereby created an Urban Agriculture Program for the City and

County of San Francisco.

(b) Dufties. The Urban Agriculture Program shall:

(1) Coordinate Urban Agriculture efforts with other public agencies operating in the

City, including, but not limited to, the Recreation and Park Department, Public Utilities Commission,

Department of Public Works, Department of Public Health, Department of the Environment, Planning [

Departiment, Department of Building Inspection, the San Francisco Food Security Task Force, County

Agricultural Commissioner, Department of Real Estate, Public Library, Mavyor's Office of

Neichborhood Services, City Administrator, Port, and Airport, and the San Francisco Unified School

District, City College of San Francisco, quifornia Department of Parks and Recreation, United States

National Park Service Golden Gate Recreation Area, and the University of California Cooperative

Extension;

(2} Be responsible for promoting the development of comprehensive programs, policies

and strategies to meet the goals described in Section 53.4 and penerally enhance and increase Urban

Agriculture in San Francisco;

(3) Develop strategic partnerships with community organizations, Schools, and others

for the purpose of advancing Urban Agriculture in San Francisco, and seek public feedback from these’

partners in major policy decisions;

Supervisors Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen -
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(4) Advocate for Urban Agriculture policies and funding at the State and F ederal level:

and,

(5) Collect data and metrics related to Urban Agriculture and make that infonnation

available to the public:

(6) Coordinate support among public agencies and community organizations for

gleaning programs that collect excess produce from gardens, urban farms, and othér sources in the

City and distribute that produce to those in need:

(7) Explore how Urban Agriculture can enhance existing job training programs

and provide new job fraining and employment opportunities for all San Francisco residents.

including low income individuals and youth. and can create employment opportunities and

incentives for emplovers to hire San Francisco residents for food-growing programsExplere

(8) Consult with the County Agricultural Commissioner‘ and Director of Public Health

to ensure that Urban Agriculture brojects conform to applicable agricultural and public health laws

and regulations and do not cause or contribute to public health risks, such as soil contamination and

vermin infestations; and,

(9) Ensure that existing Urban Agriculture spaces are being utilized fuilv.

| (c) Strategic Plan. By December 31, 2012, the Mavyor aﬁd the City Administrator, in

consultation with relevant City departments and community stakeholders, shall develop a strategic plan

for the Urban Agriculture Program to_carry out its duties and to meet the City’s stated Urban

Agriculture goals, as contained in Sections 53.3 and 53.4. _The strategic plan shall contain baseline -

data on Urban Agriculture in San Francisco, including, but not [imited to, an accountmg of all Czty

funding and resources, a list of all local Urban Agriculture programs, a count of all active and inactive

- sites and site coordinators, a count of waiting lists, and a needs assessment of resident, organization,

Supervisors Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen
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and business needs. The strategic plan_ shall also include a projected budget for the Urban Agriculture

Program and identify potential ;vources of funding. The Mayor and the City Administrator shall sitbmit

the strategic plan to the Board of Supervisors for its approval by resolution, and make the plan .

available to the general public, by December 31, 2012. The strategic plan may set new target dates for.

the City to reach the Urban Agriculture Goals set in Section 53.4, and those new dates shall be deemed-

ratified by the Board's approval of the strategic plan.

(d) External Evaluation. By December 31, 2012, the Mayor and the City Administrator shall

evaluate which City agency or non-profit organization receiving City funds should permanently

manage the coordination of Urban Agriculture activities and house the Urban Agriculture Program.

The evaluation shall examine fiscal capacity to secure reasonable funding as well as programmatic

capacity to implement the Strategic Plan. The Mayor and the City Ac_iministrafor shall submit the

results of this evaluation and their recommendation to the Board of Supervisors and make the

evaluation and recommendation available to the public.

(e) Annual Report. By January 1, 2014 and every year theredfter, the Urban Agriculture

Program shall provide a report to the Mayor and Board of Supervisors summarizing key Urban

Agriculture achievements, challenges, and indicators from the previous year, including an official

accounting of all City funding for Urban Agriculture and an inventory of local resources and programs

relevant to Urban Agriculture in San Francisco. These annual reports shall also provide data on

_progress the City made in the prior year towards meeting each of the Urban Agriculture Program's

soals, as contained in Section 53.4.

(f) It shall be City policy that for Fiscal Year 2012-13, the City shall ensure that there is at

least one full-time staff person assigned to support coordination of Urban Agriculture programs among

City agencies and community stakeholders.

/A

Supervisors Chiu; Avalos, Olague,‘ Mar, Cohen . ‘
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SEC. 53.4. URBAN AGRICULTURE GOALS.

The City hereby adopts the following goals related to Urban Agriculture:

(1) To complete and publish, by January 1, 2013, an audit of City-owned buildings with

rooftops potentially suitable for both commercial and non-commercial Urban Agriculture;

(2) To develop, by January I, 2013, incentives for property owners to allow temporary Urban

Agriculture projects, particularly on vacant and blighted property awaiting development:

(3) To develop, by January 1, 2013, a streamlined application process for Urban Agriculz,‘ure

projects on public land, with clear evaluation guidelines that are consistent across agencies:

(4) To create, by July 1, 2013, a “one-stop shop” for Urban Agriculture that would provide

information, programming, and technical assistance to all San Francisco residents, businesses, and

organizations wishing to engage in Urban Agriculture:

(5) To develop new Urban Agriculture projects on public land where residents demonstrate

desire for the projects, with at least 10 new locations for Urban Agriculture completed by January 1.

2014;

(6) To open garden resource centers in neighborhoods across the City, either at existing or new.

sites, that provide residents with resources such as compost, seeds, and tools, with at least 5 completed

by January I, 2014 and,

(7) To develop sufficient Urban Agriculturé resources such that by January 1, 2014, San

Francisco residents seeking a community garden plot have to wait no more than a vear for access to a

plot.

~Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the

date of passage.

Supervisors Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen .
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Section 4. This section is uncodified. In enacting this Ordinance, the Board intends to

amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers,

punctuaﬁon, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent part of the Administrative Code that

are explicitly shown in this legislation as additions, deletions, Board amendment additions,

and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under the official

fitle of the legislation.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

o A T

. THOMAS J. OWEN
Deputy City Attorney

Supervisors Chiu, Avalos, Olague, Mar, Cohen
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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FILE NO. 120404

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(6/11/2012, Amended in Committee)

[Administrative Code - Urban Agriculture Program]

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Administrative Code by adding Sections 53.1
through 53.4 to: 1) establish an Urban Agriculture Program to oversee and coordinate
all of the City’s Urban Agriculture activities; and 2) adopt goals for the City related to

Urban Agriculture. )

Ekfsting Law

The City does not currently have a program to survey and coordinate urban agriculture

Citywide.

Amendments to Current Law

The proposal would amend the Administrative Code to create an "Urban Agriculture .
Program" for the City. The proposal defines "Urban Agriculture™ as "the growing of plants and
raising of animals, usually for food or flowers," in places such as home gardens, community
gardens, market gardens, demonstration gardens, gardens at institutions such as schools,
workplaces, and jails, urban farms, orchards, rooftops, and greenhouses.

The proposal would adopt a number of ovefarching goals for Urban Agriculture in San
Francisco: : '

e To complete and publish, by January 1, 2013, an audit of City-owned |
buildings with rooftops potentially suitable for both commercial and non-
commercial Urban Agriculture; : ' , !

.e To develop, by January 1, 2013, incentives for property owners to allow
temporary Urban Agriculture projects, particularly on vacant and blighted
property awaiting development;

e Todevelop, by January 1, 2013, a streamlined application process for Urban
Agriculture projects on public land, with clear evaluation guidelines that are
consistent across agencies;

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Page 1
8/11/2012
n:\govern\as2012\1200417\00779379.doc

89




To create, by July 1, 2013, a “one-stop shop” for Urban Agriculture that would
provide information, programming, and technical assistance toall San
Francisco residents, businesses, and organizations wishing to engage in
Urban Agriculture; | ' ' '

To develop new Urban Agriculture projects on public land where residents

demonstrate desire for the projects, with at least 10 new locations for Urban
Agriculture completed by January 1, 2014;

To open garden resource centers in neighborhoods across the City, either at
existing or new sites, that provide residents with resources such as compost,
seeds, and tools, with at least 5 completed by January 1, 2014; and,

To develop sufficient Urban Agriculture resources such thafby January 1,
2014, San Francisco residents seeking a community garden plot have to wait
no more than a year for access to a plot.

The target dates could be modified in the Strategic Plan for the Urban Agriculture Program,
discussed below.

To achieve these goals, the proposal would create an Urban Agriculture Program for

the City. The Program would have several functions:

Coordination of Urban Agriculture efforts among City departments and other
public agencies operating in the City;

Development of comprehensive programs, policies and strategies to meet the
City's Urban agriculture goals;

Development of strategic partnerships with community organizations, schools,
and others to advance Urban Agriculture;

Advocacy for Urban Agriculture policies and funding at the State and Federal
level;

Collection and public dissemination of information related to Urbanl
Agriculture;

Coordination of suppoﬂrt among public agenbies and-community organization
for gleaning programs that collect and distribute excess produce; :

. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ' Page 2
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* Exploration of of how Urban Agriculture can complement existing job training
programs and provide new job training and employment opportunities for San
Francisco residents, and can create employment opportunities and incentives '
for employers to hire San Francisco residents for food-growing programs;

e Consultation with the County Agricultural Commissioner and the Director of
Public Health on ensuring the safe and lawful operation of Urban Agriculture
projects, and the prevention of potential public health risks that may be
associated with such activities; and, '

o Confirmation that existing Urban Agriculture spaces are utilized fully.

" The proposal would require the Mayor and the City Administrator to develop a Strategic Plan
for the Urban Agriculture Program in consultation with City departments and community
stakeholders by December 31, 2012. The plan would contain baseline data on Urban
Agriculture in San Francisco, including an accounting of all City funding and resources, a list
of all local Urban Agriculture programs, a count of all active and inactive sites and site
coordinators, a count of waiting lists, and a needs assessment of resident, organization, and
business needs. The Plan would also include a projected budget for the Urban Agriculture
Program and identify potential sources of funding. The Mayor and City Administrator would
submit the Plan to the Board of Supervisors for its approval by resolution.

Under the proposal, the Mayor and the City Administrator would also evaluate which
City agency or nori-profit organization receiving City funding should- permanently manage the
Urban Agriculture Program. The evaluation would examine the successor agency's fiscal
capacity to secure reasonable funding as well as its programmatic capacity to implement the
Strategic Plan. The Mayor and the City Administrator would submit the results of this
evaluation and their recommendation to the Board of Supervisors by December 31, 2012,
along with the Strategic Plan. ’

By Jaﬁuary 1, 2014 and every year thereafter, the Urban Agriculture Program would
. submit a report to the Mayor and Board of Supervisors summarizing key Urban Agriculture
achievements, challenges, and .indicators from the previous year, including an official -
accounting of all City funding for Urban Agriculture and an inventory of local resources and
programs relevant to Urban Agriculture in San Francisco. These annual reports would also
provide data on progress the City made in the prior year towards meeting each of the Urban
Agriculture Program's goals.

The proposal would also make it City policy to ensure that for Fiscal Year 2012-13,
there is at least one full-time staff person in City service assigned to support coordination of
Urban Agriculture programs among City agencies and community stakeholders.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 3
' | ‘ ‘ 6/11/2012
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91



120404
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Committee

What is an Urban Farm?

By Jay ?‘(csenberg | June 14, 2011

So many of the peopie | meet at Hayes Valley Farm have s2id, "in designing this space, we get fo design the world we want to iive in”

\What a great perspectivel |

For & brief peried of time, we have been granted the oppenunity to research, educate and demonstrate what an Urban Farm could be, Recently, as the city
has come o an agresment to seil 2 porticn of the farm for development, we have besn engaged in 2 series of mestings at City Hall to scout locations for

future fanms.

At the seme time, the San Francisco Urban Agricuiturs Alliance reaiized & semendous success when Mayor Ed Lee signed the "Salad Bill," further

cing the cify's priority on urban agriculture. This has been 2 very exciting time!

And once agsin the question is being asked, "whatis an urhan farm?,” and | am glad 1o report back or: some of what wa've leamed...

So What is an Urban Farm?

At first glance, a farm fs & big space whers food is'grown, so, an urban farm might be z big space in a city where food is grown. That has seemed 1o be

the generafly accepied definition. The 2.2 acre vacants

farm in Hayes Vziley was first proposed.

Since 2010, as Hayes Valiey Farm has continued to grow, our understznding of what an Urban Farm could be has alsc grown. Here are some of the
slemenis that currently maks up our Urban Famm.

The Greenhouse - for raising planis from seed o baby planis and ssedlings

The Plant Nursery - for raising baby plants into stronger, healthier plants ready for the outside world

The Sead Library - for providing seeds to community members as a resource, and through perticipation, advancing research in what grows bsstin the

city, buili from materials rescued fron the landfill

The Beds - for perennial and annual food crops planied close together along with other beneficial plants. The beds are buiit atop the freeway with
cardboarnd, manure, much and compost, and not laid out in traditional rows and sections, but rather are piaced on the landscape to save water and aveid

typical pest probiems

The Freeway Food Forest - for raising dwarf fruit rees, providing beauty, habitat for birds and pollinators, and semonstration of growing food without

removing the pavement
Tha Tool Library.- for iending and providing of tools for tocst farm and garden projecis

The Compost Freeway - coliscting cubic yards of organic kitchsn scraps from iocal kitchens and community centers, mixed with landscaper clipping andg

organic matier from the waste siream, organized by 2 dedicated group of voluniears )

The Bechive Exhibit - for demonsiration and pollination, as well as unigue hands-on education opportunities

The Time Machine - the first retail branch of the Timebank, g iocat currency, also buil from materials rescued from the iandfili

The LitHe Red Schoothouse - converted out of a parking lof atiendant shed, provides & secure, dry space for storage of aducational materiale and

equipment

rted out of a parking lot aftendant shed, provides a securs, dry space for sterage of youth educational

The Center for Youth Education - ajso conv

matzrials and equipment
The Blue Tape Cafe - an outdoor gathering spacs for coffee, tez, and snacks

The Cob Oven - an earthen stove and oudoor gathering space buiit from sand, straw, brokel pieces of old sidewaik



The Reading Room - an indoor gatharing space for reading, researching and relaxing, also built from materials rescued from the landfill

The Resource Center - a truck-accessible drop site for large deliveries of materials, and a series of storage bays built from old palsttes for storing and

sharing materials and supplies.

The Solar Pump - a solar panef array and battery for education and demonstration of alternative, oif-the-grid, energy sclutions

>

The Bird Cage - & garden area planted fo encourage bird and pobinator habitat
The Invisible Classroom - 2n indoor ciassroom space fashionzd out of three portable greenheuses

The Cob Colesseum - an outdoor classroom and gathering space built from sand, straw, and broken pieces of oid sidewalk

The list of elements that make up an Urban Farm is longer that just what can be found at Hayes Vailey Farm. Some of these elements rmay be found at
other Urban Famms in San Francisco. There's the The Project Homeless Connect Community Garden ai Growing Homs with the Depariment of Public
Health, .

The Free Farm Stand at £l Parque Ninos de Unidos, The Food Processing & Preserving Workshops at Baker's Aliey with ECO-SF andThe Compost

Toilet ai the Eco-canter at Heron's Head Park.

and there's mdra..,

In tooking a #ittie harder, we may find that other elements may not be :n San F;alncisclo atali yet...

 Where will wa find spaces for Timber and Bamboo Crchards for future construction or Riofuel Frocessing Centers for alfemative jocal er‘:erg'y production.
An Urban Farm is more albout the compilation of these various elements than a large space dedicated to growing food.

So how much space do we really need? Most of thesa elements are relativety small, quite & fsw are under 100 square feet, restored or built from our
garbage at aimost no cost At Hayes Vailey Fam, a lof of these slements are c.onvenienﬁ'y locatec within the 2.2 acre, fenced-off space. But, they dan't

have to all be in the same space, and that is one of the greatest lsssens being ieamned here.

The future success of Urban Farms isn't going to be realized just because there are more big spaces to grow food, What we realiy need are ali kinds of
spaces of various shapes ard sizes, and pesple who iive nsarby who want 1o work iogether,

Fer the thousands of people whe have leamed, worked and played at Hayes Valley Farm, the realization that there is 2 timeline 1o begin closing up,
breaking down, and moving the farm has conjured a lct of smotions, - -

Scmeons's mom once said, "If ife gives you lemons, then make lemonade.”

if the lemon served up this time was the nofice of the pending szle of the fam to deveiop spariment buildings, then the lemonade is the opporiuntty o
design mere than a single farm site, more than & couple of them, but 2 whole city. Looking at the amazing siruciures Suzanne Husky designed, | can
sasily imagine tool lending, seed librariss and branches of the timebank 2ll ovar town, easfly accessible to sager urban farmers wherever they may live,

work and play.

So, small elements of Uban Fams ars now popping up ali ovar town. We opened another branch of The Time Machine at San Francisco Siate, helped
The Veggie Table at 3rd and Palcu get started on their version of the free farm stand in the Ray Visw,

And gstting cleser and closer to the dream, designing the farms, the city, and the woerld we want to live in... well that's some sweet lemonade.,
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. Qommifree
June 11, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

I am a Community Organizer focusing on issues of food security and food justice with
Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation. | urge you to support the urban
agriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few important
amendments. :

We at TNDC strongly support the use of Urban Agriculture as a means to provide a source of
income as well as access to fresh and healthy produce to the low-income families and
communities of color living in San Francisco. We as San Franeiscans must lead the way in
addressing issues surrounding food security and food justice. This Legislation provides an
important step in moving San Francisco to the forefront of a Global Urban Agriculture
Movement.

While we support the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, we urge you to support the foliowing changes to the proposal:

1) This legislation should hold space to prioritize job creation and food security for
_ low-income residents living in the more underserved neighborhoods of San
- Francisco. '

e In section 53.4, Goals numbered 1, 6 and 7 should include language that puts priority in
locating and mobilizing these resources in low-income communities and for the benefit of
San Franciscans with less access to healthy affordable produce.

» In section 53.3, Goa! number 7 should incorporate how green jobs along with Urban
Agriculture can be expanded and improved to address foremost, the still-pressing issues
of hunger, food access inequity, and diet-related disease in San Francisco, especially in
low income communities and communities of color.

2) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded.

3) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advi_éory .
committee, for the new program. '

4) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program
include a budget, identified funding, and Input from community groups..

5) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban
agriculture can provide job training and/or employment opportunities

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sinegrely, . :
T :

Ryan Thayer
Community Organizer
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A REPORT FROM AN URBAN FARMER
May 31, 2012

My name is Rob Joyce, and | am an urban farmer. Urban agriculture projects in San
Francisco have been a primary focus for me during the last 28 months, first at Hayes
Valley Farm, and more recently at Please Touch Community Garden, with my interest
and activity including projects across the City. As the Board of Supervisors begins
considering key urban agriculture legislation, I believe my experience creating,
coordinating, and implementing these types of projects enables me to provide a helpful
perspective. '

First, | would like to applaud Supervisor David Chiu for introducing legislation to
establish a program and goals for urban agriculture in our city. And I would like to
express my gratitude to SPUR and Eli Zigas for the April 2012 report "Public Harvest:
Expanding the Use of Public Land for Urban Agriculture in San Francisco.” | am also
grateful for all the people within San Francisco City government who have provided
assistance and resources for urban agriculture. There is tremendous opportunity to
create more resilient structures and support for urban agriculture in our city, and to
leverage resources for increased positive effect. It is important that this opportunity not
be squandered. -

San Francisco directs very little of its public funding to urban agriculture. The SPUR
report presents a chart called "How Much Does San Francisco Spend on Urban
Agriculture?" on page 18. It indicates that an average of $580,923 was spent annually
over a five year period from 2006-2011, and that funding has been increasing. Yet
$234,764 - over 30% of what is shown as Capital/One-Time Expense during that period
- Is a grant from the Recreation and Park Department for a quarter-acre site that has not
been activated or improved at all. To include this as money "spent” by the Recreation -
and Park Department on urban agriculture may be misleading.

Within San Francisco City government, there are no paid staff members with urban .
agriculture as their primary responsibility. The SPUR report claims on page 16 that "the
combined partial staff time of numerous individuals in city agencies and city-funded
nonprofits equals approximately 3.5 full-time employees." Without seeing the various
duties which have been cobbled together to reach this 3.5 employee figure, it is hard to
make an accurate assessment. Spending by the Department of the Environment
represents over 30% of what is shown in the report as Ongoing Expenses
(characterized on page 19 as primarily staff time, maintenance and programming) from
2006-2011. Yet none of the 87 staff members listed on the SF Environment website
have urban agriculture in their job title, nor is there an urban agriculture program. The
SPUR report indicates that urban agriculture grants are being awarded by this
department, but there is no mention of specifics on the department website.

My concern is that the conclusions presented in the SPUR report méy be interpreted to

mean that simply reorganizing existing funding and personnel within existing
organizations can adequately support an effective urban agriculture program. The
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proposed legislation states that "by December 31, 2012, the Mayor and the City
Administrator shall evaluate which entity within the City or which non-profit organization
partially funded by the City should permanently manage the coordination of Urban
Agriculture activities and house the Urban Agriculture Program." Existing departments
~ like Recreation and Park and SF Environment do great work, but they have not taken
the opportunity to lead and to expand urban agriculture efforts effectively on the ground.
Without a demonstrated propensity or desire to create an urban agriculture program
proactively, why should the stewardship of such a program be foisted upon them?

Diverting City funding to a non-profit organization presents problems as well. The
NPO's that are fiscal sponsors of existing programs are already typically absorbing 15%
of funding as administrative fees, and | question whether an appropriate return for this
cost is being provided. | am concerned about additional layers of bureaucracy and
administration that could delay and detract from actual timely implementation, and could
be barriers to transparency. Additional concerns can be illustrated by San Francisco's
experience with SLUG, which provides plenty of cautionary tales.

In reality, the vibrant urban agriculture projects that have provided so much benefit to
our City have been created in large part by the leadership, coordination, and labor of
volunteers. The fact that these efforts are largely of a volunteer nature offers one
indication about why there is not better coordination between the various successiul
volunteer-led projects. When a person donates 10-20 hours per week at a project for
which they have a personal passion, it is understandably hard to find an additional 3-5
hours to coordinate with other projects throughout the City.

{ would like to emphasize that great urban agriculture projects have been implemented
throughout San Francisco, but that the successes to this point have come largely from
the selfless work of volunteers, with very little in the way of focussed efforts from the
public sector. To sustain these projects and to create more like it, a fully funded Oftice
of Urban Agriculture with dedicated staff members is appropriate. | recommend that this
new Office be staffed as following: '

One full-time staff member and one half-time staff member to oversee the Program.
They will staff "a “one-stop shop” for Urban Agriculture that would provide information,
programming, and technical assistance 1o all San Francisco residents, businesses, and
organizations wishing to engage in Urban Agriculture” that is described in the proposed

legislation.

Four half-time staff members, to act as Resource Coordinators at four Resource
Centers to be located on existing urban agriculture sites that are on public land, "that
provide residents with resources such as compost, seeds, and tools" as described in the

proposed legislation.

. Together, these positions total 3.5 full-time positidns, the same staffing level the SPUR
report claims are currently being publicly funded.
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The goals outlined in both the SPUR report and the proposed legisiation are admirable.
However, | question whether some of those goals are appropriate at this time, and for
this legislation. How was the goal of ten new urban agriculture projects reached? Are
new sites the appropriate focus when there is so little publicly-funded support and staff
for existing projects? | would welcome more rooftop gardens, but is an audit of public
buildings (listed as the first goal in the proposed legislation) the best use of limited
resources at this point? Fundamentally, | question the wisdom of legislating goals and
timelines in the absence of any funding or staffing parameters.

| support the urban agriculture legislation that Supervisor Chiu has introduced. |
welcome a cohesive program to support urban agriculture and the many benefits it .
provides for our city - healthy food, community, habitat creation, storm water runoff
mitigation, recreation, education, blight reduction, and the positive transformation of
urban space. | know that within the urban agriculture community, people have a wide
range of opinions, ideas, and experiences. | hope many of these community members
come forward to share their views, and that together we can help shape truly effective
legislation that provides for a fully funded, fully staffed, effective urban agriculture
program for the City of San Francisco. '

Thank you for your consideration.
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Support for Urban Agriculture Legislation
David Glober to; Malia Cohen; Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener 06/08/2012 07:16 PM
Cc: Alisa.Miller, David.Chiu, MayorEdwinLee, info

Greetings,

- 1 am writing as a 25-year plus resident and citizen of San Francisco and as some one active in
community and neighborhood issues generally, and food security and urban farming and
gardening activities specifically. There are many individuals in San Francisco trained in growing
food and we have one established working microfarm. There are more skilled and semi-skilled
workers in this area than there is land available, and many of the urban farms in place face a
nomadic future.

Sup. Chiu's legislation addresses the many services urban agriculture does and can provide to the
city, which range from healthful outdoor activity to helping to ensure adequate nutrition going
forward. The role of petroleum in current farming methods, and of trucks bringing food into the -
city, is significant given that over time, pricing and supplies of petroleum may be insufficient to
guarantee an accessible food economy. Supplementation of currently relied-upon sources of food
to fill our shelves and pantries, may become essential.

This is to express gratitude to the City of San Francisco and Mayor Lee for all the initiatives and

_ support for urban agriculture to date. This is also to urge adoption of Sup. Chiu's legislation with
the additional consideration of the SFUAA's recommendations regarding specifics of this
legislation in the letter from the SFUAA to the Land Use and Economic Development”

Committee dated May 14, 2012.
-thank you,

David Glober
Potrero Hill / District 10
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Letter of Support for Urban Ag Ordinance :

community gardeners to: Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener 06/10/2012 02:19 PM .
. Alisa.Miller, david.chiu, mayoredwinlee, info, David.Campos,
" melanie.nutter, lauren.lester, phil.ginsburg

Sunday, June 10, 2012
Dear City of San Francisco Supervisors:

Friends of Alemany Farm urges.you to support the u;Ban_agriculture legislation introduced in
April (Ordinance 120404) along with an important amendment. The new urban agriculture
program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific,
measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for
coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic
planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of existing city resources that
support city gardeners and farmers. :

Alemany Farm (www.alemanyfarm.org) is San Francisco’s largest food production site, a
three-acre organic garden and orchard on Recreation and Park Department (RPD) property on the
south side of Bernal Hill, adjacent to the San Francisco Housing Authority’s Alemany Dwellings.
Each year Friends of Alemany Farm produces several thousand pounds of fruit and vegetables as
healthy and free nutrition for San Francisco residents; hosts dozens of field trips for classes
ranging from kindergarteners to college students; manages instructional workdays for individuals
as well as nonprofit, corporate and faith-based groups; and sponsors horticultural workshops and
- community celebrations. As the City’s “urban food park,” Alemany Farm is a unique place for
recreation, education, and community-building.

We are proud of the work that we are able to accomplish. But we regret we can’t do more — and
we are frustrated that the City’s disorganized approach to managing the community gardens
program is holding us back. Our all-volunteer group has been operating under a RPD-mandated
moratorium (no new programs, no fundraising, maintenance only) for almost three years.as RPD
slowly moves forward to develop a management plan for the site. '

Plans for expanded food production, grants for education programs, work programs for
low-income youth, etc. have all had to stand idle as we wait for the City to slowly move through
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its process. By forming a dedicated office for urban farming, the proposed ordinance would
streamline the process that has prevented us from creating new programs for the farm —
programs that the farm’s neighbors have said repeatedly they desperately need.

There is currently a multi-stakeholder process underway to develop a new plan for the site and to
create a community advisory council to oversee programs. We are optimistic about the outcome
of this process. But, once again, this process should not have taken three years. Although we
have benefited from the hard work of diligent public servants in RPD and San Francisco
Environment (SFE), it is clear that without any orie agency focused on community farming and
gardening, San Francisco will not be a national leader when it comes to urban food production on

public lands.

We are enthusiastic about the proposed ordinance. It is the first step toward a long-overdue
coordination of City agencies on issues related to community gardens and community farms like

ours.

While we support the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, We urge you to support the following changé to the proposal:

Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for the
new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program,
a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability. .

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Thank you for your attention.
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Sincerely,
Friends Qf Alemany Farm

Www.alemanyfarm.ofg

community. gardeners@gmail.com

CC: Phil Ginsburg,'Melan'ie Nutter, Supervisor David Chiu, Supervisor David Campos, Mayor
Ed Lee ‘ .
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Urban agriculture ordinance comments
Eli Zigas to: Alisa.Miller . 06/10/2012 09:44 PM

Dear Ms. Miller, -

Attached is a copy of SPUR's letter to the members of the Land Use and Economic
Development Committee that [ sent to the individual supervisors on Friday. | wanted to send
you a copy for inclusion with the record of the legislation and, in case it's not too late, to
include with any packet of public comments that gets distributed to the committee members
prior to Monday's meeting. | realize | may be too late on this, but | hope not!

Sincerely,
—Eli

Eli Zigas :

Food Systems and Urban Agr;culture Program Manager
SPUR :: San Francisco Planning + Urban Research Association
415.644.4881

ezigas@spur.org

Ideas + action for a better city >> spur.org
Join us for the SPUR Member Party Thursday, June 14 >> spur. org/mernberparty

SPUR comments urban agricuiture legislation june 8.pdf
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Land Use and Economic Development Committee
San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 941024689

Re: Urban Agriculture Legislation (Ordinance 120404)
Dear Members of the Land Use and Econor'nicb Development Committee:

SPUR supportts the urban agriculture legislation (Ordinance 120404) introduced by
Supervisor David Chiu, including the revisions submitted on June 5. The proposed
urban agriculture program will provide transparency, improve coordination of city
resources, and lead to more opportunities for people to farm and garden on public land.

SPUR’s new report, Public Harvest (April 2012), found that demand for space in San
Francisco to grow food is strong, and that many community gardens have wait lists
more than two years long. To meet thisdemand and to better utilize public land for
urban agriculture, we recommended that the city expand and coordinate its
institutional support, increase funding, and provide a clearer process for accessing and
activating public land for urban agriculture. This legislation is an important first step in
this direction. '

Urban agriculture provides San Franciscans with many benefits: vibrant green spaces
and recreation, education about fresh food and the effort it takes to produce it,
ecological benefits for the city, sites that help build community, and a potential source
of modest economic development. But the city will not fully capture these benefits

: unless_ it respondsto the growing interest and energy behind the issue with more
- resources and better institutional support..

SPUR recommends, and this legislation creates, a “one-stop-shop” which would
provide urban agriculture information and resources to the public. Currently, at least
seven city agencies provide monetary support—averaging $580,000 per year—and 11’
agencies provide land to city gardeners and farmers. Although the funding supports
many important projects, there are no clear goals or accountability for how it is spent.
Multiple agencies spend staff time responding to inquiries from the public regarding
urban agriculture, writing leases to activate new gardens or farms on their land, and
responding to requests for technical assistance. Still, city residents interested in
gardening do not know where to turn to add their name to a community garden wait
list, how to access garden resources, or how to activate an underutilized, publicly-

. owned parcel to grow food.

Supervisor Chiu’s legislation will begin to address these issues by creating a program
that is responsible for reaching specific goals with timelines. Importantly, the
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legislation requires the Mayor and City Administrator to create a strategic plan for how to achieve
the goals of the legislation and also determine, by the end of 2012, whether a city agency or a
non-profit partially funded by the City best serves as the main institutional support for urban
agriculture. This type of planning will begin much-needed coordination of agency efforts and
aligns with one of SPUR’s top recommendations. ‘

We appreciate your consideration of SPUR’s comments and encourage you to approve this
legislation without delay.

Sincerel

Eli Zigas
Food Systems and Urban Agriculture
Program Manager
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Support for Urban Agriculture, Ordinance 120404 :
Stephanie Ciancio to: Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener 06/10/2012 11:59 PM
Ce: Alisa.Miller, david.chiu, mayoredwinlee, vid.Campos, info

June 10, 2012
Dear Supervisors:

I urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation intro‘.duced in April (Ordinance 120404)
along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the
legistation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with

- timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the
goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation
that will help make better use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

I often notice and share the feeling that San Francisco is a city to be escaped from in search of
greenery and bucolic escape. With a proper system in place, we can heal the land and
community, meeting needs through greater efficiency and connection with our land and its
capabilities. '

While Isupport the proposal, lalso-wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legistation.

Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

!

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program

fo succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already

existing efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly,

additional urban agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance,
- and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
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program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups. :

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

| hope you will support the propesal with the amendments outlined above.
Sincerely,

| Stephanie Ciancio

Certified Green Building Advisor

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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San Francisco Lax. ._ _apes
CA Lic # 932022

PO Box 170182

San Francisco, CA 94117
Office: 415-585-9137

Web: SFLandscapes.com

6/10/12
Dear Supervisors:

San Francisco Landscapes urges you to support the urban agriculture legislation
introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The:
new urban agriculture program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among
agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines: increase accountability by
placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and
agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better
use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

SF Landscapes is a C-27 Landscape Contractor and a for profit corporation that
designs, installs and maintains gardens in San Francisco. We also have a small but

- growing CSA — Community Supported Agriculture program where we grow food in folks
gardens here in SF and trade the produce among the members. We are about to take on
land-less clients as subscribers for weekly delivery of food grown in SF. We would like
to expand our CSA program and hire more workers to helps us meet our goals.

It has been hard to find people to hire that have been trained in food productierras it -
applies to SF, which has a unique climate and conditions. It would be great if there was
a robust trajning program that we could hire from. '

While SF Landscapes supports the proposal,"we also wish to see the amendments put
forward by the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, we urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the
new program to succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to
coordinating the already existing efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods
across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture funding is needed for
educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory
committee, for the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are
invested in the new program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide
accountability. '

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agﬁéu!ture program
include a budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) SF Landscapes would like this ordinance to go beybnd expliciﬂy including
mention that the new program shouid explore how urban agriculture can provide
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San Francisco Lai._.. _apes
CA Lic # 932022

PO Box 170182

San Francisco, CA 94117
Office: 415-585-9137

Web: SFLandscapes.com

job training and/or employment opportunities. Change the wording to state:
Enhance existing job training programs for all SF residents including low income
and youth persons and create employment opportunities and incentives for
employers to hire SF residents for their food growing programs.

San Francisco Landscapes hopes you will support the proposal with the amendments
outlined above. ' :

Sincerely,

Casey Allen

Permaculture Designer, Landscape Maintenance Manager, SF Naturalist
SAN FRANCISCO LANDSCAPES C-27 CA Lic#932022

PO Box 170182, San Francisco, CA 94117 _

Email: Casey@SFLandscapes.com Cell Phone: 415-572-1144 Office:
415-585-9137 Website: SFLandscapes.com

~ CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Urban Ag Ordinance 120404
malia.cohen, Alisa.Miller, david.chiu,
Nora Roman to: mayoredwinlee, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener, 06/06/2012 09:54 AM
david.campos :

Dear Supervisors et all:

I am wrltlng to urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation
introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few 1mportant
amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the
legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific,
measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing
. responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific
person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and
evaluation that will .help make better use of existing 01ty resources
that support city gardeners and farmers.

I am a home organic gardener andvI’ve had the pleasure of being
involved with rescuing the Alemany Farm from oblivion after SLUG fell
apart and that garden (which is right below my home) was abandoned. I
am thrilled and hopeful about the new upsurge in interest in urban
agriculture and gardening. As a registered nurse and a communlty
activist for health and other important issues, I feel it is very
important that we provide organized official support for this
legislature, which represents a people’s movement toward health and
sanity for our sick society.

While I support the proposal, I also wish to see the amendments put
forward by the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in
the final legislation.

Specifically, I urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded.
For the new program to succeed, at least one staff person must be
dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts
happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly,
additional urban agriculture funding is needed for educational
programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource
centers.’ :

2) Incorporate- an oversight body, such as an advisory board or
citizen's advisory committee, for the new program. This will help
ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a
wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban
agriculture program include a budget, identified funding, and input
from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how
urban agriculture can provide job training and/or employment
opportunities

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,
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Nora Roman, RN
68 Arnold Ave.
SF, CA 94110
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RO. Box 170160
San Fravicisca, CA 0417 G160

T | . iy

pa i"é(S A i l iC! ﬁ ce ‘ © wwwsipa millur)lc: ori '
June 4, 2012

‘Dear Suparvisors:

Thé San Francisco Parks Alliance (SFPA) urges you fo-stpport the urban agriculture legistation infroduced in Apr (Ordznance
» 120404) along with the important amendments put forward by the San Franc{sco Urban Agricultural Alianice.

SFPA's mission rs to inspire and promote civicé engagement and philanthropy to profect, sustain, and enrich San Francisco

parks and green open spaces. Our parks and open $paces are critical public resources that enhance urhan fife. Residents
utilize parks and open space for relaxation, récreation, and contemplation of niature, among othier uses. - More and more, San . -
Franciscans have shewn an inferest in urban agriculture, and SFPA acknowledges that urban agriculture offers mulfiple benefits
to city dwellers, including increasing thelr access to fresh and healthy foad; providing recreational opportunities; fostering the
creation of community; and providing ecologlcal beneﬁts such as the absarption of rainwater and providing habitat for birds and
insects.

SFPA supports the urban agriculturs legislation proposed, we also wish to see the arhendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alfiance included in the final legislation. Specially, these amendments are:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new pfogram to succeed, at feast one
staff person must be dedicated full-fime to coordinating the aiready existing efforts happening in agencies and neighbothoods

- across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture fundmg fs needed for educational programmmg, site maintenance,
and the development of resource centers,

2) lncorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory commlttee for the new program.
This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, & wider range of voices are heard, and help
provrde accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agrtcuiture program include a budget, identified funding,
and input from community groups

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agticulture cat proyvide jOh training
.andlor employment opportunities

The San Francisco Parks Alfliance encotrages you to support the proposal with the amendments outlined above, '

Sincerely,

Mafff”’““”’)

Matthew O'Grady
Execufive Ditactor

CC: Mayor Ed Les, Supervisor David Chui, Supervisar Christina Olague, Commtttee Clerk Alisa Miller, SF Urban Agricufture
Alliance
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Ordinance 120404: Urban Agriculture Legislation

. S Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org, .
Brie Mazurek  1o: Eric.L..Mar@sfgov.org, Scott. Wlener@sfgov org 06/01/2012 03:45 AM

Ce: "Alisa. Mlller@sfgov org", "mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org",
" "info@sfuaa.org”
Please respond o Brie Mazurek

June 1, 2011

Dear Supervisors:

| urge you to support the urban agriculture legisiation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404)
along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the
legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with
timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the
goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation
that will help make better use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.
As a supporter of local food and urban farm projects such as Hayes Valley Farm and the
Urban Permaculture Guild, | have witnessed the growth and passion of San Francisco's
urban agriculture community. | have written about the c:ltys needs for more coordinated
urban agriculture efforts in Grist:
http://grist.org/urban-agriculture/san-franciscos-urban-ag-spansion/ Waiting lists f for
community gardens exceed 20 years in some neighborhoods. The city should provide
the infrastructure to support citizens to grow their own food, utilize and beautify public
space, and build community.

While | support the proposal, | also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program
to succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already
existing efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly,
additional urban agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site mainfenance,
and the development of resource centers. :

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's adviéory committee, for>
the new program.” This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, ldent[ﬂed funding, and lnput from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can

provide job training and/or employment opportunities

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.
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Sincerely,

Brie Mazurek
2211 Mission Street, Apt. C
San Francisco, CA 94110

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Urban Agriculture Legislation : You have my support!
Meredith Buck to: malia.cohen, eric.l.mar, scott.wiener 06/01/2012 10:26 AM
Cc: alisa.miller, david.chiu, mayoredwinlee, christina.olague, info

Hayes Valley, San Francisco

May 24, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

I, Meredith Buck, urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April
(Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture
program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific,

. measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for
coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic
planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of existing city resources that
support city gardeners and farmers.

. ‘While I am in support of the proposal, I also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation. '

Specifically, I would urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing
efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban
agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the
development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability. '

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

Thope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,

Meredith Buck
Hayes Valley Farm
http://www.meredithbuck.com/

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Please support the proposed urban agriculture legislation !
Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener,
David.Campos

Cc: mayoredwinlee, Alisa.Miller, david.chiu, info

Ashley Meyer to: 06/01/2012 02:13 PM

Hi there,

As a San Francisco resident (district 9), I would like to ask you to
support the proposed urban agricultural legislation, proposed by David
Chiu, that would help improve our city's parks, gardens, and farms.
San Francisco is known for being a green, nature-friendly city, and we
should do everything we can to keep it that way and make it even
‘greener! - '

Thanks for your consideration!

-ashley

Ashley Meyer
312-753-8843
ashleybmeyer@gmail.com
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CUESA
the Center for Urban

Education about Sustainable
Agriculture

One Ferry Building, Suite 50
San Francisco, CA'94111

tel (415)291-3276

fax (415) 291-3275
WWW.Ccuesa.org
info@cuesa.org

Board of Directors

President

thn Dickman
Vice President
Karen Cook
Secretary |
Sally Fairfax
Treasurer

Hans Baldauf

John Carlon
William Crepps
Cathy Curtis
Bonnie Fisher
‘Janet Griggs
Markus Hartmann
Desmond Jolly
Mary Powel|
Joel Schirmer

" june Taylor
Minh Tsali

Executive Director
Dave Stockdale

June 1, 2012

. \
- Dear Supervisors:

The Board and staff of the Center for Urban Education about Sustainable
Agriculture (CUESA) urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation
introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few important
amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the

legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable
targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for ,
coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and agency; and-
begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better
use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

While CUESA supports the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments

put forward by the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the
final legislation.

Specifically, we urge you fo support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculfure program is adequately funded.
For the new program to succeed, at least one staff person must be
dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts happening in
agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional
urban agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site
maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory.board or citizen's
advisory committee, for the new program. This. will help ensure that more
San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a wider range of voices
are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture
program include a budgef, identified funding, and input from community
groups. :

4) Explicitly include mention that the.new program should explore how
urban agriculture can provide job ftraining and/or employment opportunities

The Board and staff of CUESA hope you will support the proposal with the
amendments outlined above.
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6-1-2012
Dear Supervisors:

As a native San Franciscan who has been involved in Urban Agriculture for 8 years as an educator,
gardener, and advocate, | urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April
(Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program
proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with
timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a
specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make
better use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

I also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included
in the final legislation.

Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts
happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture

funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource
centers. : .

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a
wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability. '

' 3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training andlqr employment opportunities

I ‘hope you will support the prop_oseil with the amendments outlined abdve.

Sincerely,

Antonio Roman-Alcala
Co-founder, SFUAA

Farm Programs Manager, Potrero Annex and Terrace Low Income Housing REBUILD
Ecological Horticulture Instructor, Alemany Farm

CC: Supervi's_or David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Argonne Community Garden Member . To
Bonnie Kirkland = ‘_'EOF;
109 215 Ave #2 Lm0
San Francisco, CA 94121 - }_JE
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Dear Supervisors: - om

=
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I, Bonnie Kirkland, urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordifance
120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the
legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase
accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and
agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of existing

city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.
!

-Community Gardens in San Francisco are an incredibly valuable resource for the city and the people.
Community Gardens allow a neighborhood and/or many neighborhoods to come together for a commori
goal. It is a rewarding part of life to be able to grow a vegetable or flower and realize that you helped this
beautiful creation to thrive. Children are awed by this process and it empowers them. It is incredibly
rewarding to think that a person can feed friends or family from their garden. Gardens allow people fo
choose fo be independent and resourceful with their food source. It is a valuable skill that needs fo be
shared and passed down to others. Community gardens bring together people of many ages and
cultures. These gardens need to be supported so they can thrive and enhance the people and -
neighborhoods of San Francisco. '

While I support the proposal, | also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco Urban
Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

| Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposatl:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts
happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture
funding is needed for educational programming, site malntenance and the development of resource

centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory I;Oard or citizen's édvisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a
wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,
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Bonnie Kirkland
Argonne Community Garden Research/Resource

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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SF Urban Agriculture Legislation 2012 - GRA supports it
Jeaneite Arpagaus  to: Scott.Wiener, Eric.L.Mar, Malia.Cohen 06/03/2012 05:19 PM

Cc: mayoredwinlee, david.chiu, Alisa.Miller, info

Green Roof Alliance

June 3, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

The Green Roof Alliance urges you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April
(Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program
proposed in the legisiation will ‘coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with
timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a

specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make
better use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

While we support the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco
Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, we urge you to support the foI‘lowing changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to succeed,
at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts happening -
in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture funding is
needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for the new
program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a wider range
of voices are heard, and help prowde accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a budget,
identified fundmg, and input from community groups.

4} Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can provide job
training and/or employment opportunities

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.
Sincerely,

Jeanette Arpagaus

Co Founder, Green Roof Alliance
info@greenroofalliance.eom

arpagaus@aol.com

* CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Land Use Agenda ltem 2: 120191 [Building Code - Definition of Efficiency

Unit] - Please refer to Planning Commission _ _

Paul Wermer  to: Eric.L.Mar, malia.cohen, Scott.Wiener . 06/04/2012 08:29 AM
Cc: Alisa.Milier, mark.farrell, "Christina Olague™

Please respond to paul

Subject: 120191 [Building Code - Definition of Efficiency Unit]
Dear Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Cohen and Supervisor Wiener:

Please refer this Iegislatiori to the Planning Commission to assess broader land use issues associated
with the proposed legislation.

It is unclear what urgent need precludes seeking broader assessment of how this proposed legislation
might have unintended consequences. Unit size has significant impacts in areas other than Building
Codes, yet only the BIC has considered this legislation. '

After brief inspection,' I note two major poi‘nts of concern (there are probably many more, which is why
a Planning Department review followed by a Planning Commission hearing is needed):

1. This.legislation reduces unit size, in the absence of considering compensatory common or open
space, and without considering the increased demands on public amenities that very small units create.
In light of the proposal in the Student Housing legistation to reduce open space requirements associated
with very small units to 1/3 the present mandated open space, this is cause for concern. It has the
.potential to have adverse impacts on low income seniors, low-income single parents, and people with
special needs.

2. This legislation restricts occupancy to 2 persons, meaning that efficiencies could no longer be
occupied by a couple with an infant or small child, let alone a 2 child household. This further reduces
the housing opportunities for low-income or homeless families, and could lead to the breakup of
families. , '

As it stands the legislation, the BIC review, and the letters do not show any evidence that the potential
for unintended consequences has been adequately considered. ‘ v S

Please do not forward this to the full Board of Supervisors for action until a more thorough assessment
has been completed.

* Sincerely yours,
Paul

Paul Wermer _
23089 California St
San Francisco, CA 94115

© 415929 1680
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369 Broadway, Suite 200
San Frapcisco, CA 94133.

415-622-0036 (ph)
415-622-0016 (£x)

info@pesticidewatch.org
www.pesticidewatch.org

May 31, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

On behalf of Pesticide Watch Education Fund (PWEF), a local non-profit grassroots organization
which promotes healthy food access and pesticide reform, | wouid like to urge you to support the
urban agriculture legisiation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with some important
amendments. We understand that the new urban agriculture program proposed in the legislation will
coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase
accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person
and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of
existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

As an organization that works directly with community members to better engage in and understand
the City's policies and regulations around urban agriculture and pesticide use, we would find it ideal to
. have a specific person to which direct urban agriculture questions. More coordinated support from
City agencies would be a great support for San Francisco residents and organizations which are
working towards a more local and healthy food system.

While PWEF supports the proposal, we would like to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, PWEF urges you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing
efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban
agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of

resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee,
for the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability. :

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can -
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

- Sincerely,
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Dana Perls
Northern California Community Organizer, Pesticide Watch Education Fund

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Free Farm Stand/Free Farm
projects of the No Penny Opera

May 31, 2012
Dear Supervisors:

I urge you to support the proposed urban igriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) with some
amendments included in a letter and report from Robert Joyce. At the end of my letter I have summarized his
recommendations which I think are good ones and that I support. I do not at this time have any wisdom to know
if the proposed Office of Urban Agriculture should be run by the city or a non-profit.

I started the Free Farm Stand in 2008 and the Free Farm in 2010 with a number of other non-profits . It is located
on private land at Gough and Eddy and recently the land is being sold for development. I believe my voice and
over 30 years of experience involved with urban gardening and hunger issues (running soup kitchens and food
pantries) will also give you all a valuable perspective in considering this legislation.

Besides agreeing with the recommendations by Robert Joyce whom I have met and tatked to considering this
matter, I have one of my own personal concerns that I think the legislation should address and that T think it is
weak on. That is the issue of what is now being called “Food Justice” and “Food Sovereignty”. I have always just
thought I was working on making sure people don't go hungry and that everyone should have access to local
organic produce, especially those who have low incomes and tight budgets.

In San Francisco, 1 in 5 adults struggles to feed their family

(http//www.sffoodbank.org/about_hunger/local study.html-- A look at hunger in San Francisco: neighborhood
profiles of hunger and food pantries). Through the process of being disconnected from our food and our
communities we have become disempowered and often disenfranchised We believe that between the Free Farm and
the Free Farm Stand we take steps towards rebuilding communities by bringing people back into the commons for
the Free Farm Stand, creating space for communities to talk, learn, and work together at the Free Farm, and of )
course, to engage people in the process of growing their own food. Our project teaches people that they can be a
part of the solution. Together, we take steps to fight hunger. ' '

So any legislation that encourages urban agriculture should also strongly address the issue of hunger and poverty in
our city. That an effort should be made to make sure that people without much'money have access to resources for
free to grow their own food if necessary. In other words, the neighborhood garden resource centers should be free.
That the city should encourage the creation of not only more community gardens, but also farms that feed people in
need like ours does. For example, I have been involved in the creation of a new park in my neighborhood at r;™ and
Folsom on a PUC owned parking lot that the city is buying. This would be a great opportunity to create a non-
profit farm there that is run by volunteer neighbors and is modeled after Alemany Farm which gives away it's .
produce to its low income neighbors. However, I see no‘effort by the city to encourage this kind of enterprise.
Another great example is Growing Home Garden that shows how gardens can be healing for homeless people and
also people with mental and emotional issues. Urban Agriculture legislation needs to address that as well.

g er!
Sincerel, =S
H o :
incerely, | = o>
' 4 PO,
Tree _ .8 = Fom
Project Coordinator ' '
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Phone: 415 824-5193  http:/freefarmstand.org/ http://theﬁ?efzﬂtn.org/ 937 Shotwell St., San Francisco (EA 94TI0



Excerpt from REPORT FROM AN URBAN FARMER
May 31, 2012

...To sustain these projects and to create more like it, a fully funded Office of Urban Agriculture with
dedicated staff members is appropriate. Irecommend that this new Office be staffed as following:

One full-time staff member and one half-time staff member to oversee the Program. They will staff "a
“one-stop shop” for Urban Agriculture that would provide information, programming, and technical
assistance to all San Francisco residents, businesses, and organizations wishing to engage in Urban

- Agriculture" that is described in the proposed legislation. : '

Four half-time staff members, to act as Resource Coordinators at four Resource Centers to be located on
existing urban agriculture sites that are on public land, "that provide residents with resources such as
compost, seeds, and tools" as described in the proposed legislation. ..

- The goals outlined in both the SPUR report and the proposed legislation are admirable. However, I
question whether some of those goals are appropriate at this time, and for this. legislation. How was the
goal of ten new urban agriculture projects reached? Are new sites the appropriate focus when theré is so
little publicly-funded support and staff for existing projects? I would welcome more rooftop gardens, but
is an audit of public buildings (listed as the first goal in the proposed legislation) the best use of limited
resources at this point? Fundamentally, I question the wisdom of legislating goals and timelines in the
absence of any funding or staffing parameters.
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Dear Supervisors: i A
3

We of NOMAD gardens encourage you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April

(Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in
the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase
accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and

agency, and begin a sfrategic planning process and evaluation that wili help make better use of existing city
resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

Our garden in San Francisco’s Mission Bay neighborhood would benefit greatly from better coordinated city
agencies, including the Planning and Building Departments, Public Utilities Commission, Department of Public
Works and Parks Alliance, to name a few. We would be able to spend less time on duplicating information for
each permit application and instead be able to spend more time getting our garden up and running. -

While we support the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San FranCISco Urban
Agriculture Aliiance included in the final legislation.
Specifically, we urge you to support the following changes fo the proposal

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to succeed, at
least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts happening in

agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture fundlng is needed for
educational programmlng, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for the new

program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, & wider range of
voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a budget, identified
fundlng, and input from community groups.

4) Expilicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can provide job fraining
and/or employment opportunities.

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above
Sincerely,

Stephanie Houston ' Katie Crépeau
Founder

Project Director

CC: Supervisor Da{/id Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Proposed Urban Agriculture Legislation
Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org, Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org,
Scott. Weiner@sfgov.org :
"Christina.Olague@sfgov.org", "david.chiu@sfgov.org",
Cc: "John.Avalos@sfgov.org", "mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org",
"Alisa.Miller@sfgov.org”
Please respond to robert joyce

robert joyce to: 05/31/2012 08:16 AM

GoodMorning Supervisors —

I'urge you to support the proposed legislation to create an Urban Agriculture Program
(Ordinance 120404), and to include amendments that ensure proper funding and staffing
levels for an independent Office of Urban Agriculture. Please find attached and inline a
brief report that I hope you will find useful.

Sincerely,
Rob Joyce -~ =
Resident, San Francisco District 5

REPORT FROM AN URBAN FARMER
May 31, 2012

My name is Rob Joyce, and I am an urban farmer. Urban agriculture projects in San
Francisco have been a primary focus for me during the last 28 months, first at Hayes
Valley Farm, and more recently. at Please Touch Community Garden, with my interest and
activity including projects across the City. As the Board of Supervisors begins considering
key urban agriculture legislation, I believe my experience creating, coordinating, and
implementing these types of projects enables me to provide a helpful perspective.

First, T would like to applaud Supervisor David Chiu for introducing legislation to establish
a program and goals for urban agriculture in our city. And I would like to express my
gratitude to SPUR and Eli Zigas for the April 2012 report “Public Harvest: Expanding the
Use of Public Land for Urban Agriculture in San Francisco.” I am also grateful for all the
people within San Francisco City government who have provided assistance and resources
for urban agriculture. There is tremendous opportunity to create more resilient structures
and support for urban agriculture in our city, and to leverage resources for increased
positive effect. It is important that this opportunity not be squandered.

San Francisco directs very little of its public funding to urban agriculture. The SPUR

report presents a chart called "How Much Does San Francisco Spend on Urban Agriculture?”
on page 18. It indicates that an average of $580,923 was spent annually over a five year
period from 2006-2011, and that funding has been increasing. Yet $234,764 - over 30% of
what is shown as Capital/One-Time Expense during that period - is a grant from the
Recreation and Park Department for a quarter-acre site that has not been activated or
improved at all. To include this as money "spent" by the Recreation and Park Department  «
on urban agriculture may be misleading. :

Within San Francisco City government, there are no paid staff members with urban
agriculture as their primary responsibility. The SPUR report claims on page 16 that "the
combined -partial staff time of numerous individuals in city agencies and city-funded
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-nonprofits equals approximately 3.5 full-time employees." Without seeing the various duties
which have been cobbled together to reach this 3.5 employee figure, it is hard to make an
accurate assessment. Spending by the Department of the Environment represents over 307%
of what is shown in the report as Ongoing Expenses (characterized on page 19 as primarily

- staff time, maintenance and programming) from 2006-2011. Yet none of the 87 staff

~members listed on the SF Environment website have urban agriculture in their job title,
nor is there an urban agriculture program. The SPUR report indicates that urban
agriculture grants are being awarded by this department but there is no mention of
specifics on the department website.

My concern is that the conclusions presented in the SPUR report may be mterpreted to

- mean that simply reorganizing existing funding and personnel within existing organizations

can adequately support an effective urban agriculture program. The proposed legislation
states that "by December 31, 2012, the Mayor and the City Administrator shall evaluate
which entity within the City or which non—profit organization partially funded by the City
should permanently manage the coordination of Urban Agriculture activities and house the

Urban Agriculture Program.” Existing departments like Recreation and Park and SF

Environment do great work, but they have not taken the opportunity to lead and to expand

urban agriculture efforts effectively on the ground. Without a demonstrated propensity or

desire to create an urban agriculture program proactively, why should the stewardship of
such a program be foisted upon them? ‘

Diverting City funding to a non—profit organization presents problems as well. The NPO's
that are fiscal sponsors of existing programs are already typically absorbing 15% of funding
as administrative fees, and [ question whether an appropriate return for this cost is being
provided. [ am concerned about additional layers of bureaucracy and administratien that
could delay and detract from actual timely implementation, and could be barriers to
transparency. Additional concerns can be illustrated by San Francisco's experience with

- SLUG, which provides plenty of cautionary tales.

In reality, the vibrant urban agriculture projects that have provided so much benefit to

our City have been created in large part by the leadership, coordination, and labor of
volunteers. The fact that these efforts are largely of a volunteer nature offers one
indication about why there is not better coordination between the various successful
volunteer—led projects. When a person donates 10-20 hours per week at a project for
which they have a personal passion, it is understandably hard to find an additional 3-5
hours to coordinate with other projects throughout the City.

I'would like to emphasize that great urban agriculture projects have been implemented
throughout San Francisco, but that the successes to this point have come largely from the
selfless work of ‘volunteers, with very little in the way of focussed efforts from the public
sector. To sustain these projects and to create more like it, a fully funded Office of Urban
- Agriculture with dedicated staff members is appropriate. I recommend that this new Office
be stalfed as following:

One full-time staff member and one half-time staff member to oversee the Program.

They will staff "a .one—stop shop. for Urban Agriculture that would provide information,
programming, and technical assistance to all San Francisco residents, businesses, and
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organizations wishing to engage in Urban Agriculture” that is described in the proposed
legislation. : '
Four half-time staff members, to act as Resource Coordinators at four Resource Centers to
be located on existing urban agriculture sites that are on public land, "that provide
residents with resources such as compost, seeds, and tools" as described in the proposed
legislation, '

Together, these positions total 3.5 full-time positions, the same staffing level the SPUR
report claims are currently being publicly funded.

The goals outlined in both the SPUR report and the proposed legislation are admirable.
However, I question whether some of those goals are appropriate at this time, and for this
legislation. How was the goal of ten new urban agriculture projects reached? Are new
sites the appropriate focus when there is so little publicly-funded support and staff for
existing projects? I would welcome more rooftop gardens, but is an audit of public.
buildings (listed as the first goal in the proposed legislation) the best use of limited -
resources at this point? Fundamentally, I question the wisdom of legislating goals and
timelines in the absence of any funding or staffing parameters. :

I'support the urban agriculture legislation that Supervisor Chiu has introduced, I welcome
a cohesive program to support urban agriculture and the many benefits it provides for our
city — healthy food, community, habitat creation, storm water runoff mitigation, v
recreation, education, blight reduction, and the positive transformation of urban space. |
know that within the urban agriculture community, people have a wide range of opinions,
ideas, and experiences. I hope many of these community members come forward to share -
their views, and that together we can help shape truly effective legislation that provides for
a fully funded, fully staffed, effective urban agriculture program.for the City of San
Francisco. '

Thank you for your considération.

%
P
|

ReportFromAnUrbanFarmer5-31-12.pdf
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Urban AgricultUre Program : Support Proposed Amendments
Nelie Ward  io: Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener 05/30/2012 09:28 AM

Cc: Alisa.Miller, david.chiu, mayoredwiniee, info

May 25th, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

On behalf of 18th and Rhode Island, a local permaculture cite affiliated with the Urban Permaculture Institute, I urge
you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few important
amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies
on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and
. reaching the goals with a specific person ‘and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will
help make better use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers. .

Not only would the proposed legislation provide our growing community at 18th and Rhode Island with the
opportunity to develop partnerships with schools, relevant youth outreach educational programs, and other
organizations pursuing urban agriculture in the city, but it would also provide resources for sharing information and -
tools, while creating accountability through which to direct specific proposals related to funding and development of
potential new cites and programs. The creation of the program alone will spur momentum in the expansion of the
urban agriculture community, enabling the city of San Francisco to maintain its position at the forefront of
sustainable development efforts, ultimately encouraging prospects of an even greener workforce and economy.

While I support the proposal, I also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco Urban Agriculture
Alliance included in the final legislation. '

Specifically, I urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:
1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to succeed, at Jeast one
staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts happening in agencies and

neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture funding is needed for educational
programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for the new prograrm.
This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a wider range of voices are heard,
and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agnculture program include a budget, identified
funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explcitly include mention that the new progfam should explore how urban agriculture can provide job training
and/or employment opportunities '

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,

Nelle Ward

Volunteer Manager at 18th and Rhode Island
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Andrew Gentile ,
771 Guerrero Street, Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94110

May 27, 2012
" Dear SuperviéorS'

lurge you to support the urban agrlculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few
important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts
among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing
responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a spécific person and agency; and begin a strategic
planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of eXIstmg city resources that support city
gardeners and farmers.

Along with a group of other volunteers, | am converting an unused private lot in the Glen Park neighborhood
into a garden. It will provide produce to the low-income, immigrant family who owns the property as well as
neighbors and others in the community of volunteers. As pedestrians, transit users and bicyclists, we had-o
expend nearly a thousand dollars in vehicle rentals over a period of 6 weeks to procure the manure and mulch
that would serve as the material for the raised beds that would sit atop the very poor and non-fertile onsite
soils. | would encourageé the final legislation to include:

- The availability of city-generated finished compost to gardeners and urban farmers. We
have been diligently filling our green bins for years, but none of it ever comes back to us!

- Acity-funded or subsidized delivery service for compost (generated from green bins),
manure (from Mar Vista stables near Fort Funston, who is happy to see their material
taken away), and mulch (from Bayview Greenwaste) to any location within the City and
County of San Francisco. Many urban farmers have very low incomes and the movement of
such materials can often be cost prohibitive for those who have the most time and best skills
and education use those materials.

. While| support the proposal, | also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco Urban
Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

- 1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts
happenlng in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture funding
is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's adwsory committee, for the
new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a wider
range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agricuiture program inciude a budget,
identified funding, and lnput from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agrlculture can provide
job training and/or employment opportunities

| hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,

Andrew Gentile

- Permmaculture Designer, urban gardener

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
131




support for urban agriculture legislation
LitdeCity Gardens  to: Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott.Wiener 05/27/2012 08:42 PM

Cc: Alisa.Miller, mayoredwinlee, John Avalos, David.Chiu

Little City Gardens
5/26/12
Dear Supervisors:

Little City Gardens urges you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April
(Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture
program proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific,
measurable targets with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for
coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic
planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of existing city resources that
support city gardeners and farmers.

While we are in support of the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by
the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation. '

Specifically, we urge you to support’the following changes to the proposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program
to succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already
existing efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly,
additional urban agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance,
and the development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.
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3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above. -
Sincerely,

Caitlyn Galloway and Brooke Budner

Co-owners, Little City Gardens

http://www littlecitygardens.com
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May 25, 2012
Dear Supervisors:

.l urge you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a
few important amendments. | appreciate that the new urban agriculture program proposed will
coordinate efforts among agencies on measurable targets with timelines, increase accountability, and
begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of existing city resources
that support city gardeners and farmers. .

I am a Public Health professional and backyard gardener. | have recently begun volunteering and
learning at Alemany Farm, The Free Farm, and other sites where San Franciscans proudly display their
unwavering commitment to food justice and local, organic food. San Francisco can become a world
leader in Urban Agriculture, starting with adopting this legislation, and thereby a world leader in building a
resilient, healthy community. Corporate control of the majority of the food that people have access to in
the city is leading to obesity, diabetes, and serious health problems for many community members.
Please support the legislation and proposed amendments to protect people’s rights to healthy food and

~ support those already on the ground doing this important work.

While | support the proposal [ also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco Urban
Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

- Specifically, | urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:
1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing efforts

happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture
funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource

centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, a
wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategfc plan for the urban agricullture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.

Sincerely,

Kendra Shanley

- CC: Supervisor David Chiu, M}ayor Ed Lee
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Support the urban agriculture legislation
.- Adriana Johnson

" to:
- Scott.Wiener, Eric.L.Mar

05/25/201201:12 AM

Ce:

Alisa Miller, david.chiu, mayoredwinlee, info

Hide Details
‘From: Adriana Johnson <adriana.j ohnson@gmail.com>
To: Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org, Eric.L Mar@sfgov.org,
Ce: Alisa.Miller@sfgov.org, david.chiu@sfgov.org, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org,
info@sfuaa.org

May 24, 2012
Dear Superﬁsdfs:

[ urge you to support the urban agricuiture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance 120404) along with
a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the legislation will
coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase
accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific person
and agency, and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better use of
existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers. .

While | support the proposal, | also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco
Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation. '

Sbeciﬁcally, [ urge you to support the following changes to the propdsal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing
efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban
agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of
resource centers. '

'

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program,
a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability. '
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3) 'Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agrlculture can
provide job tralnmg and/or employment opportunities

| hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.
Sincerely,

Adriana Johnson

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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In support of urban agriculture.

;. Johanna Silver

to: :

Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott. Wiener, Alisa.Miller, david.chiu, mayoredwinlee
05/24/2012 01:09 PM
Hide Details
From: Johanna Silver <johanna.silver@gmail.com> Sort List... .

- To: Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org, Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org, Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org,
Alisa.Miller@sfgov.org, david.chiu@sfgov.org, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org,

May 24, 2012
Dear Supervisors:

I, Johanna Silver, you to support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April (Ordinance
120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program proposed in the
legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines;
increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a specific
person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that will help make better
use of existing city resources that support city gardeners and farmers. : :

While I support the proposal | also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San Francisco
Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, [ urge you to subport the following changes to the proposal;

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For the new program to
succeed, at least one staff person must be dedicated full-time to coordinating the already existing
efforts happening in agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban
agriculture funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of
resource centers. : o

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new program, -
a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3) Requ‘ire that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.
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_ 4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban agnculture can
provnde job training and/or employment opportunities

I hope you will support the proposal with the amendments outlined above.
Sincerely,
Johanna Silvér

Proud resident of San Francisco

Associate garden editor at Sunset Magazine

CC: 'Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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May 24, 2012

Dear Supervisors:

On behalf of Bay Localize, a local environmental justice and community development organization,
it is my pleasure to urge your support the urban agriculture legislation introduced in April
{Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments. The new urban agriculture program
proposed in the legislation will coordinate efforts among agencies on specific, measurable targets
with timelines; increase accountability by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the
goals with a specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and evaluation that
- will help make better use of ex1st1ng city resources that support city gardeners and farmers.

As an organization whose mission is to build resilient commiunities where people can provide for
more of their own vital needs locally, we believe that more coordinated support for urban
agriculture from city agencies would greatly support Bay Area neighborhood gardens and farms.

While we support the proposal, we also wish to see the amendments put forward by the San
Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final legislation.

Specifically, we urge you to support the following changes to the proposal:

1.) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded. For it to succeed, at least

one staff person must be dedicated to coordinating the already existing efforts happening in

agencies and neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture funding is
‘needed for educational programming, site maintenance, and the development of resource centers. |

2.) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's advisory committee, for
the new program. This will help ensure that more San Franciscans are invested in the new
program, a wider range of voices are heard, and help provide accountability.

3.) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture program include a
budget, identified funding, and input from community groups.

4.) Explicitly include men'aon that the new program should explore how urban agriculture can
provide job training and/or employment opportunities

We hope you will support the proposal with the amendments ouﬂined above.

Thank you for supporting equitable, resilient communities in San Francisco!

Aaron Lehmer
Campaigns Director, Bay Localize

CC: Supervisor David Chiu, Mayor Ed Lee
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Support for Ordinance 120404
Sean Gibson to: Malia.Cohen, Eric.L.Mar, Scott. Wiener 05/23/2012 08:21 PM
Cc: david.chiu, mayoredwinlee, Alisa.Miller, info )

Dear Supervisors:

I write to reguest your support of the urban agriculture legislation

introduced
in April (Ordinance 120404) along with a few important amendments The new

urban
agrlculture program proposed in the legislation will coordlnate efforts among

agencies on specific, measurable targets with timelines; increase
accountability

by placing responsibility for coordination and reaching the goals with a
specific person and agency; and begin a strategic planning process and
evaluation that will help make better use of existing city resources that
support city gardeners and farmers.

My interest in this legislation stems from my current volunteer involvement

with
the urban agrlculture community and my intent to establlsh a commercial urban
farm along the central waterfront. The economics of urban farming are tight

and
the streamlining of services and improved access-to resources will help

eliminate barriers to market entry and foster a local farming industry.

While I support the proposal, I also wish to see the amendments put forward by
the San Francisco Urban Agriculture Alliance included in the final

legislation.
Specifically, I urge you to support the following changes to the precposal:

1) Ensure that the new urban agriculture program is adequately funded.For the
new program to succeed, at least ome staff person must be dedicated full-time

to
coordinating the already existing efforts happening in agencies and
neighborhoods across the city. More broadly, additional urban agriculture

funding is needed for educational programming, site maintenance and the
~development of resource centers.

2) Incorporate an oversight body, such as an advisory board or citizen's
advisory committee, for the new program. This will help ensure
accountability and that a wider range of perspectives are represented.

3) Require that the evaluation and strategic plan for the urban agriculture
program include a budget, identified funding and input from community groups.

4) Explicitly include mention that the new program should explore how urban
agriculture can provide job training and/or employment opportunities.

I hope you will support the proposal with the ‘amendments outlined above and
look

forward to attending the hearing on Monday, June 4

at 1:00 PM in City Hall Room 263. '

Sincefely,

Sean M Gibson _ .
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President

The Gus Factor Inc. .
875 Indiana Street, # 515
San ‘Francisco, CA 94107
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