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Tuesday, July 23, 2013 12:25 p. m
PROCEEDI NGS

M5. YEUNG WII the hearing please cone to
or der.

For the record, it is Tuesday, July 23rd,
2013, at 12:25 p.m And we're in Gty Hall, Room 408.

This is a special neeting of the Gty and
County of San Francisco's Refuse Collection and Di sposal
Rat e Board, continued from Monday, July 15th, when we
met in the sanme room | amLinda Yeung, Deputy Gty
Adm nistrator, Chair of the Refuse Collection and
Di sposal Rate Board for the Cty and County of San
Franci sco.

The two ot her nenbers of the Rate Board are
Ben Rosenfield, Controller of the Gty and County of San
Franci sco, and M chael Carlin, Deputy General WManager of
the San Francisco Public Uilities Conmm ssion. Thank
you, Ben and M chael, for serving.

Al so present is Deputy City Attorney Marie
Blits fromthe Gty Attorney's Governnment Team who is
serving as counsel to the Rate Board, and her assistant,
Anna Low, who is serving as our clerk today. W also
want to thank | aw student/intern Jessica Casella for
acting as our tinekeeper during these hearings and

provi di ng ot her assi stance.
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Present for the Departnent of Public Wrks are
Budget and Performance, Dougl as Legg, and Project
Manager, Ann Carey.

Qur hearing today is again being transcribed
by st enographer/reporter Freddi e Reppond.

We are also making a tape recording of this
proceedi ng. Pl ease speak only one at a tinme and speak
directly into your m crophone so that you can be clearly
heard. Please turn off all cell phones, pagers, and
ot her sound- produci ng el ectronic devices so that our
hearing will not be interrupted.

As we noted previously, the purpose of this
Rate Board neeting is to hear and consi der objections to
the report and recommended orders issued by the DPW
Director on June 7th, 2013, that would increase
residential refuse collection and disposal rates. The
report and recomended orders were issued in response to
a rate application filed by Applicants, Recol ogy Sunset
Scavenger, Recol ogy Gol den Gate, and Recol ogy San
Franci sco, sonetines sinply referred as Recol ogy, or the
compani es.

Before issuing his report and recommended
orders, the DPWDirector held a series of public
hearings on that rate application. Copies of the agenda

for this hearing are available on the side table of the
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roomfor you to pick up, together with copies of the
witten objections that have been heard by this Board
and the DPWs June 7th report reconmmended orders. There
are also binders of materials that you may review, but
whi ch must stay in the room including, one, the black
bi nder containing the agenda for this hearing and
rel at ed docunents, including the objections filed by the
five objectors and the DPWD rector's June 7th report
and recommended orders. There's also white binders
containing the reporter's transcripts and exhibits from
the DPWDirector's 2013 hearings.

Today's session will end by 3:30 p.m or
earlier, if our work is conpleted. |If not conpleted
t oday, we may continue the hearing to another date to be
det er m ned.

Il wll now briefly review how we are
proceeding. Qur hearing is primarily governed by the
City's 1932 Initiative Ordinance that established this
rate-setting process and by rules of procedure adopted
by the DPWDirector. On Minday, July 8th, you heard
i ntroductory remarks nade fromne as the Chair under
Agenda Item No. Il, which | am sunmari zi ng agai n here
this afternoon. Then under Agenda Item No. 11, we
heard openi ng comments fromthe City's Ratepayer

Advocat e, Peter Deibler of HFH Consul tants.
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Next, under Agenda Itens No. |V.A through
Agenda Item No. |IV.E we heard presentations from four of
the five objectors who filed witten objections with the
Rate Board by the June 24th, 2013, statutory deadline --
Stuart Gardiner, Kermt Kubitz, Nancy Werfel, and
M chael Baker on behal f of the applicant refuse rate
conpani es, Recol ogy.

The Chair read into the record the objections
filed by Josephine Zhao, with extended famlies of 15
menbers and nenbers of the asiananericanvoters.org, as
Ms. Zhao was unabl e to appear.

Under Agenda Item No. VI, DPWDirector
Mohammed Nuru reviewed the DPWDirector's process and
resulting report and recommended orders and responded to
the objections fromthe objectors. W also heard public
coment under Agenda Itens V, VII, and VIII.

On Tuesday, July 9th, and Monday, July 15th,
this Board engaged in discussion on the objections and
proposed orders and posed vari ous questions to the
partici pants. There were further coments by
participants, including the objectors, the DPWDi rector
and staff, Departnent of Environnent staff, and the
Rat epayer Advocate. W also heard public comment under
Agenda Itens V, VII, and VIII

The hearing was continued to Tuesday, July
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23rd, in order for the DPWDirector and the Recol ogy
conpani es to provide additional calculations, as
requested, regarding the abandoned-naterials collection
program The Board would |i ke to again thank each of

t he objectors, both for their thoughtful input and for
their adherence to our procedural rules and tine limts,
its aid in our conduct of a fair and efficient hearing,
and it's nmuch appreciated by this Board.

W have essentially conpleted public conment
under Agenda Item No. V, which is public comment in
favor of Agenda Item No. 1V, objections filed by the
objectors. W have also essentially conpleted public
comment under Agenda Item No. VII, which is public
comment in favor of Agenda Item No. VI, the DPW
Director's Report and Reconmended Orders, and the
Director's response to the objectors.

Today, we will| again hear general public
coment under Agenda Item No. VIII on matters within the
jurisdiction of the Board, including any suppl enent al
public comment in favor of the objections filed by the
objectors or in favor of the DPWDirector's positions.
There will be a maximum of 15 m nutes today for al
speakers conbi ned. Each person will be given the sane
anopunt of tinme, up to a three-m nute maxi mum W

request that anyone who wi shes to speak conplete a
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speaker card. There are yell ow speaker cards avail abl e
on the table on the side of the roomand from our clerk.
W al so suggest that any group of persons with simlar

I nterests designate a representative to act as a
spokesper son.

When you begi n your conmments, please identify
t he obj ecti on nunber and description on the agenda for
each objection that you are addressing and identify what
parts of the adm nistrative record support your points.
Pl ease be advised that, although the Board will listen
to all public coment, the Board cannot use information
provided in finally deciding the rates unless the
comment is specifically tied to one or nore of the 22
obj ections being heard or DPWD rector's responses to
t hose objections and reconmended orders.

After any additional information and public
comment has been received this afternoon, the Board will
cl ose the public hearing and nove to Agenda Itens | X and
X, where we will deliberate and take action to rule on
each of the 22 objections, approve or deny the rate
application in whole or in part in conjunction with
ruling on the Director's Recomended Orders, and issue a
resol ution that includes the Board' s orders.

The Board acts by majority vote. |If for any

reason the Board does not act within 60 days of the day
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the DPWDirector issued his recommended orders, which
was June 7th, 2013, the DPWDirector's Order wll be
deened the order of the Rate Board.

| want to enphasi ze again to everyone
addressing the Rate Board, whether the Applicant, the
public, or staff, that your coments nust be strictly
limted to the specific itens that are the subject of
this hearing. 1In other words, the only itens before the
Rate Board are the objections to specific issues in the
Director's Report and Reconmmended Order that were filed
with the Rate Board by June 24th, as |isted on our
agenda. The Board can only act on those itens.

| also want to enphasize that the Rate Board
may only consider evidence admtted into the
adm nistrative record during the DPWDirector's 2013
refuse rate hearings. The admnistrative record is
again contained in the white binders of the reporter's
transcripts and exhibits on the table. Any other
evidence is inadm ssible before this Rate Board. So
this Board will not hear itens that are not properly
before it and it will not rely upon facts outside the
adm ni strative record.

Al so, please note that in ny capacity as
Chair, | may nodify these proceedi ngs as the hearing

progresses as nmay be needed to ensure a fair and
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ef ficient proceeding.

At this time we would |ike to hear any further
comments and I'Il list themand then if you could cone
up, the DPWD rector and staff regarding the abandoned
materials collection program Then we're going to ask
t he Ratepayer Advocate, Peter Deibler, and then if
there's anyone fromthe Departnent of Environnent, the
conpani es, or the objectors. You have five m nutes.

MR. LEGG Good afternoon. Director Nuru had
a previous all-day nediation he had to attend, so I am
here in his stead.

| just want to say that follow ng the
di scussion that the Rate Board had at its |last neeting
| ast Monday, we have drafted an order, which you have
bef ore you, which outlines the process that we woul d
take to renove the abandoned nmaterials collection costs
fromthe rates. That would happen if this Rate Board
does not take affirmative active to continue those --
that program-- within the rates by Decenber 31, 2015.
And so new rates would take effect on July 1, 2016.

That six-nonth period could give us tinme to seek budget
authority to take those activities back into DPWs work
pl an, essentially.

Al so, as at |east one of the objectors

commented | ast Monday, attached to that nmeno are
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performance statistics and a nenp that gives references
to what the baseline for conparison for the report that
DPWw || prepare by Novenber 2015. And so what we're
showi ng i s basel i ne-performance vol une, response tine,
tons collected, and diversion, which is actually part of
the rate application, and then al so references about
cost.

And that's all | have to say at this tine.

MR. DElI BLER: Good afternoon. Peter Deibler.
| have no additional conmments at this tine. Thank you.

M5. YEUNG Thank you.

The conpany?

MR. BAKER:. On behal f of the conpany, we have
not hi ng further.

M5. YEUNG Thank you.

Any of the objectors?

MR. GARDI NER:  Stuart Gardi ner.

Is this comment at this tine limted to the
abandoned-nmaterials coll ection progranf

M5. BLITS: The Chair is hearing first from
the objectors and the departnents, five m nutes each.
So if M. Gardiner wants to include his general public
comment with his five mnutes, that's fine.

MR. GARDINER | don't have nuch nore.

actually wanted to touch on Cbjections 10, briefly, and
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11. Those are ny objections.

The only coment | had -- and this all goes to
the draft order which I've read rather hurriedly, so
excuse ne if I'"'mnot as organized as |I'd |like to be.

The only conment | had with regard to Cbjection 10,

which in part -- well, regards Item VI on page 5 of the
draft -- today's draft -- of the resolution. And | just
wanted to raise -- it tal ks about inproving the

coordi nati on between the Proposition 218 process and the
1932 Ordi nance hearing process. And | just wanted to
rai se the question why they can't be conbined in sone
fashion, which I think would nmake it a | ot easier for
the public. | believe Proposition 218 is pretty general
inits call for a hearing. Its only unique feature is
the ability to submit a witten protest, which can be
accomodated wi thin the boundaries of the process. And
| think that the public would find it an awful |ot |ess
confusing if it were one process wth one notice.

Wth regard to the abandoned-material s
collection, | wanted first of all to kind of confirm if
you will, what is currently shown as Exhibit Ato the
draft order, in fact, will include not only M. Legg's
cover neno but the two attached as well, which would be
the final Director's order, although it's currently in

draft form and also a series of charts that | think
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will help you establish the baseline.

Wth regard to the performance standards,
first of all, those listed in M. Legg' s July 22nd neno
that's shown as Exhibit A | want to recommend that Item
1, "Tons Collected and D verted Baseline Information as
provided in Exhibit 1, page 106," be made sonmewhat nore
specific by referring to the Recol ogy Sunset bul ky-item
line on that exhibit so that there's no confusion, if
|"ve got that right -- and if |I don't, I'msure M. Legg
will correct me -- so that there's no confusion which
page of data this all refers to.

Secondly, | want to recommend that perfornmance
measures al so i nclude nonthly vol une and response tine
by zone, which | thought was very illumnating in the
material that DPWprovided at |ast week's neeting of
this Board; and al so call nunbers and vol unes of
materials collected by custoner type, which I would hope
woul d at | east include apartnents, residents,
commercial, and then other, if it can't be determ ned.
As a honmeowner -- single-fam|ly-residence honeowner -- |
have the inpression, though I can't speak as
knowl edgeably as I'd |ike, that that class of ratepayers
generates a lot less on a per-unit or per-residence
basis than others; and it may be that the Board in the

fall or winter of 2015 shoul d consider whether there are
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cust omer cost subsidies that should be elimnated by
| nposi ng a greater burden of such a programif it
continues on sone classes as conpared to others.

And then ny last coments are directed toward
page 4 of the draft order, paragraph E, where the City
Attorney -- and other staff perhaps -- very helpfully
i ncl uded a proposed nature of the findings that the
Board woul d have to nmake in order to continue to turn
this froma pilot into an ongoi ng program basically.
And | want to suggest first of all, with regard to the
i ncreased diversion, that the Board set a specific
target; and off the top of nmy head |I'd say sonmewhere
bet ween 30 and 50 percent, considering it will be two
years' experience with this programby that tine over
the projected Rate Year 2013 level. In other words, |
urge you to set a specific target.

Secondly, | urge you to consider a second
perfornmance neasure that the abandoned-materials
col l ection program as performed by Recol ogy conpanies is
no hi gher cost per either ton collected or item
collected or call made -- some wor kfl ow neasure that
seens nost appropriate to you than if the DPWcarri ed
out the program And you may want to consider how to
adjust that in light of inproved performance. But |

hope that you'd agree that that's a sensible baseline
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financially, that unless we are getting nore for our
buck, we shoul dn't be paying nore.

And, lastly, that the report furnished by DPW
shows that Recology has net its stated response tine,
whi ch has been nmuch di scussed with regard to this
program each nonth and then sone all owance for a few
nont hs that m ght not make it -- no one's perfect -- but
"' mgoing to suggest for purposes of discussion no nore
than 15 percent of the nonths have a non-attai nnent; and
within that 15 percent, there's no |level less than 80
percent of attainnent of the standard for each nonth.

Thank you.

M5. YEUNG Thank you.

M5. WUERFEL: Good afternoon. My coments are
referable to the draft proposal prepared by the Gty
Attorney. And I'd like to identify sone possible
i nconsi stencies fromny point of view that you m ght
want to clarify.

| appreciate the fact that there are
references to the Rate Board reconvening, but it's not
clear that it actually will. On Section 1.C on page 3
it tal ks about that the orders will go into effect
unl ess the Rate Board has convened. Then on 1.E, the
next page, it talks about the Rate Board intends to

reconvene and then deal wth these abandoned- wast e
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i ssues. And then on Item 3 on page 5, the very top, it
tal ks about if the Rate Board reconvenes on
Decenber 31st, then we m ght al so consider this special
reserve program

I"'mcalling to your attention the
essenti al ness of making sure that there is a
reconveni ng, because we've got a |ot of things hangi ng
on the fact that this Board gets together again. And
putting conditional issues doesn't make ne feel |ike |
can depend on you all to get back together again. |It's
i nportant to have a hearing on the abandoned waste; and
it's also inportant to hear about the special reserve;
and there's nothing in here about the special reserve,
that if you don't reconvene how wi Il anybody know what
you t hink because you haven't reconvened. So |I'd like
to just sort of tighten up the whole thing. And I
appreci ate the fact that you don't want to commt
yourself, but | think it would be wise to comm t
yourself there will be a neeting, if you only cone in
and say hi and good-bye. At |east we know you'll be
here and the format will be set in that place. So |
woul d urge you to not make everything with conditions
that lead me to think I won't be back here to be able to
addr ess you.

Also, | would like to comment on Item 3 on
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page 4 having to do with the report for the speci al
reserve fund being posted on the Website of DPW |'m
sorry, but | just don't | ook at the Wbsite every day.
So there's got to be nore ways of communi cating

| nportant data such as the report for abandoned waste
and for the special reserve.

And | want to reconmend that the Planning
Departnment has done a stellar job in updating and
maintaining its list of neighborhood groups. They are
anenable -- |'ve talked to them about having group
access to the online list of howto reach people. That
will go a long way to solving sone of the communi cation
I ssues that have been addressed. So | want to urge you
to reach out to the Planning Departnent. They are
friendly people and they will get to the comunity
groups, all of themin San Francisco. That will then
put the word out and then it's out there. It doesn't
have to just be one-stop shopping and Wbsite. So | ask
that you pl ease have a broader reach than just a single
posti ng.

Also, 1'd like to nake sure that on page 5,
ItemNo. 7, it says the Rate Board urges the San
Franci sco Board of Supervisors to conduct a hearing.
Again, | ask: What is the process? Wwo is calling up

t he Board of Supervisors? | would suggest that there is
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| anguage that is anmended on that point that says the
Rat e Board request the DPWdirector to urge the Board of
Supervisors. Then at |east we have sone |ineage between
what you have asked. The onus is then on the DPW
Director.

I'd also |ike to have a tine franme, because,
you know, this could go on for years and this is at the
bottomof the drawer. So if you could ask that the DPW
Director wiwthin six nonths of this hearing or sonething
| i ke that communicate in witing to the clerk of the
Board of Supervisors to address this. So that's the
kind of thing procedurally. |If we can see that this can
happen, then we can follow up and nmake sure there are no
glitches. Oherwise, what? |s the Rate Board supposed
to be reading all of this stuff and then sending it on
to the Board of Supervisors? It doesn't make a | ot of
sense to ne.

So | think there's a lot of really good work
that's been done. | thank the Gty Attorney for putting
these issues together, but let's tighten up and nmake
sure that there are no | oose ends or wondering how does
anybody find out? And you've been doing so well, | want
to make sure that you conclude everything in this way.

Thank you.

M5. YEUNG Thank you.
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Any ot her objectors?

Do the Board Menbers have any questions for
t he partici pants?

Ckay. So under Agenda No. VIII we'll now hear
general public comment from persons on matters within
the jurisdiction of the Board, including any
suppl enental public comment in favor of the objections
filed by the objectors or in favor of the DPWDirector's
position. Seeing none.

Now t hat we've conpl eted presentation of all
obj ections and presentation of all responses by the DPW
Director, heard fromthe Ratepayer Advocate, heard and
recei ved suppl enmental comments from partici pants, and
heard public comment on the presentations and rel ated
| ssues, those portions of the agenda, Agenda Itens |11
through VI1I are hereby cl osed.

The Board will now proceed to Item No. | X and
X to deliberate and possibly take action on the
objections to the DPWDirector's Recomended Order, wl|
approve or deny the application in whole or in part in
conjunction with the ruling on the Director's
Recommended Orders, and deci de upon a resol ution that
i ncl udes the Board's orders.

Do Board Menbers have further discussion on

the 22 objections?
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Do Board Menbers have further discussion or
suggested changes to the draft resol ution?

MR. ROSENFI ELD: A coupl e of suggested nore
techni cal changes in a couple of places, given sone of
t he public comment we have heard.

I woul d suggest on page 4, Section E, we
i nclude in kind of the purpose of the finding, | would
add to the end of that clause "in a cost-effective
manner." That kind of gets to the concept of we do want
to find that Recology is not only increasing diversion
as a result of the programbut doing it in a manner
that's cost-effective versus the current delivery nodel.

M5. YEUNG Is that |ine 67?

MR. ROSENFI ELD: Yes, that would be 6 after
the -- just before the conma.

I woul d suggest at the bottom of the page 3,
on line 22, "to currently post the report on the DPW
Website and distribute to interested parties,” which
gets to the concept of a proactive reach-out with the
report.

Then, lastly, on page 6, line 3, at the end of
that sentence, "and that the director of Public Wrks
transmt this request on behalf of the Board to the
clerk of the Board of Supervisors."

Those woul d be ny suggest ed changes.
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M5. YEUNG A question to the other Board
Menbers: So in the neno from Dougl as Legg dated July
22nd, he nentioned three different perfornmance nmeasures.
Are you confortable with leaving it the generic
| anguage, which is on page 4, line 5 and 6, where it
just tal ks about increasing diversion; or would you |ike
to specifically identify the three performance neasures?

MR. ROSENFI ELD: My own perspective is that
the way that the City Attorney's office has prepared the
draft with the inclusion of a reference to
cost-effectiveness is probably the right anmount of
sufficient in terns of the |evel of detail that we're
| ooking for at this point.

We have references here. W have the official
record that speaks to what the benchmark and expectation
Is. And fundanentally the benefit to ratepayers as a
result of the prograns is nost fundanentally related to
diversion. And to add too nmany others kind of | oses
that fact. But that's just ny --

MR. CARLIN: | concur. | think the inclusion
of the July 22nd nmeno actually becones the basis for the
report; and all conparisons in the July 22nd neno woul d
be part of the new report, including call volunes,
zones -- things of that nature. W collect a |lot of

statistics; and | think that it would just be in the
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nature of how we cone back and report on that in a
cost-effective manner that | think covers the issue of
it should be equal or better for the service received.

M5. YEUNG Thank you. M chael, did you have
any other changes to the resolution itself?

MR CARLIN: No, | do not at this tinme. |
think those are good clarifications.

M5. YEUNG So at this tinme the Board will now
consi der and possibly take action on the 22 objections
to the DPWDirector's Recommended Order.

Again, as we had di scussed, Categories A and E
wer e di scussed together. Category E (sic) included
bjections 1, 11, 13, 17, and 19. bjection E --
Category E included Objections 12, 18, and 20. Category
| was Qbjection No. 21.

So at this time the Chair wll entertain a
notion to deny the objections listed in categories A E,
and |, except as may be addressed in the resolution as
nodi fi ed t oday.

MR. ROSENFI ELD: | would so nove.

MR CARLIN: | would second.

M5. YEUNG Thank you. Any discussion?

So if we could take a vote. Aye.

Rai se your hand.

MR. ROSENFI ELD:  Aye.
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MR, CARLIN  Aye.

M5. YEUNG |t passes by unani nobus vote.

The next category, Category B, includes
bj ections 2, 3, 7, 8 and 9. Again, if | could ask for
a notion to deny the objections listed in Category B,

except as may be addressed in the resolution as nodified

t oday.

MR CARLIN. [I'Il nove.

MR ROSENFI ELD:  Second.

M5. YEUNG Any discussion? Let's take a
vote. |If you could raise your hand. Aye.

MR. CARLIN  Aye.

MR, ROSENFI ELD:  Aye.

M5. YEUNG Passes by unani nous vote.

Category C includes Objections 4, 5, and 6.
Again, the Chair will entertain a notion to deny the
objections listed in Category C, except as may be
addressed in the resolution as nodified today.

MR. ROSENFI ELD: So noved.

MR. CARLIN:.  Second.

M5. YEUNG If | could add to bundle the rest,
so Category D included Qohjection 10. Category F
i ncluded Qbjection 14. Category G included Objection
15. Category H included Cbjection 16. Category J

i ncl uded Qbjection 22, which concludes the rest of the
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obj ecti ons.

Again, the Chair would entertain a notion to
deny the objections |listed in Categories D, F, G H, and
J, except as may be addressed in the resolution as
nodi fi ed t oday.

MR CARLIN. "Il nove.

MR ROSENFI ELD:  Second.

M5. YEUNG Any discussion? |If we could vote
agai n, please raise your hand. Aye.

MR. CARLIN  Aye.

MR, ROSENFI ELD:  Aye.

M5. YEUNG |t passes by unani nobus vote.

The Board will now consider and possibly take
action on the resolution that includes its orders.

Now t hat we have the changes as anended, City
Attorney, did you have any clarifications you needed?

M5. BLITS: | do not.

M5. YEUNG So if | could --

MR. ROSENFI ELD: 1'Ill nove approval as
amended.

MR CARLIN:  Second.

M5. YEUNG Any discussion? |If we could take
a vote. Again, raise your hand. Aye.

MR, CARLIN  Aye.

MR, ROSENFI ELD:  Aye.
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M5. YEUNG So at this tinme the Chair wll
entertain a notion that if you would |ike you can
aut hori ze the Chair of the Board to sign on behalf of

t he Board once the anendnents have been typed into the

docunent .

MR CARLIN: [I'll so nove.

MR ROSENFI ELD:  Second.

M5. YEUNG Any discussion? |If we could vote.
Aye.

MR. CARLIN  Aye.

MR, ROSENFI ELD:  Aye.

M5. YEUNG  Thank you.

So that concludes our proceedi ng today. |
want to thank everyone for all of your participation. |
know that it took a |ot of work on many people's parts.
So | really appreciate all the thoughtful comrent and
hard work that went into these hearings. And | want to
especially thank Marie Blits for all of your help.

So this conpletes our proceeding until such
time as the Board reconvenes pursuant to the resolution
just adopted. Thank you.

(The hearing was adjourned at 12:59

p.m)

294

FREDDI E REPPOND, STENOGRAPHI C REPORTER
(415) 469- 8867




REFUSE HEARI NG SPECI AL MEETI NG AND HEARI NG, VOLUME |V - July 23, 2013

© 00 N oo g b~ W N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P P PP
g A W N P O © O N O U A W N L O

CERTI FI CATE OF REPORTER

|, FREDDI E REPPOND, a duly authorized Shorthand
Reporter and licensed Notary Public, do hereby certify
that on the date indicated herein that the above
proceedi ngs were taken down by ne in stenotype and
thereafter transcribed into typewiting and that this
transcript is a true record of the said proceedi ngs.

I N WTNESS WHEREOF | have hereunto set ny hand on
this 7th day of August, 2013.

/,_Z_“, i ‘ﬁp g\‘

FREDDI E REPPOND
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