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#1 Have you visited open space areas in city parks that are designated as a significant natural resource area? Which ones? Do you support removal of non-native trees and fencing off 

trails in these areas? 

#2 Are you aware of the Significant Natural Resource Areas Management Plan draft environmental impact report that is currently being revised by the Planning Commission for final 

publication? Do you favor one of the alternatives? If so, what aspects do you like or dislike about this plan? 

#3 Do you believe Rec & Park has taken adequate action to notify neighborhoods adjacent to the parks that would be significantly affected by the proposed Natural Areas Plan?  Is it 

reasonable that Rec & Park is not required to post notices of planned changes in the parks or mail them to neighbors when they call for significant alterations? Have you ever attended 

a Rec & Park community meeting about the Natural Areas Program? 

#4 How would you gauge whether the Natural Areas Program is successful? 

#5 As an elected Supervisor you may decide the Natural Areas Plan’s scope and funding. Rec & Park currently allocates more funding for native plant restoration than Forestry 

maintenance to evaluate tree safety. What would be your approach to making such decisions about funding priorities for Rec & Park and the Natural Areas Program? 

#6 Do you feel it is appropriate to use herbicides that are designated as “hazardous” and “most hazardous” formulas sold by manufacturers in areas accessed by the public and wildlife? 

#7 Parks Bond funds approved in 2008 (and proposed in the 2012 Parks Bond) for Forestry have been used to cut down trees deemed “unsuitable” for the natural areas. What would 

you do to ensure that trees are cut down when they are truly hazardous and not just because they need maintenance, are nonnative or undesirable by some? 

#8 Is there anything you would like to address or add about the management of parks, open space and urban forests? 

*Incumbent 

  



 

 

#1 Have you visited open space areas in city parks that are designated as a significant natural resource area? Which ones? Do you support removal of non-native trees and fencing 

off trails in these areas? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. I do visit parks but I honestly do not know if they are the ones mentioned. If trees have been there for a long time I probably would not support the 

removal of healthy trees. I would have to see the actual information on each site to assess the situation fairly. I would not support fencing off existing 

trails. 

Mar, Eric* My family and I have spent time in many of the cities parks, including designated SNRA’s such as Glen Park and Lake Merced, among others. Although 

the closing of trails is an unfortunate side effect of restoring the city’s native habitat, the closures will be temporary, and as no park will experience the 

closure of all of its trails, I hope to still enjoy the parks as they are being renovated 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  I have worked over the years 1990’s through 2003, with Jake Sigg, Lisa Wayne, Barbara Deutsch, Alan Hopkins, Peter Vaernet, Ted Kipping and Pinky 

Kushner and others in the natural areas program to restore native plants to city owned lands. Examples of work parties where we either planted native 

species or weeded invasives in which I participated: Brooks Park on Merced Heights, San Bruno Mountain, Mission Blue habitat conservation, Point 

Reyes, chapparal, forest and wetlands area, Presidio greenhouse (Fort Cronkite) potting up starts. I led the Natural Systems committee of the Pioneer 

Park (Coit Tower) project, where we restored many native species to the five acre Park from first surveying what indigenous species were there, and 

working with the Rec Park gardeners and neighborhood volunteers in a 17 year native plant restoration effort. I have toured Glen Park natural areas, 

the Caltrain R-O-W over the tunnel in the Bayview, the steep slopes in the Presidio above Baker beach. Removal of invasives and “de-trailing” in lieu of 

fencing off indigenous stands of natives, may be necessary to protect species. These lands however represent only a small fraction of all available park 

land, (I am unaware that it is 25%!) and development of replacement leash free dog runs in less environmentally sensitive places is the only functional 

short term solution short of extinction for these plant communities. I also served on the Board of Directors of Friends of the Urban Forests for six years 

during which time the organization planted 10,000 street trees. I love the city’s urban forests both for their recreational and natural attributes: 

environmental, habitat, rainwater retention, and oxygen production. 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  I have visited Fort Funston and Crissy Field. I do not support additional fencing off of trails or removal of non-native trees. Our parks are intended for 

public use and the public has been expected to pay for their maintenance. The effectiveness of fencing and tree removal needs to be analyzed. We also 

need to assess if some currently fenced areas can be opened to the public 

Olague, Christina*  I have visited most of the open spaces in the City.  Because I live only a few short blocks from Golden Gate Park I use it often and I know it well.  I have 

also been to Sharp Park and as supervisor have been looking at the issue there.  I support a tree removal program that does not harm or remove 

healthy trees, or safely moves and replants trees if and when it is critically necessary.   I believe we must maintain the natural beauty of our Parks.  

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  So many of my favorite City spots are designated significant natural resource areas; hiking in Glen Canyon, rowing on Lake Merced, kayaking India 

Basin, doing all sorts of things in Golden Gate Park, and, whenever we have friends visit from out of town, we take them to Grandview Park for the 

urban and wildlands views. I have been quite vocal about my opposition to the removal of healthy trees and the fencing off of the trails in areas where 

the NAP has proposed this deforestation. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  I grew up near Mt. Davidson and spent my childhood exploring and hiking the mountain with my friends. I also have spent time in Glen Park Canyon, 

Mt. Sutro Forest and Mclaren Park hiking and picnicking. I support removal of dead or dying trees as appropriate. I do not support limiting public 

access to open space. 

Engardio, Joel  I oppose NAP. I will vote to end it. I am not opposed to native plant gardens or preserving native plants where they have always existed. But this should 

be privately funded, not with tax dollars. Tax dollars should be used for tree maintenance. We can and should cut down dangerous and ill trees. But I 

do not believe trees should be removed simply because they are not native. 

Garcia. Michael Yes. In the District, I have visited Mt. Davidson with Rec & Park staff and Mt. Sutro individually. I only support the removal on non-native trees if they 

pose a safety concern to park users. Fencing off trails in these areas should only happen when maintenance to the trails are absolutely necessary. 

Lagos, Julian P.    I don't recall having visited any open space areas in city parks that are designated as a significant natural resource area. However, I do not support the 



removal of non-native trees and fencing-off trails in those are 

Yee, Norman I have visited several open space areas in city parks including Glen Canyon Natural Area, Mount Davidson Park, and the Lake Merced Natural Area. I do 

not support the removal of non-native trees and fencing off trails in these areas if it means limiting public access to recreational opportunities in our 

city’s most prized natural resource areas 

 

  



#2 Are you aware of the Significant Natural Resource Areas Management Plan draft environmental impact report that is currently being revised by the Planning Commission for 

final publication? Do you favor one of the alternatives? If so, what aspects do you like or dislike about this plan? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. No. I have not seen the plan – therefore I could not honestly comment on it. 

Mar, Eric* As Supervisor, I am aware of the draft EIR. Although I favor the Park department’s plans to restore the native flora of the city, I am always open to the 

voices of the city’s residents, and welcome public comment on the issue 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  I am not aware, but will read it. The significant Natural areas comprise such a small piece of the overall public land throughout SF, they should be 

protected as part of the Pre-Franciscan natural landscape unaltered, even if not pristine, through the period of development of San Francisco, from 

1776 through the present day. If areas of Forest lands that were culturally designed are being included in the Natural areas program then that would 

be a restoration effort, which is not how or why the program was born. I apologize for not researching this item.  

District 5 

Johson, Hope I am somewhat familiar with the SNRAMP, and am particularly concerned about the felling of healthy,  non-diseased trees and the use of pesticides. 

My preference is the alternative plan to keep existing habitat while preserving native species and their areas. 

Olague, Christina*  I initial read the SNRMP while seated on the Planning Commission in October 2011.  The Draft EIR was presented.   Since the presentation I have 

remained updated on the plan, particularly around the uses and future of Sharp Park and ensure public access for all. 

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  I feel that the plan needs to be heavily altered so that no healthy trees are removed. Re-introducing native plants is a noble thought but not at the 

expense of existing trees and not with the use of toxic pesticides and herbicides. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  I am aware of the plan and do not favor an agenda that would take our community back to a time  before people arrived in San Francisco. We need to 

strike a balance between preserving plant life and  providing recreational opportunities for our residents and our children. 

Engardio, Joel  I will vote to end NAP altogether.   

Garcia. Michael Yes. Two of the alternatives that I would consider would be the maximum recreation alternative and maintenance alternative. In both cases, these 

alternatives seek middle ground in having nonnative species and plants cohabitate with native species and plants 

Lagos, Julian P.   I am not familiar with the Significant Natural Resource Areas Management Plan draft EIR or any of the alternative plans. 

So, I need to do more research on these issues before I can comment on them. 

Yee, Norman I am aware of the draft EIR for the SNRAMP that is currently being revised by the Planning Commission and I favor the Maximum Recreation 

Alternative because it prioritizes providing for the public a diverse range of recreational opportunities. While maintaining native vegetation and the 

preservation of federal and state-listed species is also critical, I believe that removing non-native trees should not be a main priority. One of the 

aspects about the plan that I like is that as proposed, it would still be consistent with existing General Plan policies and regulations governing the 

protection of natural resources 

    



#3 Do you believe Rec & Park has taken adequate action to notify neighborhoods adjacent to the parks that would be significantly affected by the proposed Natural Areas Plan?  

Is it reasonable that Rec & Park is not required to post notices of planned changes in the parks or mail them to neighbors when they call for significant alterations? Have you ever 

attended a Rec & Park community meeting about the Natural Areas Program? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. I do not know if adequate notice was given, but I do not find it reasonable that Rec & Park is not required to post notices of planned changes in the 

parks or mail them to neighbors when they call for significant alterations. Unfortunately I have not attended a Rec & Park community meeting about 

the Natural Areas Program.   

Mar, Eric* I firmly believe in government transparency, and where alterations will significantly impact residents’ use of the park, I do believe notification by Rec & 

Park is appropriate 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  My work in natural areas took place as awareness was increasing, and I was overlapping that time with preservation work on behalf of small cottages 

for The Little House Committee. I had applied for a seat on the Open Space Citizen’s Advisory Committee, but had failed to be appointed. That was 

when the majority of my focus shifted to architectural preservation issues, especially since 2001 when the progressives swept into power on the B.O.S.  

Notice should always be given by Rec Park for changes of use to a public park. The emphasis of community meetings should be to provide the greatest 

good to the largest numbers of citizens; both within the system and without. The public meetings then should focus on the advantages of the Natural 

areas program and identify how those goals may conflict with the community’s use. Once identified, those conflicts can be mitigated so that other 

resources in the area can be redesigned to fill the need. Unexploited to date are the public lands not in the Rec Park system. Streets and roadways are 

excellent laboratories to experiment with the creation of new chapparal and even forest lands, in non traditional places. Abandonned urban reservoirs 

like Francisco Street Reservoir can be made into excellent places for off leash dog runs. In an environment that is already altered from its natural state, 

the off leash dogs will not be able to cause any environmental damage. 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  I am aware complaints related to notice by Rec & Park have been ongoing for years. Many find more land is affected by the Plan than was originally 

anticipated. Rec & Park should be required to post notice of any planned changes, whether or not those changes are related to this Plan. As Chair of 

the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force last year, I found Rec & Park resistant to public participation. In one case (Wooding v. Rec & Park), Rec & Park 

worked to change the format of a community panel opposed to privatizing our parks, and then improperly deleted public records related to their 

actions. I have not  attended a community meeting on the Natural Areas Program. 

Olague, Christina*  Coming from seven years on the Planning Commission where the process of neighborhood notification is critical and required, I believe that 

neighborhood notification is necessary.  Posting of notices for building constructions, change of use and other planning related activities, helps to 

inform neighbors of changes and engage them neighborhood in the process.  I believe notification through postings, mailings and significant 

community meetings is mandatory.  

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  I have attended community meetings regarding NAP. I oppose the deforestation and trail closure elements of the plan and feel it is completely 

unreasonable for Rec & Park make significant alterations to areas without notifying surrounding neighborhoods. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  I have attended many Rec and Park community meetings about the NAP. I believe that Rec and Park  should be required to post notices of planned 

changes in the parks or mail when they call for significant  alterations. 

Engardio, Joel  Rec & Park has done a poor job communicating with residents about NAP. I have attended Rec & Park community meetings about NAP where the focus 

was a promotional video that made residents even more confused and angry than before. Community meetings need to be less promotional and more 

frank in exactly what the program intends to do. There should also be clear numbers on what everything costs, where the money comes from and who 

gets paid.   

Garcia. Michael I don’t believe that Rec & Park has taken adequate action to notify neighborhoods that would be affected by NAP, and I have discussed this issue with 

Rec & Park staff, and General Manager, Phil Ginsburg. Rec & Park should adequately notify the effected neighborhoods by hosting more community 

meetings and distributing information about NAP. I have attended various Rec & Park community meeting about NAP at the Miraloma Park 

Improvement Club, West of Twin Peaks Central Council, and have even taken a tour of Mt. Davidson with Rec & Park staff 

Lagos, Julian P.    I am unaware of the Rec and Park's history in posting notices for neighborhood meetings re: the Natural Areas Plan. 

However, if Rec and Park isn't required to post notices, then that policy needs to be reversed. Regarding my attendance at Rec and Park meetings in 



the past, I have never attended one. 

Yee, Norman No, I believe the Rec&Park Department has not taken adequate action to notify the adjacent neighborhoods that would be significantly affected by the 

Natural Areas Plan and I find it unreasonable that the Department is not required to post notices of planned changes in the parks. This is public land 

that will be used by the public and so it is critical that its voice is heard in managing the changes and impacts of significant alterations. Yes, I recently 

attended a Rec & Park community meeting earlier this year and found the public process open and very informative of local sentiment 

    



#4 How would you gauge whether the Natural Areas Program is successful? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. I do not have enough information to make a determination.   

Mar, Eric* Judging the success of the NAP will be a long-term endeavor, requiring careful observation of native flora and fauna in the affected areas. Hopefully 

the NAP will boost flagging populations of native wildlife, especially those animals adapted for the native scrub rather than eucalyptus forest, returning 

our city’s wild areas as much as possible to their untouched state, allowing our children to experience the true wilds of San Francisco 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  It must be successful or the off-leash dog walkers wouldn’t be so ticked off, but it must not be so successful as they have not gotten the PR part of it 

right yet. More diversity of natives within the natural areas would be one benchmark of success; as well as more plant starts of natives under 

cultivation, by NPS and Rec Park/Strybing for diversity replanting of existing areas.  

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  Comparison studies demonstrating an increase or decrease in the number of targeted plant or animal  species, status of surrounding land erosion, 

success of native plants (do they die after a short time). 

Olague, Christina*  When people are using our parks with their families, the maintenance needs are properly addresses and our natural resources are protected, yet 

accessible, to our neighborhoods. 

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  Success can be measured by the health of existing flora and fauna, usage and appreciation of these areas by locals and visitors, soil stability, public 

safety, and a number of other factors. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  If we are balancing our rich natural heritage with the needs of our families and children and providing  them access to open space now and in the 

future. 

Engardio, Joel  I do not believe NAP is appropriate for a city of 800,000 people. Parks in an urban setting must be used for recreation first and foremost. Parks should 

be places where adults, kids and dogs can safely play and relax together – under trees. NAP is better suited for places like Marin Headlands or 

Yosemite. I believe it is a well-intentioned program that does not fit or belong in an urban setting.   

Garcia. Michael In my opinion, the Natural Areas Program would be proven successful if we are able to identify tangible results that actually helped to save and 

maintain our parks and make them truly sustainable for our future generations to enjoy 

Lagos, Julian P.   I would gauge that the Natural Areas Plan is a successful program only if all healthy trees were left standing, regardless 

of their native or non-native status 

Yee, Norman The outcomes of the Natural Areas Program should determine success. If upon choosing an alternative, and the desired outcomes and objectives have 

been met according to the stakeholders who approved of the alternative, then the Natural Areas Program can be deemed successful. Led by the 

Rec&Park Commission, specific metrics will need to be established in order to set benchmarks e.g. a 10% increase number of volunteers over 5 years or 

a 10% overall increase in native vegetation in 3 years, etc 

  



   

#5 As an elected Supervisor you may decide the Natural Areas Plan’s scope and funding. Rec & Park currently allocates more funding for native plant restoration than Forestry 

maintenance to evaluate tree safety. What would be your approach to making such decisions about funding priorities for Rec & Park and the Natural Areas Program? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. I would have to look at all the information available to fairly arrive at a conclusion as to what actions are reasonable. As a general rule I do not believe 

in cutting down healthy trees. In addition I have seen an area that was restored to its “native” condition (area adjacent to Geary blvd just down from 

the cliff house near the La Playa Safeway) and I believe it was not a good use of public open space. I rarely see anyone there and it would have been 

better as a park or playground that more people would use.   

Mar, Eric* Although I am of course willing to hear from all city residents, I will likely base any decisions I make at least in part on the advice of Rec & Park staff, 

who have dedicated much of their time to ensuring the ecological and environmental health of San Francisco 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  As a self insured City and county, Rec Park needs to invest more in tree maintenance, to pay less in settlements from damages caused by falling 

branches/trees. They need to prune more often and less drastically, and find a dedicated funding stream to do so. Natural areas has a short term 

stabilization need, but Rec Park’s needs go further in the same period. 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  I support open government so that we can properly evaluate the decisions our public officials are  making on our behalf. I would request an audit of 

Rec& Park to evaluate the budget, especially when  taxpayers have been asked to support two bond measures in five years for park maintenance. Our 

parks  should be a priority in the budget. 

Olague, Christina*  Our parks add tremendous value to the quality of our lives.  I would make the funding priorities a very high priority in my office.  I would monitor the 

funding for Forestry maintenance and watch to see that native plant restoration receives attention/funds.  I don’t want to see funding to maintenance 

that ends up causing the loss of native plants because of lack of focus.  

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  I support native plant restoration in areas that are suitable for it but we have thousands of trees in dozens of forested areas that need maintenance 

and upkeep for the health of the trees and animals as well as the safety and enjoyment of visitors and surrounding neighborhoods. Rec & Park budgets 

should reflect this. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  I would focus on maintenance and infrastructure now rather than taking on new responsibilities. For  example, if funding were available, I would 

support hiring more gardeners. 

Engardio, Joel  No funding for NAP. More funding for maintenance.   

Garcia. Michael As with any funding priority, I will look at each piece of legislation and request through an economic prism. If the legislation, or funding request, has a 

negative economic impact on our neighborhoods and city - I will not support such measures. However, if legislation, or funding requests are 

reasonable and seem to positively benefit our neighborhoods and City – I will support such measures. I will address funding priorities for Rec & Park 

and NAP, and every issue or department, in the ways I have discussed above 

Lagos, Julian P.   In answer to this specific question, my priorities for funding the Rec & Park and the Natural Areas Program would be that 

all healthy trees should be preserved and that the restoration of native plants be respected as a major goal. 

Yee, Norman As an elected Supervisor, I would take a pragmatic approach to making decisions around funding priorities for R&P and the Natural Areas Program by 

evaluating previous decisions on how funding has been prioritized and allocated. If those decisions have proven to have a positive results and a 

significant return on investment and social capital, then I would continue to approve those areas of funding that function well. As a member of SFUSD, 

I was able to build consensus to achieve desired outcomes and will employ the same approach as Supervisor 

     

  



#6 Do you feel it is appropriate to use herbicides that are designated as “hazardous” and “most hazardous” formulas sold by manufacturers in areas accessed by the public and 

wildlife? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. There are circumstances that herbicides are necessary. I would need more information to evaluate the specific situation, herbicide used and exposure 

to persons or wildlife to make an informed decision in a specific case.   

Mar, Eric* The use of herbicides is for the most part regrettable, and if an alternative solution can be found, I would love to consider it. However, I understand 

that when faced with challenges such as unstable slopes, high erosion, or significant poison oak infestations, the deployment of Rec and Park’s large 

volunteer force may be unrealistic in eradicating invasive weeds. Hopefully by carefully following city and federal level IPM guidelines and carefully 

notifying when and where herbicides must be sprayed, negative health effects can be avoided 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  No, not ever, both for worker safety, park user safety, and for the resultant environmental degradation, not only to the soil, and the organisms living in 

it, but to the butterflies and other insects which pick up tiny amounts of herbicides, but that causes them great harm. 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  No, never. 

Olague, Christina*  The San Francisco Department of the Environment developed for the City a list of Environmentally friendly herbicides and pesticides that should be 

use.  Formulas such as Round-up that seeps into groundwater and is harmful to plants and wildlife should be banned. 

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  My short answer is “no”, though there may be very isolated instances where they can be justified (for instance, eradicating poison oak or other 

dangerous plants). In cases like those, they need to be used minimally and public notification should be done properly. But I oppose their use in 

conjunction with the re-introduction of native plants in currently forested areas. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  No 

Engardio, Joel  No.   

Garcia. Michael It is only appropriate to use such stated herbicides when our access to trails and park amenities are threatened. Before any herbicides are used, I 

would ensure that proper notification is in place to make our residents who enjoy our parks completely aware 

Lagos, Julian P.   No herbicide should be used anywhere, whether it be in publicly-owned areas or not. Too dangerous 

Yee, Norman If the herbicides are proven to harm native vegetation and/or humans and wildlife, then I would be opposed to their use. However, if the herbicides 

are used in an effort to stymie the growth of invasive nonnative vegetation without having impact on human health, then I think the use of herbicides 

designated as “hazardous” and “most hazardous” is appropriate 

   

  



#7 Parks Bond funds approved in 2008 (and proposed in the 2012 Parks Bond) for Forestry have been used to cut down trees deemed “unsuitable” for the natural areas. What 

would you do to ensure that trees are cut down when they are truly hazardous and not just because they need maintenance, are nonnative or undesirable by some? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. As I mentioned earlier, I believe trees add value even if they may not be native to an area at some point in the past. As a result I would be reluctant to 

endorse cutting down of healthy trees unless they were sick and/or in imminent danger of falling. I would have to look at what can be done from the 

position of Supervisor to curtail this practice   

Mar, Eric* Unfortunately, I do believe that the restoration of San Francisco’s pre-development habitat is a worthy goal. Nonnative species negatively affect native 

flora and fauna populations, and the replacement of nonnative trees with native scrubs will only benefit wildlife, or at least, in the case of nesting 

birds, have no huge negative impact. Additionally, as less than 15% of the trees in NRA’s within the city are designated for removal, I believe the 

SNRAMP will have little aesthetic impact on the areas 

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  Rec Park is the poor cousin of city agencies. Their budgets for capital projects and maintenance are routinely reduced year in year out. As such they are 

defensive and reactive rather than proactive and well managed for the future. We need to establish consistent funding streams for urban forest 

stewardship, as the trees that we have are but a fraction of the canopies of other major US cities our size.  

I felt that rather than install meters for revenue in GGPark, an area P sticker could be sold for all vehicles that want to use City Parks. If one parks in a 

park for more than four hours, that person gets a ticket, whose fine coincides with the annual membership amount. Marin and peninsula commuters 

would thus have to buy the right to use our parks as a kiss and cry lot for their auto/muni commutes to downtown. DPW repairs streets because a 

portion of the sales tax goes to them, the urban forest is also beneficial, and yet there is no consistent investment, as there is for road repairs 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  I will support policies requiring safety evaluation of trees, justification for removal, and clearly posted  notice of pending removal. I will encourage the 

public to notify me of suspected improper tree removal  and then follow-up accordingly 

Olague, Christina*  There should be a tree removal plan and process that is thoroughly vetted in Public meetings with input.  The plan should determine which trees 

should be removed and why.  The why should be based on a set of criteria that defines “unsuitable” and provides a threshold for when they should be 

removed or restored.  Unsuitable should not be a definition so widely defined it allows for the removal of trees simply for the purpose of saving money 

on maintaining them, or to cut new paths and trails.  

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  “Hazardous” trees should be properly pruned or, if necessary, removed. “Nonnative” should not be a justification for destruction. “Unsuitable” seems 

to be a purposely vague term used to justify tree removal so I encourage the use of language that is concise and fully defined. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  San Francisco Parks are blessed to have the support of neighborhood groups such as Save Mt. Sutro  Forest and Friends of Mount Davidson. I would 

reach out to groups such as these who have a deep  knowledge of the landscape and a vested interest in preserving the areas and look to them for 

guidance  and feedback before making a decision. 

Engardio, Joel  Tax dollars should be used for tree maintenance. We can and should cut down dangerous and ill trees. But I do not believe trees should be removed 

simply because they are not native.   

Garcia. Michael Like I have stated before, I only support cutting down nonnative trees when they pose a safety concern to park goers. If a tree needs maintenance, we 

should do so, but just because trees are undesirable to some does not mean that they should necessarily be removed 

Lagos, Julian P.   A third party (i.e. independent arborist) should be used in determining whether a tree is truly hazardous or not 

Yee, Norman I would propose a detailed inventory of all trees that evaluates their physical properties such as type, current health, age, native vs. non-native, etc. to 

establish a record of their presence. Periodic checks on their condition will reveal if they pose a threat to other vegetation and wildlife. The Rec & Park 

Department would be responsible for maintaining an accurate inventory and periodically identifying which trees pose a substantial hazard to public 

users, wildlife, and native vegetation 

 

  



 

#8 Is there anything you would like to address or add about the management of parks, open space and urban forests? 

District 1 

D'Silva, Sherman R. Parks and open space are invaluable assets to our community. I have always advocated acquiring open space when it is available since open land is so 

hard to come upon and once built upon is difficult to revert to open space. Parks are a resource that belong to all of us and as such must be funded so 

that they can be maintained for future San Franciscans to enjoy.   

District 3 

Butler, F. Joseph  Yes, we have plenty of parkland and right of way space available for use by all. To develop parks which exclude the indigenous natural vegetation is 

antithetical to the San Francisco that knows how. Rec Park facilities should not be rented out for income at the expense of the local neighborhood 

users. The Murphy Rec Center Clubhouse was recently renovated by bond funds, but when it came time to reopen, the Rec Director was fired and the 

facility now is a cash cow, the rest of its days will be served excluding the community that is funding its renovation 

District 5 

Johnson, Hope  Protection of parks and open space is an important environmental issue in San Francisco. Adequate  maintenance and protection fundings should be a 

priority in the regular budget. The park system should  not have to rely on voter approved bonds for protection. The budget must include proper law  

enforcement to allow recreational use while enforcing laws that protect specified areas. The City also  needs to apply for federal grants to revitalize 

existing areas and create new ones, with care toward  creating recreational and dog use spaces to help protect existing natural areas from over use.  In 

addition, our parks and open spaces need to be protected from environmental hazards. For example,  the proposed artificial covering of the soccer 

fields at Beach Chalet is an environmental disaster  promoted for monetary gain by corporate interests. The covering will leach toxins into the ground 

and  does not allow biodegradable items to decompose on top of it, requiring limited use of food and drink.  This is especially troubling since the soccer 

fields are intended for use by children, who are not likely to  adhere to such rules. 

Olague, Christina*  We need to take a deep look at how our parks are managed, where we can make changes for the good of the natural resources and the public who 

enjoy them and ensure we wisely use funding for maintaining beautiful, accessible parks as trails in our City. 

District 7 

Bley, Andrew  We are so fortunate to live in a city that has such beautiful parks, open space and urban forests. It’s beautiful to see the fog moving in and around the 

trees on our hills, it’s inspirational to hike to the top of a hill and view large swaths of lush greenery abutting densely built areas, and it’s wonderful to 

bring my daughter and her friends to playgrounds where they can climb and play safely. These foggy forests need to be maintained, these green areas 

need to be preserved, these playgrounds need upkeep, and I deeply appreciate all of you for your dedication to the beauty and vibrancy of the nature 

that surrounds us. 

Crowley, F.X. Francis Xavier  As a child, I played soccer, baseball and football at Miraloma, Glen Park, Crocker Amazon, the Polo Fields  and Kezar Stadium, to name a few, as have 

my children. My family has taken full advantage of park and rec programs, open space and urban forests and the many benefits that they offer. San 

Francisco’s  natural environment captivates me and if I am Supervisor, I will work toward making sure that it will  continue to be preserved and endure 

for future generations. 

Engardio, Joel  I was the first candidate for the Board of Supervisors to take a strong stand against NAP. I even made a video about it: www.engardio.com/Trees. I 

distributed more than 5,000 campaign flyers focused primarily about NAP. I distributed nearly 50,000 campaign flyers that mention why NAP is a bad 

idea.   

Lagos, Julian P.   The only thing I can add is that there still aren't enough open spaces and urban forests in San Francisco 

Yee, Norman As city departments continue to be underfunded, there is a chronic shortage of paid staff and manpower to maintain our city’s parks, open space, and 

urban forests. However, San Franciscans are exceptionally aware of the need to serve each other and a responsibility for environmental health, and 

has a high level of volunteerism that can be tapped to develop strong leaders to be stewards of the land. I believe some city staff should be dedicated 

to the outreach and management of a volunteer corps while offering those volunteers alternative, non-monetary compensation for their work to 

encourage retention 

     


