
advertisement | your ad here

home of the

Subscribe to the weekend Chronicle

Sign In | RegisterSearch SFGate Web Search by YAHOO! Businesses | Advanced

|

« Ed Lee seeks to preserve affordable housing without redevelopment | Main | Supervisors reject roadblock to 

SFMOMA expansion »

Mayor Ed Lee’s Sharp Park veto stands
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The Board of Supervisors today could not muster enough votes to override Mayor Ed Lee’s veto of 
legislation that would have compelled the San Francisco Recreation and Park Department to 
transfer management of Sharp Park to the federal government, if an agreement could be 
brokered.

The override vote was 6-5 — the same vote it 
passed by last month — and fell two short of the 
minimum needed to buck the mayor. Supervisor 
Christina Olague, whom Lee appointed to a 
vacant seat on the board Monday, voted in favor 
of the override. Her position in supporting the 
transfer mirror’s that of Ross Mirkarimi, the 
supervisor she replaced.

Joining her were Supervisors John Avalos, David 
Campos, David Chiu, Jane Kim and Eric Mar. 
Opposed were Supervisors Carmen Chu, Malia 
Cohen, Sean Elsbernd, Mark Farrell and Scott 

Wiener.

The parkland property — owned by San Francisco — is located on the Pacifica coast and used for a 
public golf course. The goal of the legislation is to restore the land to its natural habitat for 
inclusion in the Golden Gate National Recreation Area that’s under National Park Service 
jurisdiction.

Environmentalists have been pushing for the change. The land is home to the endangered San 
Francisco garter snake and the threatened California red-legged frog and also have taken their 
fight to court.

“The real thrust of this ordinance is to really protect endangered species in the Pacifica area,” 
Avalos said before the vote. He also voiced concern that operation of the golf course is draining 
rec and park funding that could be better used within the city.

Meanwhile, San Francisco park officials are trying to work out a deal to turn management of the 
land over to San Mateo County, which would retain the golf course. Details are being negotiated 
and are expected to be shored up by month’s end. One of the sticking points: Who would pay for 
implementation of a plan to reconfigure the greens to protect the most vulnerable habitat and 
restore some wetlands?
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NORAHG Responds to the SIEGE OF ENVIRONMENTAL TERROR Against Sharp Park Golf Course, 

San Francisco, California.

MEDIA RELEASE

The Mayor of San Francisco, Hon. Ed Lee, must be CONGRATULATED for SAVING Sharp Park 

Golf Course on December 19th, 2011.

The Five San Francisco Supervisors ( i.e. City Councillors ) who supported the Mayor must also 

be CONGRATULATED.

And the Mayor and Supervisors of San Mateo County have also EARNED OUR THANKS.

This golf facility has been under a SIEGE OF ENVIRONMENTAL TERROR under the PRETEXT of 

somehow protecting obscure and insignificant species.

In fact, Sharp Park Golf Course is NOT harming ANY animal species.

Not surprisingly, Enviro-Lunatics DESPISE the Game of Golf.

Anti-Golf Organizations have TERRORIZED the City of San Francisco for years over the future of 

Sharp Park Golf Course.

For more information, please go to the following links ...

http://pesticidetruths.com/toc/golf-sharp-park-golf-course-usa/

http://pesticidetruths.com/toc/u-s-environmental-terrorism/

http://pesticidetruths.com/toc/the-looming-golf-industry-shipwreck/

http://pesticidetruths.com/toc/golf-go-brown-anti-cosmetic-golf-maintenance/

http://pesticidetruths.com/toc/victories-against-terrorists/

WILLIAM H. GATHERCOLE AND NORAH G

NORAHG is the National Organization Responding Against HUJE that seek to harm the Green 

space industry.

http://pesticidetruths.com/
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"Golf courses use an obscene amount of water, pesticides, herbicides and chemical fertilizers."

Absolutely correct.

And the water that golf courses use is FRESH water.

That's why the threatened red-legged frog and the threatened SF garter snake are on the golf 

course in question. Because they thrive in freshwater environments.

Return that golf course to its primeval state of being a brackish saltwater lagoon, and kiss the 

frogs and snakes goodbye forever. It's not that they won't live in a salt environment. It's that 

they can't live in such an environment. They'll die off. Marine species will move in to replace 

them.

This is one of those rare cases where playing God and playing golf actually line up neatly with 

one another.

ambiguous 10:48 PM on January 10, 2012
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Golf courses use an obscene amount of water, pesticides, herbicides and chemical fertilizers. 

Add to that the maintenance it requires, golf courses do not generally co-exist with nature. It is 

a statement about our conquest over nature.

A_Good_Citizen 10:18 PM on January 10, 2012
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Thanks for informing the readership of who voted for and against.

AppeaseThis 9:10 PM on January 10, 2012
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Sounds like the deal with San Mateo County would be a great compromise that could work to 

preserve the precious habitat and the treasured golf course. Those of you spending your time 

vilifying your opponents and name calling are hurting your cause; why not, instead, come to 

the table with constructive ideas on how to raise the funds to reconfigure the course in the 

environmentally sensitve areas so the County of San Mateo can then take over the course? 

Rhetorical bomb-thowing is easy, but counterproductive; finding reasonable and workable 
solutions takes courage, creativity, understanding, patience and compromise. Be a part of the 

solution or get out of the way.
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By the way, is Jane Kim still refusing to say the Pledge of Allegiance before the start of board 

meetings? Lucky thing her parents came from the south side of the Korean DMZ..otherwise she 

would be doing a new dance for her new Supreme leader Kim Jong Un.
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I simplpy do not get it.. period. I have played on dozens... DOZENS of golf course where the 

natural habit is a prt of the course while still prtected. God play a course in Monterey or on the 

valley or anywhere is the world and the natural habitat recreation seem to coexist. Somehow 
this will not work in the case of Sharp Park. maybe Enviro's shoudl find the middle ground. 

Golfers would not mind working with the Enviros and protecting the endangered animals, but 

for some reason the enviros don't see it the same way. Selfish, self-glorification, short sided 

and narrow mindedness is not a good combination for compromise and working together. I can 

guarantee that 90+% of the enviromentalists pushing for this have never stepped foot on Shar 

Park. NEVER!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

snarkk 6:19 PM on January 10, 2012
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The snakes and frogs were NOT there before the golf course was built, because they don't 

survive in a salt marsh environment. So, keeping the golf course means keeping the snakes 

and frogs. Not to mention keeping a source of cheap, healthy recreation for all manner of 99%
ers. Thanks to the supervisors with a brain that supported the veto...
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