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Adoption of Minutes.  The Subcommittee reviewed draft minutes for July 12, and asked that 48 
they be revised to list near-term SOSIP priorities in the order of importance that was 49 
discussed at the meeting.  Staff agreed to revise these draft minutes for Subcommittee 50 
consideration. 51 
 52 
SOSIP Project Cost & Financing Report.  Subcommittee members reviewed Economic 53 
Planning Systems’ “Cost & Financing Report,” which discussed possible strategies for 54 
meeting capital and maintenance costs.   Subcommittee members had an opportunity to react 55 
to policy recommendations were presented in the EPS’ report and refined in a staff report.  56 
Members asked that a “significant” portion of new and existing on-street parking revenues be 57 
spent on SOSIP improvements and activities.  For other recommendations, members chose 58 
to defer discussion until a draft financial strategies chapter can be reviewed. 59 
 60 
SOSIP Public Review Document.  The Subcommittee discussed and suggested revisions to 61 
the SOSIP Public Review Draft dated August 31, 2010.  Staff agreed to bring a complete list 62 
of suggested revisions back to the Subcommittee for consideration.  [This list of revisions 63 
appears as part of a staff report on “SOSIP Recommendations” that was prepared for the final 64 
Subcommittee meeting on September 30.]  65 
 66 
Adjournment.  The meeting was adjourned at 10:00pm.   67 


