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Trash Talk
If you’re going to complain about SF’s filthy sidewalks, first clean the bullshit out of your bully pulpit.

By Jeremy Lybarger

“San Francisco is such a beauti-
ful city. Why do we let people poop all 
over it?” 

� at’s the question Chronicle writer 
Debra J. Saunders put forth in a July 1 
column entitled “San Francisco’s Sum-
mer of Muck.” For Saunders, one of 
local media’s rare 
card-carrying conser-
vatives, the answer 
is wrapped up 
in City Hall’s 
dysfunction. 
In a June 9 col-
umn entitled 
“Warning: 
San Francisco 
Smells Like a 
Toilet,” Saunders 
suggested the city 
is more concerned 
with soda warning 
labels than cleaning 
up its sidewalks. 

“[Drinking soda] does not have 
the impact on others that urine, 
feces, and aggressive panhandlers 
have on people who walk Market 
Street and cannot turn off  their 
senses of sight and smell,” Saun-
ders wrote.

One suspects Saunders’ real 
beef isn’t with human waste but 
with the humans who produce it. She 
admits as much in her July 1 column 
in which, loyal hawk that Saunders 
is, she advocates for greater police 
presence as a remedy for the city’s 
sanitation problem. No matter that 

San Francisco has more state and mu-
nicipal ordinances against the home-
less than any other city in California, 
as the Coalition on Homelessness 
reported last month. Saunders seems 
content to shovel taxpayer dollars 
toward further criminalizing a group 
that is already frequently policed and 
dehumanized.

Nobody can deny that San Fran-
cisco side-

walks are 
unsavory, 
but they are 

improving. As 
Public Works 

spokeswoman Rachel Gordon attests, 
this year has seen a 17 percent de-
crease in the number of steam clean-
ing requests the department has re-
ceived as compared to July-December 
2014. (Feces still comprises the bulk 
of requests at 58 percent.) � e city’s 
Pit Stop program, which brings por-
table toilets to four neighborhoods, is 
a big reason why. 

Still, for Saunders and others 
like her, complaining about feces is 

a covert, more 

politic way to complain about the 
homeless. Will Kane, former editor 
of the now-defunct website Ratter 
SF — which reported on the city’s 
sidewalks in a sometimes sardonic, 
sometimes anthropological manner 
— says feces is a “a symptom of 
mental health, public health, or law 
enforcement issues.” He adds, “We 
can’t forget empathy. Nine times out 
of 10 the person who made that pile 
of feces had something else going on 
in their life, and they had no toilet 
paper, no sink, and the indignity of 

no bathrooms.”
Clyde Wallace agrees. � e 

52-year-old, who says he’s been 
“between houses” for 11 years, 

told me that “people 
with houses and 

toilets don’t 
understand 
life on the 
streets. It’s 
easy to judge 
when you got 

them luxuries.”  
� at should 

be carved into the 
desk of anyone 

who’d pontifi -
cate about the 

homeless in San 
Francisco. Rath-

er than punish or 
shame the homeless, 
and rather than 
coin condescending 
hashtags like #San-

FranciscoStink, just 
try giving a shit fi rst.
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Taken For a Ride
Read the fine print before 
sacrificing your car to the 
sharing economy.

By Max Cherney

Grace Oh, a car owner who 
shares her vehicle via the app Getar-
ound, takes a hands-on approach to ir-
responsible car renters. She said that 
after a number of renters didn’t fill up 
her car’s gas tank or track its mileage, 
she started texting them as soon as 
their rental period started. Oh asks 
renters to take a picture of the gas re-
ceipt, as well as reset trip mileage, so 
she can monitor her car more easily. 

San Francisco-based car-share 
company Getaround helps people 
rent their vehicles to anyone who 
downloads the company’s app and 
has a Facebook account. It sounds 
like a lucrative outgrowth of the 
sharing economy — and it is — but 
as Oh’s case demonstrates, some-
times there are bugs.

For instance, determining wheth-
er the car owner or the car renter 
is responsible for damage incurred 
during rentals remains problematic. 
Getaround’s wear and tear policy 
doesn’t cover minor dents and 
scratches, minor chips in windows, 
torn or worn upholstery, mechanical 
transmissions including brakes and 
clutches, dents or scratches in truck 
beds, or most tears in or mechanical 

failures of convertible tops.
Other liabilities such as gas guz-

zled, parking and speeding tickets, 
and mileage have forced some car 
owners to fi gure out their own po-
licing methods, much like Oh. (Car 
renters are instructed to return vehi-
cles with the same level of gas the car 
had at the beginning of the rental, 
but that doesn’t always happen.)

Car owner Ashley James said 
that renters routinely stain her car’s 
seats. She’s considering covering her 
car’s fl oors and seats with plastic, 
since it’s unlikely Getaround would 
cover the cost of removing stains or 
repairing upholstery burns. Accord-
ing to the company’s policy, “Ge-
taround does not insure for normal 
wear and tear,” although the compa-

ny’s insurance does cover “excessive” 
damage. 

James added that she’s confl icted 
about reporting damage because 
the potential $250 cleaning bill that 
Getaround issues to renters after 
car owners complain could mean 
bad word-of-mouth for her future 
rentals.

� ere’s also the matter of thefts 
and break-ins. While the SFPD re-
ports few of these among car-shares 
— although cops cautioned that 
stats are incomplete — such inci-
dents can be frustrating. Getaround 
said it works closely with car owners 
to determine who’s at fault for dam-
age or theft. And company spokes-
person Meg Murray said that Getar-
ound may be willing to pick up repair 

costs if determining responsibility is 
ambiguous. It’s a case-by-case basis, 
Murray said. 

Bugs aside, the car owners who 
spoke to SF Weekly said they’re will-
ing to put up with the annoyances 
and fi ne print, so long as sharing 
their cars continues to make them 
money — between $500 and $1,000 
per month for most cars in the 
network, according to Getaround. 
(Oh and James said they earn about 
$100-$200 and $350 per month, re-
spectively). After all, this is San Fran-
cisco, where turning a profi t some-
times means turning a blind eye.

The Church 
of Uberology
When it comes to 
classifying employees, 
tech could take a page 
from the Catholic Church’s 
playbook. 

When is an employee not 
an employee? 

� at question has animated 
the tech industry since startups 
like Uber, Handy, and Postmates 
began capitalizing on the dis-
tinction between employees and 
independent contractors. But the 
on-demand economy could learn 
a thing or two from the Catholic 
Church, which has what Univer-
sity of Nevada, Las Vegas consti-
tutional law professor Dr. Leslie 
C. Griffi  n calls a “silver bullet” 
when it comes to dealing with 
pesky employment protections.

Griffi  n was in San Francisco 
to testify before the Califor-
nia Assembly Committee on 
Judiciary last week about the 
ministerial exemption — a le-
gal precedent validated by the 
Supreme Court’s Hossana-Tabor 
ruling in 2013 that exempts reli-
gious institutions from obeying 
anti-discrimination laws. It’s a 
matter of pressing concern for 
unionized teachers at Bay Area 
Catholic schools, who fear that 
the Archdiocese is trying to 
reclassify them as ministers, a 
move that would render tooth-
less many of the protections of 
a union contract. (A spokesman 
for the church was evasive on the 
question of whether the church 
considers its teachers to be min-
isters, suggesting that SF Weekly 
consult a lawyer.) 

While contract negotiations 
between the teachers and the 
church are ongoing, they may 
off er a useful lesson to compa-
nies like Uber and Lyft, who are 
facing employment classifi cation 
lawsuits of their own. After all, 
what is an Uber driver if not an 
evangelist for disruption? JCW
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