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ORGANIZE WITH US
HOUSING JUSTICE WORKING GROUP 
TUESDAYS @ NOON	
The Housing Justice Workgroup is working toward a San Francisco 
in which every human being can have and maintain decent, 
habitable, safe, and secure housing. This meeting is in English and 
Spanish and open to everyone! Email mcarrera@cohsf.org to get 
involved!

HUMAN RIGHTS WORKING GROUP 
WEDNESDAYS @12:30
The Human Rights Workgroup has been doing some serious heavy 
lifting on these issues: conducting direct research, outreach to 
people on the streets, running multiple campaigns, developing 
policy, staging direct actions, capturing media attention, and so 
much more. All those down for the cause are welcome to join! Email 
lpierce@cohsf.org

EVERYONE IS INVITED TO JOIN OUR WORKING GROUP 
MEETINGS! 

The Street Sheet is a publication of 
the Coalition on Homelessness. Some 
stories are collectively written, and 

some stories have individual authors. 
But whoever sets fingers to keyboard, 
all stories are formed by the collective 
work of dozens of volunteers, and our 

outreach to hundreds of homeless 
people.

Editor: TJ Johnston
Artistic Spellcaster: Quiver Watts

Copyeditors: Kaveh Wadell, 
J Cretella

Cover Art: Futuros Fugaces Mission - 
Azatlan by Fernando Mati via Just Seeds

Contributors: Solange Cuba, Jordan 
Wasilewski, Christin Evans, Lukas Illa, 

Cathleen Williams, Kidest Yigezu

COALITION ON 
HOMELESSNESS

The STREET SHEET is a project 
of the Coalition on Homelessness. 

The Coalition on Homelessness 
organizes poor and homeless 
people to create permanent 
solutions to poverty while 

protecting the civil and human 
rights of those forced to remain 

on the streets.

Our organizing is based on 
extensive peer outreach, and the 

information gathered directly 
drives the Coalition’s work. We do 
not bring our agenda to poor and 
homeless people: they bring their 

agendas to us.  

HELP KEEP STREET 
SHEET IN PRINT!

Street Sheet vendors keep 
100% of funds in exchange for 
the newspaper. To support the 

Coalition on Homelessness, 
which publishes Street Sheet, 
contact the Coalition directly 
by going to cohsf.org, by mail 
or in person at 280 Turk St., 

San Francisco, CA 94102. 
Street Sheet vendors are 

NOT authorized to collect 
funds for the Coalition on 

Homelessness through door-to-
door solicitation or any other 

method.

coalition.networkforgood.com

STREET 
SHEET 
STAFF VOLUNTEER WITH US! 

PHOTOGRAPHERS
VIDEOGRAPHERS

TRANSLATORS 
COMIC ARTISTS

NEWSPAPER LAYOUT 
WEBSITE 

MAINTENANCE
GRAPHIC 

DESIGNERS
INTERNS 
WRITERS

COPYEDITORS

DONATE EQUIPMENT! 
LAPTOPS 

DIGITAL CAMERAS
AUDIO RECORDERS
SOUND EQUIPMENT

CONTACT: 
TJJOHNSTON@COHSF.ORG

Street Sheet is published and distributed 
on the unceded ancestral homeland of the 
Ramaytush Ohlone peoples. We recognize 

and honor the ongoing presence and 
stewardship of the original people of this 
land. We recognize that homelessness can 

not truly be ended until this land is returned 
to its original stewards. 

Street Sheet recognized for community organizing of people living in vehicles

It is with great pleasure to announce that Street Sheet was nominated 
for an award at the International Network of Street Papers (INSP) for 
its coverage of San Francisco’s RV parking ban and the push to organize 
vehicle dwellers while guiding them through a new permitting process.

Street Sheet made the shortlist in the Best Campaign category, joining 
=Oslo and Asfalt from Norway, Mi Valedor from Mexico, Hus Forbi from 
Denmark, and Surprise from Switzerland. INSP announced the winners 
at its Global Paper Summit in Glasgow, Scotland last month.

There’s a kernel of truth to the awards show cliché “it’s an honor just to 
be nominated.” Even though INSP gave the award to =Oslo, Street Sheet 
is proud to be considered among some of the world’s esteemed street 
publications. INSP judge Jem Collins said that she found evaluating 
contest entries rewarding. 

“It’s been a real pleasure to take part in INSP judging this year, and 
I’m not just saying that,” she said. “In a journalism industry that’s 
under immense pressure, it’s been incredibly heartening to see such a 
range and depth of impactful reporting and campaigns that make a real 
difference to real people’s lives. This is a very special network.”

Here’s some background on the RV campaign that Street Sheet covered 
since 2024. San Francisco passed a restrictive law allowing large 
vehicles to park in the city for only two hours at a time, as well as 
permits that exempted RV dwellers from the parking ban for six months. 
The permitting process that lawmakers created was slapdash, to say the 
least, and created complications for over 500 vehicular households.

Enter the Coalition on Homelessness, the homeless advocacy 
organization that also publishes Street Sheet. The Coalition and its 
allies from other organizations helped households navigate the permit 
process, while at the same time pressured the City to ease up on 
enforcement and later extend permits beyond their initial six-month 
period. 

Through reportage, opinion pieces and even instructional artwork, 
Street Sheet followed the Coalition’s ongoing drive—no pun intended—
to preserve the rights of vehicular households and urge the City 
to provide housing services for them. Street Sheet thanks all its 
contributors on this campaign!

Street Sheet was previously honored at the INSP Awards with Best 
Project in 2017 for its Voter Activation project, which involved a tabloid-
style election guide. In 2022, the paper was shortlisted for Best Vendor-
written Contribution.

A note from the editor: 
AN HONOR JUST TO 

BE NOMINATED
tj johnston

art by solange cuba
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On September 3, I rolled out of bed, 
went to the Homelessness Oversight 
Commission (HOC), saw that the 
director’s report did not include 
the annual report of evictions from 
permanent supportive housing, and, 
as is my style, called them out on it 
in the loudest and most profane way 
possible. I had a copy of the FY2025-
2026 eviction data in my hands, but 
after channeling my best Peter Finch 
from the movie “Network,”  I decided 
to rip up the report right in front of 
the commission.

On August 25, 2022, the San 
Francisco Chronicle released its 
exposé on permanent supportive 
housing evictions. A child born 
on the day that exposé came out 
would already be in transitional 
kindergarten. In response to this, 
PSH tenants contacted then-District 
5 Supervisor Dean Preston, who 
inherited a majority of the PSH 
portfolio because of redistricting, 
to figure out next steps. At a Land 
Use and Transportation Committee 
hearing in March of 2023, Emily 
Cohen, deputy communications 
director of the Department of 
Homelessness and Supportive 
Housing (HSH), promised that 
there would be real-time tracking 
of evictions instead of relying on 
annual reports. So far, we don’t have 
that, and the yearly reports show an 
incomplete picture. 

However, HSH released a set of 
guidelines on how to handle non-
payment issues . If these were actual 
requirements that could be written 
into the contracts, though, it would 
get evictions down to functional 
zero. But I don’t know how many 
permanent supportive housing 
providers use these guidelines, 
which call for eliminating barriers 
to rent payment and progressive 
interventions prior to filing an 
unlawful detainer, as well as guiding 
the requirements for stipulations.  If 
the permanent supportive housing 
providers were in a multi-person 
canoe, there would be a couple of 
directors who would try to steer in 
the opposite direction, and in the 
process, tip the boat over. There is 
absolutely no reason for tenants to 
suffer because the provider refuses to 
follow best practices. 

A bunch of us tenants presented 
solutions at the August 2023 
Homelessness Oversight Commission 
meeting], but they took no action 
and they continue to let this issue 
fester for the next three years. A baby 
born on the day of our presentation 
would be potty-trained and talking 

and forming friendships and possibly 
entering pre-kindergarten, which 
is kinda why I told the commission 
at the following meeting to “put on 
their big boy or big girl pants.” If 
HSH disburses money to housing 
providers, then there’s no reason 
contracts with the City can’t require 
pre-eviction arbitration hearings. 

Instead of concentrating on the data, 
I wanted to interview the people 
who are engaged with the issue. 
Andres Salerno, an eviction defense 
attorney, confirmed that tenants are 
still being evicted for flimsy reasons. 
That tracks with 63% of recorded 
evictions for lease violations only. 
Furthermore, there is a troubling 
trend of supportive housing providers 
directing their attorneys—often 
private firms like Zanghi Torres 
Adams LLP—to draft stipulated 
agreements, in which the end product 
runs against best practices.

“If the City had the political will,” 
Salernon wrote in an email, “it 
could standardize the stipulation 
agreements and force providers to 
adhere to some basic terms, but this 
has not had a lot of success so far.” 

I also spoke with Lauren Hall, 
executive director of Delivering 
Innovation in Supportive Housing, 
who said she’d like to strike a balance 
between keeping residents housed 
and maintaining the buildings’ 
safety. 

“We see the attorney as advising us 
on the best plan to balance housing 
retention and building/tenant safety 
and the property supervisors are 
engaged on the final agreement,” 
she said While that might be true for 
some providers, others are just doing 
what they want to do.

On September 14, I attended a 
screening of “Beyond the Bridge,” 
a documentary film about the 
successes and challenges of Housing 
First. In the post-screening panel 
discussion, Ora Prochovnick, director 
of the Eviction Defense Collaborative, 
which oversees the Tenant Right To 
Counsel program, spoke about the 
eviction crisis, and HOC member 
Whit Guerrero quoted me on how 
the City needs to “put on their big 
boy pants.” While the film primarily 
makes the case for scattered-site 
housing and focuses on the successes 
in Milwaukee and Houston, it also 
addresses the power of collaboration, 
inclusion of residents in the process 
and steering everybody in the right 
direction—something that must 
happen in San Francisco.

We cannot have people whose 
agendas are at cross purposes with 
best practices, nor those who let their 
pettiness or discomfort hinder these 
meetings. Everybody needs to talk 
to each other, work together in good 
faith, and allow feedback to ensure 
that we have the best policy possible.

Both Salerno and Prochovnick 
emphasized the need for tenants 
in default to be able to restart their 
cases as well as early notification and 
outreach for the Eviction Defense 
Collaborative, but more needs to be 
done. For non-payment evictions, 
we need to remove barriers to 
paying rent, banning late fees, and 
instituting a step-by-step process 
of progressive interventions such as 
applying for rent assistance programs 
and third-party payments as a last 
resort. For lease violation evictions, 
we need to require substantial 
nuisance grounds, consideration of 
an appropriate alternate placement 
for the tenant, mediation by a third 
party, the abolition of internal 
processes for grievance, and, as a 
last resort,  pre-eviction arbitration. 
For all evictions, perhaps it’s time to 
require HSH approval of evictions 
only until all options have been 
exhausted, parameters for stipulated 
agreements, as well as real-time 

tracking and better data collection.

Meanwhile, I have been burning 
the midnight oil trying to cobble 
together a legislative outline for a 
comprehensive anti-eviction policy 
that balances tenant safety, program 
solvency and ensuring that tenants 
are set up for success, because our 
success as permanent supportive 
housing tenants is the City’s success. 
I’ve already been community lead 
on two legislative efforts in the City 
regarding permanent supportive 
housing and SROs, and I assisted 
in the drafting of transgender 
rights legislation back when I was 
living in Philadelphia. I am willing 
to collaborate in refining this into 
something community-driven; I 
don’t know how we’ll get there, but I 
would like to see this passed before a 
child born on the day of the Chronicle 
exposé enters kindergarten.

If you want to be involved, please 
contact me at 30rightnow@gmail.
com

Jordan Wasilewski (she/her) is a long-
term permanent supportive housing 
and SRO tenant advocate, former 
commissioner, affordability activist, 
and good government girlie. You may 
follow her at @sfpshsro on Instagram.

PSH Evictions are Up, but There 
are Ways to Prevent Them

Jordan Wasilewski
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Mayor Lurie Wants to Silence the Voice 
of the People: Vote No on A, D, E and F 

There are four so-called “Charter 
Reform” ballot measures on the 
November ballot that we should all 
oppose: Propositions A, D, E and F.  
While each measure does something 
slightly different, they all have the 
same effect: silencing the voice of ev-
eryday San Franciscans at City Hall. 

The Clean Up City Hall campaign 
spent over $5 million from a couple 
of wealthy billionaires to put Propo-
sitions D, E and F on the ballot. Prop-
osition A did have a hearing at the 
Board of Supervisors and wouldn’t 
be all that bad except that it weakens 
one commission in particular: the 
Our City, Our Home Oversight Com-
mittee that makes recommendations 
on proposals to fund housing and 
other solutions to end homelessness, 

such as eviction prevention, shelter 
and hygiene services.  

These four ballot measures together 
give the Mayor more power at the ex-
pense of voters, the Supervisors and 
the citizen-run oversight commis-
sions. They are essentially an execu-
tive power grab upsetting checks and 
balances that have been in place in 
the City for years.

Prop D (Fair Ballot Access) qua-
druples the threshold of signatures 
required to place a voter initiative on 
the ballot, currently approximately 
10,500 signatures to over 42,000 
signatures.  This is anti-democratic 
limiting the ability of everyday San 
Franciscans and grassroots organi-
zations to mount a campaign and 

In San Francisco, the richest and 
most powerful industries in the 
world are spurring a devastating 
affordability crisis, where a median 
one-bedroom apartment is going 
for $4,000 per month and pre-IPO 
stock is being used as a bartering 
chip when touring rental units. We 
are in desperate need of affordable 
housing for the working people 
of this city that are consistently 
at the whims of the ever-greedy 
speculative real estate market.

In comes Proposition I, Affordable 
Housing Guaranteed, a companion 
proposition to November 2020’s 
Prop. I, which doubled the existing 
transfer tax on luxury real estate 
sales; for properties valued at 
$10 million to $25 million, the 
tax increased to 5.5.%, and for 
properties valued at $25 million 
or more, the tax increased to 6%. 
The measure from 2020 argued 
for the revenue collected from 
that tax to be used to fund the 
construction of affordable housing. 
But its proponents were unable to 
require that this fund be spent on 
affordable housing, instead relying 
on the good will of the Mayor and 
the Board of Supervisors to allocate 
the tax’s revenue in the way the 
voters intended.

And lo and behold, of the $500 
million that has been collected 
since 2020 Prop. I passed, only $200 
million has been actually spent 
on creating affordable housing; 
the rest has been diverted by the 
conservative forces of the City to 
be used on inappropriate uses, like 
police funding. In his opposition 
to 2026 Prop. I, Mayor Daniel 
Lurie has claimed its passing could 
undermine expanding the Police 
Department’s budget, effectively 
admitting that he’s raided the fund 
for the police state.

With its passage, this year’s Prop. 
I will classify the transfer tax as 
a “special tax,” mandating the 

collected revenue be used to fund 
affordable housing construction 
and insulating it from Mayor 
Lurie’s political ploys. It will also 
prevent the promise made by 
Supervisors Stephen Sherrill and 
Bilal Mahmood to repeal the 2020 
Prop. I tax after this November’s 
election.

This effort comes at an incredibly 
important time, as the mayor has 
put Prop. D on November’s ballot, 
an attempt to raise the signature 
threshold to get a citizen initiative 
on the ballot from 2% 
to 8% of registered San 
Franciscan voters. This 
four-times increase 
will make it immensely 
difficult for people-
powered campaigns to 
get political initiatives 
to a popular vote and 
protect corporate 
interests that flood our 
elections with cash.

To further emphasize 
that the time is nigh 
is the Howard Jarvis 
Tax Association’s move 
to place Prop. 43 on 
the state ballot, an 
aggressive move to force 
special taxes—like this 
year’s Prop. I—to secure 
a two-thirds majority 
vote, dooming many 
future citizen-led efforts.

Apart from being a vital 
political salve to the 
techno-fascist right, 
a core component of 
Prop. I is the funding for 
social housing, a form of 
permanently affordable, 
community-owned, 
mixed-income housing. 
As evidence the world 
over, social housing 
maintains rents by what 
residents can afford to 
pay and its residents 

have control of how it operates and 
is maintained. Its covenants would 
be protected by Prop. I, ensuring 
they do not expire and return to 
market-rate rents.

We have an opportunity to protect 
funding for affordable housing, 
spur the creation of social housing, 
and prevent a power grab by the 
oligarchic forces of our city—all in 
one. 

Vote YES on Prop. I.

Vote yes on I: 
FuLfill the Promise of 

Affordable Housing Funds

voting guide 2026

Lukas Illa
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Mayor Lurie Wants to Silence the Voice 
of the People: Vote No on A, D, E and F 

such as eviction prevention, shelter 
and hygiene services.  

These four ballot measures together 
give the Mayor more power at the ex-
pense of voters, the Supervisors and 
the citizen-run oversight commis-
sions. They are essentially an execu-
tive power grab upsetting checks and 
balances that have been in place in 
the City for years.

Prop D (Fair Ballot Access) qua-
druples the threshold of signatures 
required to place a voter initiative on 
the ballot, currently approximately 
10,500 signatures to over 42,000 
signatures.  This is anti-democratic 
limiting the ability of everyday San 
Franciscans and grassroots organi-
zations to mount a campaign and 

reserved voter initiative access acces-
sible only to the wealthiest individu-
als & corporate interests. 

Prop F (Executive Branch measure), 
in a nutshell, gives the Mayor more 
powers by removing essential checks 
and balances from the board and 
oversight commissions.  

Essentially, this favors the wealthiest 
San Franciscans because of who typi-
cally occupies the Mayor’s Office.

But let’s say EVEN IF you do like this 
Mayor and trust this Mayor to have 
your interests in mind,  you might 
not like or trust the next Mayor or 
the one after that. 

And concentrating so much power in 

the hands of one person can lead to 
disastrous effects that parallel what 
we’ve seen in Washington, D.C..—for 
example, the elimination of the De-
partment of Education.

Simply put, the Executive Branch 
Measure goes too far. It allows the 
Mayor to remove commissioners for 
any reason, not just cause. Making 
our commissions rubber stamps with 
no incentive for commissioners to 
question the policies and spending of 
the departments they’re supposed to 
be overseeing. Similarly, it allows the 
Mayor to appoint department heads 
without commission hearings.

Even more problematic, it allows the 
Mayor to re-arrange departments, 
combining their staff – or eliminat-

ing them altogether.  
And the Board will 
then only have 60 days 
to object or the May-
or’s changes go into 
effect without a single 
public hearing. 

Prop E, the City Ad-
ministrator and Con-
tracting measure, 
proposes to centralize 
and streamline pro-
curement processes.

While I think we’d all 
agree efficiency can 
be a virtue unto it-
self, there is a tradeoff 
when things move too 
quickly, opening the 
door to potential waste 
and fraud.

This measure has one 
particular element that 
is problematic if you 
value transparency to 
city spending—spe-
cifically, this measure 
raises the threshold for 
contract approval by 
the Board of Supervi-
sors from $10 million 
to $25 million.

A recent example of 
a contract that would 
have bypassed the 
Board is the RESET 

center. That contract with a for-
profit, Phoenix-based company called 
Connections Health Solutions only 
after high scrutiny from the Board.  
This measure would allow the City to 
enter into a contract without a public 
hearing. Transparency of large con-
tracts engenders greater trust among 
the public that taxpayer dollars are 
being well spent and clearly defined 
performance metrics will be collected 
and monitored. 

Voters value transparency and the 
scrutiny of checks and balances.  And 
the knowledge that a contract will 
have a greater level of public scrutiny 
ensures that staff have crossed their 
Ts and dotted their Is. Scheduling a 
hearing does take staff time, but it 
also ensures higher quality agree-
ments are proposed, delivering great-
er value for each taxpayer dollar. 

No on D, E and F !

The public could have had input on 
these three measures as well if they 
proceeded through Board hear-
ings. But because a few billionaires 
decided to put it on the ballot by 
spending $4 million and signatures, 
the public was denied that opportu-
nity to offer more thoughtful input. 
Therefore, it’s appropriate to oppose 
all four measures and send a message 
that good governance charter reform 
shouldn’t be done in a backroom by a 
select few. 

Checks and balances are essential to 
good governance. A good system of 
checks and balances increases the 
people’s confidence and trust in City 
government by ensuring legislation 
is vetted, City services are perform-
ing, and taxpayer dollars are well 
spent.  

A vote to support these measures 
condones the winner-takes-all, 
billionaire-backed political process 
that tramples on the democratic par-
ticipation of everyday San Francis-
cans, notable working class folks and 
the minority groups with interests 
different from those occupying the 
Mayor’s Office. 

Vote No on A, D, E and F !

voting guide 2026

christin evans
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The introduction to the film “Un-
housed Neighbors” asks us to 
consider “what it means” to live 
in extreme poverty in America’s 
wealthiest state. At the close of the 
film, on a black screen, the numbers 
scroll: upwards of 770,000 people 
unhoused in the U.S. 
 
“These are just seven of them,” the 
final sentence reads. 
 
It’s a quiet film. Seven unhoused 
people face the camera, unguarded, 
and speak in low voices, explaining 
the arc of their lives, so far. Months, 
even years, of living outside. The 
faces are often thoughtful, reflec-
tive, somber, curiously free of an-
ger, but also confident, optimistic.
 
The film is shot in Sacramento, 
mostly downtown in Alkali Flat, 
but not the trees, the century-old 
houses or the leafy back yards. 
The streets stretch out into the 
distance, hard surfaced, nearly 
deserted, enclosing these seven 
people with silence, heat, rain— 
by the roadside or in the empty 
lot, perched on a tailgate, camped 
under a freeway overpass. A shot 
of a campsite left devastated by a 
fire and a police raid. Everything 
needed is gone.
 
An image of two pigeons nestling 
against the girders of a railroad 
trestle across the Sacramento River 
somehow captures the fragility of 
belonging to the surrounding city.
 
Alicia, “street homeless” for five 
years, and Lauren, who lives in her 
car, cast out of her profession by the 
pandemic, are the first two to be 
introduced. Each of them, in differ-
ent, even contrasting, ways, reflects 
on how their destinies are caught up 
with family.
 
In the midst of her struggle with 
mental health and substance use, 
Alicia gave up the baby she birthed 
at 21, placing her with people who 
could afford to send her to college. 
“’I’m not going to be the person, 
later, who stands in the way of her 
full potential,” Alicia tells us as she 
grieves the loss, and explains, too, 

how being a mother sustains her. 
“The only reason I’m alive is be-
cause of her.” 
 
The film takes us out on the delta 
with Alicia at the wheel. “Free-
dom,” she says, “that’s the biggest 
emotion I feel when I’m driving. 
We were never in one place for too 
long— one to three months at the 
most. So to be driving, I get that 
feeling of freedom and hope. For 
me, home is, like, the road. That’s 
why I want to drive for a career.” 
 
Lauren, dealing with the “logisti-
cal realities of being a transgender 
person,” has been “disowned” by 
her family, who stopped supporting 
her “in every possible way.” Still, 
she attends to small goals, though 
it might seem silly, she says, like 
cleaning out her living space and 
making her bed in her Prius. Ev-
ery night she parks on a different 
street, and, in secret, folds her body 
inside to sleep. 
   
Jordan, who grew up on a small 
farm, explains that after high 
school, he was exposed to what he 
calls “the party lifestyle.” In his 
teens and twenties—even as he 
trained to be an airplane pilot—he 
got hooked on opioids. “It takes 
over your life,” he says. “Everything 
you do has to revolve around that. 
You build up physical dependency. 
You get sick. It sucks. It’s tough.” 

Now in his thirties and facing jail 
for a commercial burglary convic-
tion, Jordan refuses to give up on 
himself. “I have a lot of potential,” 
he says. “I want to get on with my 
life.”
 
We see Jordan leaving his tent at 1 
a.m. and, using a headlamp, care-
fully sifting through garbage cans 
in front of big houses.  “We have to 
beat the trash truck,” he says. Re-
cycling from a neighborhood where 
they hold parties and barbecues, 
Jordan tells us “it’s clean. Nice for 
it to be clean and not smell too bad. 
We like to leave it cleaner than we 
find it.” 
 
Danny, a Navy veteran and law 

school graduate, slips into home-
lessness after he suffered a brain 
injury. Police shot Danny in the 
head while he was serving as a legal 
observer during the George Floyd 
uprising in the summer of 2020. 
Losing his job, then his housing, he 
moves into a neighborhood “safe 
ground” camp that has an exemp-
tion from police sweeps. He’s car-
ing for his “elder dog,” Gonzo. He 
knows it is their last year together. 
We see Gonzo, grizzled and suffer-
ing from a heart condition, slowly 
padding after Danny. 

“It’s 105 degrees outside,” Danny 
says. “Just doing your best to take 
care of him. It’s hard.” 
 
The camera moves to an overhead 
shot of Sacramento and its somber 
night streets, tents under a free-
way overpass. It could be any street 
scene in the U.S. 
 
Carl, an Army veteran, tells us he is 
62 years old. “The army is the only 
place I felt I really belonged,” he 
says. Carl returned to Sacramento 
to care for his mother, then lost 
his housing when his stepfather 
signed off on a reverse mortgage 
and he lost any inheritance. He has 
lived outside for seven years, mak-
ing his own tents with canvas and 
heavy tarps to face weather that is 
“brutal.” We see him cooking on a 
propane stove, laying bread slices 
on a meticulously clean paper towel, 
making sandwiches for his neigh-
bors. “There’s a lot of people with 
big hearts who come around, bring 
you meals, bring you clothing,” he 
says. “People are people, no matter 
where you’re at.” 
 
The camera finds Tammy sitting 
on a wall. “Going to smoke another 
cigarette,” she says. “I don’t give 
people my last stuff, I won’t put 
myself out, but if I have extra stuff, 
I always share. I don’t need a profit 
from it, I don’t need money for it.” 
Tammy says she skateboards all 
over the place. “That’s what got me 
through everything. Skateboarding 
and music got me through the best 
and worst life has to offer.” 
 

We spend a few minutes with Har-
old, Tammy’s best friend, who was 
in mourning for his wife and close 
family. “I don’t know what the Lord 
is putting me through,” he says. 
wondering why God has sent him 
so much loss. Harold died before 
the film was completed. “He was a 
really good man,” Tammy tells us. 
“A lot of people are affected by his 
death.” 

Tammy is bottle feeding kittens 
with a Narcan syringe dropped off 
by a local harm reduction service. 
She finds an abandoned apartment 
and stays there, awaiting evic-
tion, pointing out that the rent, 
which she does not pay, is “crazy” 
at $2,000 per month. One of the 
kittens—everyone’s favorite—is hit 
by a car. “He was named Harold, in 
memory of my friend,” Tammy says. 
 
The introduction to the film asks us 
to consider what it means to live in 
extreme poverty. Wanting to un-
derstand the question, I looked up 
the root of the word “‘meaning”—in 
Sanskrit, the root word is  “artha,” 
referring to  the concepts of “pur-
pose” or “significance.” So what is 
the “purpose” or “significance” of 
this glimpse into the lives of these 
seven people?
 
The film answers the question. 
These lives are not defined by 
homelessness, these seven individu-
als are not defined by extreme pov-
erty. They are defined—illuminated, 
even—by resilience, struggle, gen-
erosity. Just like the rest of us. Here 
walks no separate tribe, no ragged 
alien pack. Deeply individual, the 
integrity of each of these seven 
people shines through their day-to-
day striving and their care for their 
neighbors, their comrades in home-
lessness, their beloved and vulner-
able animals. They have little: their 
lives, as intense and connected, as 
sad, joyful, and memorable, as any-
one’s life may be. 
 
The film “Unhoused Neighbors,” 
shot in Sacramento between the 
spring of 2024 and the winter of 
2025, is available to stream on pbs.
org and the PBS app.  

“Unhoused Neighbors” Doc Asks Viewers 
to Search for Meaning cathleen williams

STREET SHEET is currently recruiting vendors to sell the newspaper around San Francisco. 

Vendors pick up the papers for free at our office in the Tenderloin and sell them for $2 apiece at 
locations across the City. You get to keep all the money you make from sales! Sign up to earn 
extra income while also helping elevate the voices of the homeless writers who make this paper 
so unique, and promoting the vision of a San Francisco where every human being has a home. 

To sign up, visit our office at 280 Turk St from 10am-4pm on Monday-Thursday and 
10am-Noon on fridayBE
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WRITING: Write about your experience of homelessness in San Francisco, about policies you 
think the City should put in place or change, your opinion on local issues, or about something 
newsworthy happening in your neighborhood! 

ARTWORK: Help transform ART into ACTION by designing artwork for STREET SHEET! We 
especially love art that uplifts homeless people, celebrates the power of community organizing, or 
calls out abuses of power! 

PHOTOGRAPHY: Have a keen eye for beauty? Love capturing powerful moments at events? Have 
a photo of a Street Sheet vendor you’d like to share? We would love to run your photos in Street 
Sheet! 
 
INTERESTED IN CONTRIBUTING? VISIT WWW.STREETSHEET.ORG/SUBMIT-YOUR-WRITING/ 

OR BRING SUBMISSIONS TO 280 TURK STREET TO BE CONSIDERED
PIECES ASSIGNED BY THE EDITOR MAY OFFER PAYMENT, ASK FOR DETAILS!

CONTRIBUTE TO 

STREET 
SHEET

In late August, the Washington, 
D.C.-based advocacy organization 
Housing Up released an article 
that highlighted the hidden 
homelessness in our K-12 
education system. Under the 
McKinney-Vento Act, the U.S. 
Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) 
defines a student experiencing 
homelessness “as one who lacks 
a fixed, regular, and adequate 
nighttime residence.”  

But a significant part of the 
issue is the huge discrepancy in 
the representation of homeless 
students in national datasets 
like the the point-in-time count 
that happens every other year 
on a single night in January and 
focuses on visible homelessness, 
such as shelters and street 
homelessness. Policymakers, 

media, homeless-serving 
organizations and politicians 
across the board often use the 
data to assess the unhoused 
population in an area and create 
and support policies related to 
homeless issues.

However, these counts often 
miss students who are often in 
situations where they are couch 
surfing, living with relatives or 
staying in vehicles and generally 
more hidden for fear of separation 
from family, among other reasons. 
As a result, schools and daycare 
centers—often the first point 
of contact for students—define 
homelessness more expansively. 

HUD data from 2003 to 2025 
shows an 18.7% decrease in 
families facing homelessness. 
But when you look at data from 

public schools from the same time 
period, their numbers tell a much 
different story— a 136.2% increase 
in families facing homelessness. 

Although schools have a 
responsibility to record the 
number of homeless students 
enrolled and report these figures 
to Congress, they’re not always 
up to date. Housing Up reports “...
this process often takes years due 
to delayed reporting, bureaucratic 
inefficiency, and overburdened 
school systems.” As a result, when 
policies are created to address 
homelessness, students are again 
underrepresented and the issue 
remains unaddressed.

Homelessness does not just affect 
students’ home life, it also has 
compounding negative effects 
on their education. For many 

low-income students, higher 
education is one of the few paths 
available to exiting poverty and 
the lack of stable housing is 
detrimental. A study done by the 
National Center for Homeschool 
Education found that moving 
frequently is associated with 
chronic absenteeism—defined as 
missing 10% of the school year 
or more than 18 days in a 180 
day school year—and causes a 
significant disruption to learning. 
Public schools reported that 48 
percent of students experiencing 
homelessness nationwide 
were chronically absent. As 
many schools have attendance 
minimums, this greatly impacts a 
student’s ability to graduate high 
school, as well as preparing for 
college and careers that further 
economic mobility.  

Student Homelessness Data 
Varies by Who’s Reporting, 
Study Shows Kidest Yigezu
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