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SUNSHINE ORDJ!NANCJE TASK FORCE 
l Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San FiraOOisoo CA,94Hl2 , · 

Tel. (415) ss+n24; Fax (415) 554-7854 
http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE COMPLAJNT 

Complaint against which Department or Commission fJoA ~ b 6 F 5 1..r P'ZJZ v / so fL ~ 

Name of individual contacted at Oep2rtment or commission tltxc fVJ 4 0 t/ t;:;, £ ,. fJp_ f:'..151 ~ _g;J 

Sunshine Ordinance Section .;5~: c.. (;., r. I It:) ;;r 1 iJ ;./ 'T€--:S 
(If known, please r:ite specific provlsion(s} being violatm:J) 

Please describe alleged violation. Use additional paper if needed. Pllease attach any relevant 
documentation supporting your complaint 

D[s/' /IE- /!£.J>f.~ir-'\ ~b /6,.l L 1.;:; <;'~ ft.rJ}) 1,,:,;,;e, rrfiO h1 ;.!Ee rn)£ S: 

(Optiona/)1 

Name 

Telephone No. (lf15J 345-q i 4'-f E-Mail Address Jtw11ae.1z.. :ne@~~c;;: JJtT 

Date /11 A y Z. 9, z_o 19 k_) <fk. 

t request confidentiality of my peraona! inrormatioo. D 

l NOTICE: PERSONAL INFOIWATION THA r YOU PROVIDE MA y BE SUBJECT ro DlSCLOSmu~ UNDER THE 
CALWORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT AND THE SUNSHINE ORDINANCE, lBXCEPT WHEN CONPJDENTIALlTY IS 
SPECIFICALLY REQUESTIID. YOU MAY UST YOUR BUSINESS/OFFICE ADDRESS~ TELEPHONE NUMBER AND E~MAIL 
ADDRESS IN LIEU OF YOUR HOME ADDRESS OR OTHER.PERSONAL CONTACT llNFORMATION. C~ .CM be 
anonymous as long as the c:ompbWMt provides a reliable means of~ with tlhe SOTP {POOm! number, &x n~. ore-ml 
~). 

0713!1011 
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File No. 19057 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

Ray Hartz v. Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors 

Date filed with SOTF: 5/29/19 

Contacts information (Complainant information listed first): 
Ray Hartz (rwhartzjr@comcast.net) (Complainant) 
Norman Yee (norman.yee@sfgov.org) Wilson Ng (Wilson.l.Ng@sfgov.org); Ivy Lee 
(Ivy.Lee@sfgov.org); Jen Low (Jen.Low@sfgov.org); Erica Maybaurn 
(Erica.Maybaurn@sf gov. org) (Respondent) 

File No. 19057: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (S:unshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .16, 
by failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 
21, 2019 meeting). , 

Administrative Summary if applicable: 

Complaint Attached. 
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From: 
Sent:· 
To: 
Subject: 

I (BOS) 

Ray Hartz Jr <rwhartzjr@comcast.net> 
Friday, June 28, 2019 7:58 AM 
SOTF, (BOS); Ray 
Re: SOTF - Scheduling of your complaints against President Yee and Clerk Calvillo 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

I am very disinclined to agree to this as it results in one finding of violation when the violations are 
multiple and repeated. literally stretching over more than 10 years at this point. In the five prior 

· Orders of Determination against the Clerk of the BOS, some were for multiple violations on differing 
dates of public meetings. The single OD's minimize the repeated violations and specifically that Ms. 
Calvillo is knowingly and willfully violating my rights under the Sunshine Ordinance. 

If someone can suggest a resolution which will address this situation, I'd certainly be willing to 
consider consolidation, but, without that, I don' feel the process one that I can agree with. 

I am presently inclined to proceed with the two items heard before complaints at their last 
session and see how that proceeds. Then consolidation of the remaining 6 complaints would 
be something I would consider. 

Ray Hartz 

(415) 345-9144 

On June 27, 2019 at 2:49 PM "SOTF, (BOS)" <sotf@sfgov.org> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Hartz 

Thank you for your appearance at the Complaint Committee hearing on Tuesday. As you are aware, you 
have 4 similar complaints against President Norman Yee and 4 similar complaints against the Clerk of 
the Board. Today I write to ask if it would be acceptable to schedule the following files to be heard 
together at the next available SOTF meeting (tentatively date: August 7th). Please advise. Thank you. 

19042 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 
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19051 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19054 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19057 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19043 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

19050 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

19055 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

19059 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

Cheryl Leger 

Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Tel: 415-554-7724 

• ll:t; Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since 
August 1998. 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure 
under .the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not 
be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when theycommunicate 
with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit 
to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for 
inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that 
personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public 
elects to submit to the Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public 
documents that members of the public may inspect or copy. 
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Chaffee v. San Francisco Public Library Com., 134 Cal.App.4th 109 (2005) 

36 Cal.Rptr.3d 1, 05 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 9872, 2005 Daily Journal D.A.R.13,482 

134 Cal.App-4th 109 
Court of Appeal, First District, Division 4, California. 

Jam es CHAFFEE, Plaintiff and Appellant, 

v. 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC LIBRARY 

COMMISSION et al., Defendants and Respondents. 

Oct. 26, 2005. 

Synopsis 
Background: Individual brought an action for injunctive and 

declaratory relief against city's public library commission, 

alleging that defendants violated Ralph M. Brown Act and 

city ordinance by not allowing public comment period of 

three minutes per speaker for each agenda item at commission 

meeting. Defendants moved' for summaiy. judgment, and 

the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, No. 

CGC-03-424978, granted the motion. Individual appealed. 

[Holding:] The Court of Appeal, Riv~ra, J., held that 

commission did not violate Ralph M. Brown Act, city 

ordinance, or commission's bylaws by not allowing public 

·comment period of three minutes per speaker for each agenda 

item at meeting. 

Affirmed. 

West Headnotes (9) 

[1] Municipal Corporations 
1iP Rules of procedure and conduct of business 

City's public library commission did not violate 

Ralph M. Brown Act, city ordinance, or 

commission's bylaws by not allowing public 
comment period of three minutes per speaker 

for each agenda item at meeting of commission; 

although language of ordinance and bylaws, 

which permitted speakers to be heard for "up 

to three minutes," was arguably susceptible 

to more than one reasonable interpretation, 

legislative history of ordinance and city's 

contemporaneous interpretation of ordinance 

manifested an intention to allow policy bodies 

[2] 

[3] 

[4] 

[SJ 

discretion to set a time limit of less than 

three minutes for public comments, and such' 

an interpretation was consistent with Ralph 
M. Brown Act. West's Ann.Cal.Gov.Code § 

54954.3(b ). 

See 9 Witkin, Cal. Procedure (4th ed. 1997) 

Administrative Proceedings, § 15 et seq.; Cal. 

Jur. 3d, Administrative Lmv, § 104 et seq. 

Appeal and Error 

IF Extent of Review Dependent on Nature of 

Decision Appealed from 

On appeal from a grant of summary judgment, 

the appellate court exercises its independent 

judgment in determining whether there are 
triable issues of material fact and whether the 

moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter 

oflaw. 

Statutes 

IF Intent 

The objective of statutory interpretation is to 
ascertain and effectuate legislative intent. 

Statutes 

0= Plain Language; Plain, Ordinary, or 

Common Meaning 

Statutes 

<?:= Purpose and intent; unambiguously 
expressed intent 

Statutes 

~ Plain language; plain, ordinary, common, 
or literal meaning 

To determine legislative intent of a statute, courts 

tum first to the.words of the statute, giving them 
their usual and ordinary meaning, and when the 

language of a statute is clear, courts need go no 

further. 

Administrative Law and Procedure 

0= Plain, literal, or clear meaning; ambiguity 

Statutes 

VVssll·~\A/Nexr © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim.to original U.S. Government Works. 
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Chaffee v. San Francisco Public Library Com., 134 Cal.App.4th 109 (2005) 

36 Cal.Rptr.3d 1, 05 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 9872, 2005 Daily Journal D.A.R. 13,482 

[6] 

[7] 

[8] 

>\P= Extrinsic Aids to Construction 

When statutory language is susceptible of more 

than one reasonable interpretation, courts look 

to a variety of extrinsic aids, including the 

ostensible objects to be achieved, the evils to be 

remedied, the legislative history, public policy, 

contemporaneous administrative constmction, 

and the statutory scheme of which the statute is 

a part. 

Statutes 

.P.. Relation to plain, literal, or clear meaning; 

ambiguity 

Although courts look first to the statutory 

language when interpreting a statute, courts do 

not give the words a literal meaning if to do 

so would result in an absurd result that was not 

intended. 

2 Cases that cite this headnote 

Municipal Corporations 

~ Construction and operation 

Statutes 

'€-'= Superfluousness 

When interpreting a statute or ordinance, courts 

should avoid an interpretation which renders a 

part of the stahite or ordinance surplusage. 

1 Cases that cite this headnote 

Municipal Corporations 

<fi= Construction and operation 

When interpreting an ordinance, courts must 

give due consideration to the public entity's view 

of the meaning of its ordinance; however, courts 

are not bound by the public entity's views, as 

interpretation of laws is ultimately a judicial 

function. 

1 Cases that cite this headnote 

[9] Municipal Corporations 

*"' Constrnction and operation 

Courts use the same rules to interpret ordinances 

· and statutes. 

Attorneys and Law Firms 

**2 James Chaffee, pro se. 

Dennis J. Herrera, San Francisco City Attorney, Wayne 

Snodgrass, Rafal Ofierski, Deputy City ~Attorneys, for 

Defendant-Respondent. 

Opinion 

RIVERA, J. 

*111 Plaintiff James Chaffee brought an action for 

injunctive and declaratory relief, alleging defendants had 

violated the Ralph M. Brown Act (Gov.Code, § 54950 

et seq.) 1 (the Brown Act) and the San Francisco 

Sunshine Ordinance (S.F.Admin.Code, ch. 67) (the Sunshine 

Ordinance) by not allowing a public comment period of 

three minutes per speaker for each agenda item at a meeting 

of the San· Francisco Public Library Commission (the 

Commission). 2 The trial court granted summary judgment to 

defendants. We affirm. 

I. BACKGROUND 

The Commission held a meeting on September 4, 2003. There 

were 12 items on the agenda. Higueras announced at the 

beginning of the meeting that public comment on each agenda 

item would be limited to two minutes per speaker, instead 

of the three )llinutes normally allotted to each speaker. 3 

*112 According to a declaration prepared by Higueras 

in support of defendants' motion for summary judgment, 

the Commission occasionally limits public comment to two 

minutes per speaker when necessary to allow the Commission 

to complete its agenda within a reasonable period of time, or 

before an anticipated Joss of quorum. Before the September 4, 

2003, meeting, Higueras anticipated that four of the items on 

the agenda would be lengthy, and the Commission would not 

be able to complete the meeting in a reasonable period unless 

public comments were shortened. 

II. DISCUSSION 

-------------------------------------------------------------- - -- ·-···-- ------ -·-

V'1;:JstlawNexr © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Wor\<:s. 2 
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Chaffee v. San Francisco Public Library Com., 134 Cal.App.4th 109 {2005) 

36 Cal.Rptr.3d 1, 05 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 9872, 2005 Daily Journal D.A.R. 13,482 

[1] Chaffee contends state and local law required the 

Commission to provide each speaker three minutes to make 

comments, and that the trial court en-ed in granting summary 

judgment to defendants. 

[2] · As discussed in a decision announced by Division Two 

of the First Appellate District, involving the same plaintiff 

**3 and many of the same defendants: "On appeal from 

a grant of summary judgment, we exercise our independent 

judgment in determining whether there are triable issues of 

material fact and whether the moving party is entitled to 

judgment as a matter of law. (Guz v. Bechtel National, Inc. 

(2000) 24 Cal.4th 317, 334-335 [100 Cal.Rptr.2d 352, 8 P.3d 

1089].) Summary judgment is properly granted ifthere is no 

question of fact and the issues raised by the pleadings must 

.be decided as a matter of law. (Code Civ. Proc., § 437c, 

subd. (c); Aguilar v. Atlantic Richfield Co. (2001) 25 Cal.4th 

826, 843 [107 Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 24 P.3d 493]. (Aguilar).) 

In moving for summary judgment, a defendant may show 

that one or more elements of the cause of action cannot be 

established by the plaintiff or that there is a complete defense 

to the cause of action. (Code Civ. Proc., § 437c, subd. (o) 

(2); Aguilar, supra, 25 Cal.4th at p. 849 [107 Cal.Rptr.2d 

841, 24 P .3d 493].) Once the defendant has met that burden, 

the burden shifts to the plaintiff to show that a triable 

issue of one or more material facts exists as to that cause 

of action or a defense thereto. (25 Cal.4th at p. 849 [107 

Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 24 P.3d 493].) The plaintiff may not rely 

upon the mere allegations or denials of his pleadings to show 

that a triable issue of material fact exists but instead, must 

set forth the specific facts showing that a triable issue of 

material fact exists as to that cause of action or a defense 

thereto. (Ibid.) [~] The moving party must suppo1t the motion 

with evidence including affidavits, declarations, admissions, 

answers to interrogatories, depositions, and matters of which 

judicial notice must or may be taken. (Code Civ. Proc., 

§ 437c, subd. (b); Aguilw', supra, 25 Cal.4th at p. 843 

[l 07 Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 24 P.3d 493].) Similarly, any adverse 

party may oppose the motion and ' "where appropriate," 

' may present evidence including affidavits, declarations, 

admissions to interrogatories, depositions, and matters of 

which judicial notice must *113 or may be taken. (25 Cal.4th 

at p. 843 [107 Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 24 P.3d 493].) In ruling on 

the motion, the court must consider all of the evidence and 

all of the inferences reasonably drawn therefrom (Code Civ. 

Proc.,§ 437c, subd. (c); Aguilar, supra, 25 Cal.4th at p. 843 

[107 Cal.Rptr.2d 841., 24 P.3d 493]), and view such evidence 

and inferences in the light most favorable to the opposing 

party. (Aguilar, supra, at p. 843 [107 Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 24 

P.3d 493].)" (Chaffee v. San Francisco Library Commission 

(2004) 115 Cal.App.4th 461, 466, 9 Cal.Rptr.3d 336.) 

Three enactments bear upon this dispute. The Brown Act 

requires local agencies to provide an opportunity for public 

comment at meetings. (§ 54954.3, subd. (a).) In particular, 

as pertinent here: "The legislative body of a local agency 

may adopt reasonable regulations to ensure that the intent 

of .subdivision (a) is can-ied out, including, but not limited 

to, regulations limiting the total amount of time allocated for 

public testimony on particular issues and for each individual 

speaker."(§ 54954.3, subd. (b).) 

The Sunshine Ordinance likewise regulates public comment 

at meetings. Section 67.15, subdivision (c) of the San 

Francisco Administrative Code provides: "A policy body 

may adopt reasonable regulations to ensure that the intent of 

subdivisions (a) and (b) [providing that members of the public 

have an opportunity to address public meetings] are carried 

out, including, but not limited to, regulations limiting the total 

amount of time allocated for public testimony on particular 

issues and for each individual speaker. Each policy body shall 

adopt a rule providing that each person wishing to speak on an 

item before the body at a regular or special meeting shall be 

permitted to be heard once forup to ** 4 three minutes. Time 

limits shall be applied uniformly to members of the public 

wishing to testify." 

The Commission's bylaws provide in article VII, section 2, 

as pertinent here: "The Commission shall hold meetings open 

to the public and encourage the· participation of interested 

persons. Each person wishing to speak on an item before the 

Commission shall be permitted to be heard once for up to 

three minutes." 

Chaffee's position rs straightforward: He contends the 

phrase "up to three minutes" in the Sunshine Ordinance 

and the Commission's bylaws gives the speaker-not the 

Commission-the right and the power to determine how long 

his or her remarks will be, up to three minutes. 4 Defendants 

contend the provision that members of the public 'be permitted 

to be heard "for up to three *114 minutes," although 

ambiguous, should be interpreted to mean that members of 

the public may be granted less than three minutes when 

required by the circumstances of a particular meeting. This 

interpretation, according to defendants, is consistent with the 

legislative history and the purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance. 

VV€!;;:tlawNexr © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 3 
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Chaffee v. San Francisco Public Library Com., 134 Cal.App.4th 109 (2005) 

36 Cal.Rptr.3d 1, 05 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 9872, 2005 Dally Journal D.A.R. 13,482 

[3] [4] [SJ [6] [7] [8] [9] "The mles govermag one draft of the proposed Sunshine Ordinance contained 

statut01y construction are well settled. We begin with a similar provision with the "not less than three minute~" 

the fundamental premise that the objective of statutory language, the City ultimately adopted, in 1993, a version 

interpretation is to ascertain and effectuate legislative intent. 

[Citations.] To determine legislative intent, we tum first, 

to the words of the statute, giving them their usual and 

ordinary meaning. [Citations.] When the language of a 

statute is clear, we need go no further. However, when 

the language is susceptible of more than one reasonable 
interpretation, we look to a variety of extrinsic ·aids, including 

the ostensible objects to be achieved, the evils to be remedied, 

the legislative history, public policy, contemporaneous 

administrative construction, and the statutory scheme of 

which the statute is a part. [Citations.]" (People v. Flores 

(2003) 30 Cal.4th 1059, 1063, 135 Cal.Rph·.2d 63, 69 P.3d 

979.) Thus, although we look first to the statuto1y language, 

we do not give the words a literal meaning if to do so would 

result in an absurd result that was not intended. (People 

v. Pieters (1991) 52 Cal.3d 894, 898, 276 Cal.Rptr. 918, 
802 P.2d 420.) We should avoid an interpretation" 'which 

renders a part of the statute or ordinance "surplusage." ' " 

(Baldwi11 v. City of Los An~eles (1999) 70 Cal.App.4th 819, 
838, 83 Cal.Rptr.2d 178.) We must give due consideration 

to the public entity's view of the meaning of its ordinance. 

. (City of Walnut Creek v. County of Contra Costa (1980) 101 

Cal.App.3d 1012, 1021, 162 Cal.Rptr. 224.) However, we are 
not bound by the public entity's views, as interpretation of 

laws is ultimately a judicial function. (City of Long Beach 

v. Department of Industrial Relations (2004) 34 Cal.4th 

942, 951, 22 Cal.Rptr.3d 518, 102 P.3d 904; Crumpler v. 

Board of Administration (1973) 32 Cal.App.3d 567, 578, 108 

Cal.Rptr. 293.) We use the same rules to interpret ordinances. 

(Carson Harbor Village, Ltd. v. City of Carson Mobilehome 

Park Rental Review Bd. (1999) 70 Cal.App.4th 281, 290, 82 

Cal.Rptr.2d 569.) 

Arguably, the language of the ·Sunshine Ordinance and 

the Commission bylaws is susceptible to more than one 

reasonable interpretation. Accordingly, we will look to 

appropriate extrinsic aids to ascertain its meaning. 

**S Defendants argue the· legislative history suggests tl).e 

"up to three minutes" language in the Sunshine Ordinance 

was intended to give agencies flexibility in determining the 

length of public commerits. The predecessor to the *115 

Sunshine Ordinance required each board or commission to 

adopt rules providing that each person who wished to speak 

on an item at a meeting be heard "for not less than three 
minutes." (S.F. Admin. Code, former§ 16.5-1.) Although-at 

requiring policy bodies to adopt rules allowing speakers to 

be heard for "up to three minutes." (S.F.Admin.Code, § 

67.15, subd. ( c).) We agree with defendants that the language 

adopted provides for more flexibility than the language 

contained in the predecessor ordinance or in the ·earlier 

draft of the Sunshine Ordinance. Additionally, in a 1993 

memorandum intended to familiarize boards, commissions, 

and department heads with the requirements of the recently 

enacted Sunshine Ordinance, the City Attorney inte1preted 

the ordinance to allow some discreti~n in the amount of 

time allowed for each speaker. The memorandum stated: 

"The San Francisco Administrative Code requires all boards, 

commissions and committees to allow each member of 

the public to speak once at the meetings with regard to 

each calendared item for up to three minutes; bodies may 

impose shorter, reasonable time limits in their discr'etion." 

Thus, the legislative history and the City's contemporaneous 
interpretation of its ordinance manifest an intention by the 

City to allow policy bodies discretion to set a time limit 

of less than three minutes for public comments. Moreover, 

as defendants point out, Chaffee's reading of the Sun~hine 
Ordinance and Commission bylaws would lead to the result 

that public entities would lack discretion to increase the time 

available for public comments in appropriate circumstances 
-a result surely not intended by the Brown Act or the 

Sunshine Ordinance, 

We do not mean to imply that restrictions on public comment 

time may be applied unreasonably or arbitrarily. 5 However, 

there is no difficulty in imagining situations in which such 

limits would be appropriate. For instance, setting stricter time 

limits might be necessary in order to allow every member of 

the public who wished to speak to do so within the total time 

allotted for public comment, or in order to complete a meeting 

with a lengthy agenda within a reasonable period of time. This 

inte1pretation does not, as Chaffee argues, render the words 

"up to three minutes" surpiusage. Rather, it allows public 
entities to exercise their reasonable discretion in departing 

from the normal time limits. 

*116 This interpretation of the Sunshine Ordinance is 

consistent with the Brown Act. As noted earlier, the relevant 

portion of the Brown Act provides for local agencies to adopt 

"reasonable regulations to ensure [opportunity for public 

comment], including, but not limited to, regulations limiting 

the total amount of time allocated for public testimony on 

WesUaviJNexr © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 4 
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particular issues and for each individual speaker." **6 (§ 

54954.3, subd. (b).) The Brown Act does not specify a three­

minute time period for comments, and does not prohibit 

public entities from limiting the comment period in the 

reasonable exercise of their discretion. 

In light of the foregoing, we agree with the trial court that 

the undisputed evidence shows defendants did not violate the 

Sunshine Ordinance or the Brown Act in the September 4, 

2003, meeting at issue here. Higueras stated in his declaration 

that before the meeting, he anticipated four items would be 

lengthy. Those items were the presentation of a report by 

two members of the library staff concerning the library's 

"affinity centers"; the presentation, discussion, and potential 
Commission action on the 2003-2006 Strategic Plan for the 

library; the presentation by the City Librarian on a proposed 

gift recognition pofo::y; and a closed session with deputy . 

city attorneys concerning pending litigation. Based on his 

judgment of the time required for the Commission to consider 
those four items and the other· items on the agenda, Higueras 

concluded the Commission would not be able to complete 

its meeting in a reasonable period unless public comment 

was somewhat shortened. According to Higueras, meetings 

generally last between two and a half and three hours. When 

Higueras left the meeting after three hours, it was still in 

progress, and the meeting minutes indicate it lasted more than 

four hours. This showing was sufficient to meet defendants' 

initial burden on summary judgment to show that one or more 

elements of the action could not be established or there was 

Footnotes 

a complete defense to the cause of action, and the burden 

accordingly shifted to plaintiff to show the existence of a 

triable issue of material fact. (Code Civ. Proc.,§ 437c, subd. 

(o); Aguilar, supra, 25 Cal.4th atp. 849, 107 Cal.Rptr.2d 841, 

24 P.3d 493.) 

In our view, plaintiff failed to meet his burden. He stated 

in a declaration that it was not unusual for Commission 

meetings to have 12 or 13 items, and the 12-item agenda 

at the September 4, 2003, meeting was not unusually 

long. Whatever the number of agenda items that are usual 

at Commission meetings, plaintiff presented no evidence 

that Higueras did not reasonably expect the four items he 

enumerated to be lengthy, or that the Commission did not 

reasonably apply its bylaws in the circumstances. 

*117 III. DISPOSITION 

The judgment is affirmed. 

We concur: REARDON, Acting P.J., and SEPULVEDA, J. 

Parallel Citations 

134 Cal.App.4th 109, 05 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 9872, 2005 

Daily Journal D.A.R. 13,482 

1 All undesignated statutory references are to the Government Code. 

2 The named defendants were the Commission, Commission President Charles Higueras, and Commissioners Carol Sleiman, Lonnie 

Chin, Helen Bautista, Steven Cotilter, and Deborah Strobin. 

3 It appears that Chaffee spoke on seven agenda items at the meeting. 

4 Chaffee concedes that the three-minute period might be reduced if the total time allowed for testimony had been reached. The 

Commission's bylaws do not limit the total time of public comment testimony, and defendants make no contention that such a limit 

had been exceeded here. 

5 For instance, Chaffee suggests that defendants' interpretation would mean that comment time could be limited if the news media 

were present, if the cameras were on, ifthere were sensitive issues, or if the Commission president did not like the comments being . 

made. He also speculates that if defendants prevail here, they will restrict public comment time to five seconds in the future. None 

of those concerns are present here, and we do not address them. 

End of Document © 2014 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

DATE THE DECISION lSSUED 
December 4, 2013 

ORDER OF DETERMINATION 
December 13, 2013 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 

CASE TITLE- JAMES CHAFFEE V. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, BUDGET AND FINANCE COMMITTEE 
(13035) 

FACTS OF THE CASE 

James Chaffee ("Complainant") complains that the Board of Supervisors, Budget and 
Finance Committee ("Respondents") violated public meeting rules with regard to its June 
19 and June 21, 2013, meetings. Complainant alleges a violation of Govt. Code 
§54954.3(a) (pertaining to provision of public comment on a public meeting agenda) and 
SF Admin. Code §67, l 5(a) regarding public testimony. · 

COMPLAINT FILED 

On July 2, 2013, "Complainant" filed a complaint against "Respondents", seeking 
assistance from the Task Force regarding the failure of the "Respondents" to provide 
opportunity for public comment and taking actions without public comment. 
The Clerk of the Board, upon notification of the complaint, responded to the allegation. 
The correspondence culminated in a notification to the Task Force from the "Complainant" 
on July 5, 2013, that mediation was not appropriate for the matter and requested a hearing 
before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. 

HEARING ON THE COMPLAINT 

On December 4, 2013, "Complainant", appeared before the Task Force claiming the Board 
of Supervisors, Budget and Finance Committee did not adequately allow for public 
comment prior to acting on matters before them. Wilson Ng, Records Manager, Board of 
Supervisors, ("Respondent") presented the Board of Supervisors, Budget and Finance 
Committee defense stating that opportunity for public comment was allowed prior to 
taking final actions. 

The issue in the case was whether the Board of Supervisors, Budget and Finance Committee 
violated Sedion 67.15 of the Ordinance and/or Section' 54950 of the Brown Act. 

··-- -- · - · Cit)' 11alJ-rJ-EJr.-earlton-B~-Goodlett-Place-•-Room-244 •-Sari-Fr<emeiseo,-CA-94-102-46&39--· --­
(415) 554-7724 • Fax (415) 554-7854 • TDD/TIY No. (415) 554-5227 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Based on the testimony and evidence presented the Task Force finds the testimony of 
"Complainant" to be persuasive and finds Sections 67. l 5(c) of the Sunshine Ordinance and 
Section 54954.3(b) of the Government Code Section to be applicable in this case. The Task· 
Force does not find the testimony provided by the "Respondent" persuasive to this case. 

DECISION AND ORDER OF DETERMINATION 

The Task Force finds that the Board of Supervisors, Budget and Finance Committee violated 
Sections 67.15(c) of the Sunshine Ordinance and Section 54954.3(b) of the Government 
Code Section for failing to provide adequate opportunity for public comment prior to 
taking final actions. The "Respondent" shall appear at the Education, Outreach and 
Training Committee meeting tentatively scheduled for February 10, 2014, to discuss 
potential changes to guidelines and procedures for public comment to prevent future 
violations. 

This Order of Determination was adopted by the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force on 
December 4, 2013, by the following vote: (Pilpel/Knee) 

Ayes: Knee, Washburn, Pilpel, Sims, Hyland, Oka, Fischer, Grant 
Noes: David 

1)1~ 
Kitt Grant, Chair 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

c: Celia Lee, Deputy City Attorney 
Jerry Threet, Deputy City Attorney 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
Wilson Ng, Records Manager, Board of Supervisors 
Mark Farrell, Chair, Budget and Finance Committee, Board of Supervisors 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

I (BOS) 

Ray Hartz Jr <rwhartzjr@comcast.net> 
Friday, June 28, 2019 8:25 AM 
SOTF, (BOS); Ray; Library Association 
Re: SOTF - Scheduling of your complaints against President Yee and Clerk Calvillo 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

Ms. Leger, 

I am going to drop off four documents that I wish to have included in the packets for the SOTF 
hearings regarding Ms. Calvillo. They are duplicates with one each intended for the respective 
complaints. They are so numbered. 

They are taken from the Draft Minutes of the Ethics Commission meeting of May 29, 2019 and each 
serves as an example of what I feel should be done regarding the minutes as opposed to how Ms. 
Calvillo is doing it. 

1. The minutes have a brief summary of my comments as presented by the Ethics staff. 
2. The 150 word summary is introduced with a neutral statement indicating what the summary is 

and under what legal basis it is included. 
3. The summary is included as presented without reformatting, changing emphasis on words, 

phrases, etc. 

I feel that this objective inclusion of the 150 word summaries meets the intention of the law, follows the 
guidance published by the SOTF and addresses the concerns that former Chair Hope Johnson expressed in 
her letter to the City Attorney regarding the matter. 

I would also like this email to be included along with the copy of the minutes as presented on the Ethics website. 

Sincerely, 

Ray Hartz 
-'----~------~--·- ---------- --------- -- --
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{415) 345-9144 

On June 27, 2019 at 2:49 PM "SOTF, {BOS)" <sotf@sfgov.org> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Hartz 

Thank you for your appearance at the Complaint Committee hearing on Tuesday. As you are aware, you 
have 4 similar complaints against President Norman Yee and 4 similar complaints against the Clerk of 
the Board. Today I write to ask if it would be acceptable to s.chedule the following files to be heard 
together at the next available SOTF meeting (tentatively date: August 7th). Please advise. Thank you. 

19042 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19051 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19054 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19057 Ray Hartz v. President Norman Yee 

19043 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

19050 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk ofthe Board 

19055 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

19059 Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

Cheryl Leger 

Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Tel: 415-554-7724 

ti 
. If() Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since 
August 1998. 

p 12s 7 5 



Tuesday, May 21, 2019 

Ray Hartz, Director, San Francisco Open Government. 

We have this group called The Friends of the San Francisco Public library, hereinafter to be 

referred to as "The Friends." 

You know to the Sf Pl website and at the bottom-center of the home page, you will find a link 

to this group. How many members of the public are deceived into contributing to this group, 

not realizing how little of the money actually goes to the library? 

I've talked about the three dozen Orders of Determination I have, and about how most of 

those have to do with the SFPL, the library Commission, and others, trying to keep this scam 

from being exposed! 

This "crusade," began with the library Commission making every attempt to interfere with 

my constitutionally protected political free speech at library Commission meetings! It was 

extremely important to them to keep what I had to say out of the official record, the minutes 

of those meetings! 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes - Draft 

[Agreement Amendment - Regents of the University of California - Behavioral 
Health Services· Not to Exceed $49,275,951] 

512712019 

Resolution approving the first amendment to the agreement between the Department of Public 
Health and the Regents of the University of California for behavioral health services for high-risk 
clients to increase the amount by $39,659,443 for a total amount not to exceed $49,275,951; and 
to extend the contract by three and one-half years, to commence July 1, 2019, for a total contract 
term of July 1, 2018, through December 31, 2022. (Public Health Department) 
05/13/19; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

05/21/19; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Sub-Committee. 

ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business, the Board adjourned at the hour 5:09 p.m. 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67. 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
follows: "We have this group called The Friends of the San Francisco Public Ubrary, hereinafter to 
be referred to as ''The Friends." You know to the SFPL website and at the bottom-center of the 
home page, you will find a link to this group. How many members of the public are deceived into 
contributing to this group, not realizing how little of the money actually goes to the library? I've 
talked about the three dozen Orders of Determination I have, and about how most of those have to 
do with the SFPL, the Ubrary Commission, and others, trying to keep this scam from being 
exposed! This 'crusade,' began with the Library Commission making every attempt to interfere with 
my constitutionally protected political free speech at Library Commission meetings! It was 
extremely important to them to keep what I had to say out of the official record, the minutes of 
those meetings!" 

City and County of San Francisco Page 17 Printed at 3:38 pm 011 5122/19 
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1 Dr~ Cani'iton ts. Gqodlett !?Race, IR.Qom 244 .·. : .. 
SUNSHINE ORDINANGIE 

, l'ASK FORCE 
Sall'll 1Frnll1ldsco 94102-4689 

Tel. No. (415) 554-7724 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

All City Departments and Agencies 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

May 18, 2012 

- fax No·.' 415) 5~4~7854 
TDD/ITV No. (415} 554-5227 

Placement of Public Comment Summaries in Mi:mrntes 
(Sunsbfue Ordinance Complamt No. 11071, Hartz v. City Attorney) 

Please take notice that on December 14, 2011, the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force ("Task 
Force") approved releasing this statement t_o all City Departments and Agencies: 

Sunshine O:rdinmce Section 67.16 provides tbat "Allly person speaking during a public 
comment period may supply a brief written summary of their comments which shall., ff no 
more than 150 words, be :included m the minutes." 

The Task Force intei:prets this section to require these summaries be placed within the body of 
meeting minutes, not as attachments to the minutes~ 

The Task Force interprets the phrase "included :in the minutes" by using the plain meaning of the 
words, and finds the summaries must be placed within the body of the minutes. The Task Force 
does not interpret the phrase "in the minutes" to be inclusive of the meaning "attached to the 
m:inutes," and finds no justification for authorizing an attachment where no reference to an 
attachment is made. 

The Task Force disagrees with the Office of the City Attorney's interpretation of the 
requirements for inclusion of public comment summaries in meeting minutes. Failure to include 
the summaries within the body of meeting minutes may result in the Task Force finding a . 
violation of the Sunshine Ordinance, not withstanding the City Attorney's advice to the contrary. 

The Task Force finds that an addendum is an attachtnent to a document, not part of the main 
document itself, and, accordingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as required under the 
Ordinance. The Task Force :finds that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 
summary of 150 words or less must be "in the minutes" and that requirement is not satisfied by 
attaching the statement as an addendum at the end of the minutes. 

____________ bttp:!f:www_._$fgov.org/_sunshlne/ _ _ ____ _ 
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These fmdings are based on the purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance to maximize public access to 
public information and public meetings and limit the ability for public officials to abridge critical 
speech, on evidence presented at multiple Task Force hearings, and on careful Task Force 
dehoerations over the past year. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. ·Attached is a copy of the Task Force letter to the 
City Attorney regapling this issue. Please contact: the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Admiuistrator at soH@sfgov.org or ( 415) 554-7724 with any questions or concerns. 
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SUNSJ-B!N!E ·oRDll\iANCE . 

TASK IFOIRCE 

May 17, 2012 

. Dennis Herrera, San Francisco City Attorney 
Office· of the City·Attofuey · 
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr; Carlton B. 'Goodlett Place;- Room 234 
San FranCisco, CA 94102 

! : 

·" 

CityHaH. .. 

1 Dr. Cai(!toro: ~~ ~oo~l~tt P!~ce, !Room 244 
San fral!'Bds~o 94,1Q2...i&689 
lei~ No • .(415} ~54~7724 

· Fax No. 415) ss4~1ss4 · 
· i-Do/1TV No. (41sfsS4-s221 

11,le: Public Comm~nt Summaries in IV;finutes·(Su.nsbine Ordinance Section 67~16) 
(Sunshlne O.rd:Waiiice Complaint Nd. 10054, Hartz v. Librafy·Commission) ' 

Dear Mr. Herrera, 

Please be advised that the Sunshine Orilina.Ilc~ Task force ("Task Foree") disagrees With the 
Office of the· City Attorney• s :interj)retation of the requirements ·for :inclusion o:f public comment 
summaries in meeting minutes pursuant \o' Sunshine Ordinance· S~ction ·67.16. The Task J'.'otce · 
respectfully requests your offic~.reconsider its position arid advfoe on this matter.i .. · · 

Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16 provides that "Any person speaking during a public cominent 
period may supply a brief written summary of their commer~ts which shall, if no more than 150 
words, be. included iri the minutes." The City Attorney Good Goveriunent Guide ·summarizes 
your offic·e 's position and advice on compliance with this provision: : 

' ' 

'The Sunshine Ordii:iance allows any person who spoke during a public comment 
period at a meeting .of a Charter board or commission to supply a brief written 
summary of the comments to be incluc;led :in the minutes if it is 150 words or less. 
Admin. Cod~ § 67.16. The summary is not part of the body's official minutes, 
nor does the body vouch for its accuracy; and the minutes may expressly so state. 
The summary may be included as an attachment to the minutes. The policy body 
may reject the summaiy if it exceeds the prescribed word limit or is not .an 
accurate summary of the speaker's public comment." 

After careful deliberations of this issue over the past year, the Task Fo;rce does not find 
justification in the Sunshine Ordinance for your conclusions that the summaries may oe attached 
to the minutes rather than included in the minutes or that they are not part of the official. minutes. 
Several sections of the Sunshine Ord:inance demonstrate its :intent to requfre the application of 
legal :interpretations that result in greater public access to governm.ent'(see, for example, ~ections 
67.5 and 67.36). Both of your conclusions do not follow thls iritent, and result :lriles~ open 
government. · · ' 
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Based on the.. purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance to maximize public access to public information 
and public m(i~tipgs 911d on evidence presented at :QJ.ultiple Task Force hearings, t}ie Task Force 
finds the interpretation most commonly ilnderstood by members of the public and those. reqilired 
to follow the Sunshine Ordinance, resulting in the least confusion and gi•eater open 'government, 
is the plain language of the law. The Task Force inte:i:prets the phrase "included in the minutes" 
in Section 67 .16 PY l.lSing the plain meaning of the wor4s, and :finds the summaries must be 
placed w..ithin the body of the minutes. The Task Force does not interpret the phrase "in the 
minutes" to be inclusive of the meaning "attached to the minutes," and finds no justification for 
authorizing an attachment where no reference to an attachment is made. 

The Task Force further finds that an addendum is an attachment to a document, not part of the 
main document itself, and, accordingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as required under 
the Ordinance. The Task Force finds that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 
summary of 150 words or less must be ''in the minutes" and that requirement is not satisfied by 
attaching the statement as an addendum at the end of the minutes. 

' . 
Please take note that placing the public comment summaries in the body of the minutes prevents 
public officials from ablidging unwanted or critical public comment, a requirement under 
Sunshine Ordinance 67.15(d). Members of the public have brought to the attention of the Task 
Force that some commissions place the summaries as attachments without directing readers to 
the item the summary has been submitted in reference to, nearly ensuring anyone reading the 
minutes will likely overlook pub liq comment on an item or read only the summary qf the · 
comment as the .commission prefers it to b.e interpreted (see, for example, Sunshiµe,Complaint 
No. 11071). · , 

The Task Force notes other commissions have placed a disclaimer on the attached summaries 
that the summaries are not subject to approval or verification of accuracy by the commission 
(see, for example, Sunshine Complaj.nt .No. 11088). This may be perceived as placing an 
unwarrantedn~gativebias on the summaries, and is a further erosion of the publ.ic's rights 
guaranteed by the Sunshine Ordinance that is condoned by yow interpretation of Section 67 .16., 
In addition, these disclaimers may constitute a violation of the ordinance as Section 67.16 does 
require commissions to include fill accurate summary of public comments in meeting minutes. 

Based on the foregoing and the Task Force's extensive experience with Sunslrine-related 
hearings, the Task Force requests your office reconsider its pqsition, and coordinate,with 
members of the public and the Task Force to ensure the greatest public access and participation 
in government. 

Thank you. for your attention to this matter. Please contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Administrator. at sotf@sfgov.org or (415) 554-7724 with any questions or concems. 

' 

Hope Johnson, Chair 
Sunshine Ordinance TaskForce 

cc: Ray Hartz,, Complainant .' 
Jewelle Gomez, President, Library Commission, Respondent 
Su.e Blackman, Secretary, Library Commission, Respondent 
Luis Herrera, San Francisco City Librarian 
Jerry Threet, Deputy City Attorney 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes - Draft 

190516 [Agreement Amendment= Regents of the University of California= Behavioral 
Health Services· Not to Exceed $49,275,951] 

5121/1019 

Resolution approving the first amendment to the agreement between the Department of Public 
Health and the Regents of the University of California for behavioral health services for high-risk 
clients to increase the amount by $39,659,443 for a total amount not to exceed $49,275,951; and 
to extend the contract by three and one-half years, to commence July 1, 2019, for a total contract 
term of July 1, 2018, through December 31, 2022. (Public Health Department) 
05/13/19; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

05/21/19; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Sub-Committee. 

ADJOURNMENT 
There being no furlher business, the Board adjourned at the hour 5:09 p.m. 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67. 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of SupeNisors. 

Ray Harlz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
follows: "We have this group called The Friends of the San Francisco Public Library, hereinafter to 
be referred to as ''The Friends." You know to the SFPL website and at the bottom-center of the 
home page, you will find a link to this group. How many members of the public are deceived into 
contributing to this group, not realizing how little of the money actually goes to the library? I've 
talked about the three dozen Orders of Determination I have, and about how most of those have to 
do with the SFPL, the Library Commission, and others, trying to keep this scam from being 
exposed! This 'crusade,' began with the Library Commission making every attempt to interfere with 
my constitutionally protected political free speech at Library Commission meetings! It was 
extremely imporlant to them to keep what I had to say out of the official record, the minutes of 
those meetings!" 

------ ----------------------- --- - ~ -- - - ------- -- -- - ----------------·---------------------------------------.... -------------=--=-------=---=-=---=----· ·-------------
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I (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Ng, Wilson (BOS) 
Tuesday, June 18, 2019 9:49 AM 
SOTF, (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Mchugh, 
Eileen (BOS) 
RE: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File No. 19057 & 
19059 
19057 Complaint.pdf; 19059 Complaint.pdf 

In response to SOTF Complaint Nos. 19057 & 19059 attached, we ask that the SOTF reference the same responses we 
provided to the duplicative recent complaints (File Nos. 19042,.19043, 19050, 19051, 19054 & 19055) initiated by Mr. 
Hartz. 

We respectfully request that the SOTF reference the contents of SOTF file no. 17048, which exhaustively responds to 
and addresses Mr. Hartz' numerous duplicative complaints regarding the placement/format of the 150-word 
summary. In accordance with SOTF File No. 17048, the Ethics Commission has already issued a ruling (per Ethics Motion 
171023-3) that there is no willful failure or misconduct, and there is no merit to Mr. Hartz complaint regarding the 150-
word statements. 

As our department has exhaustively explained and deliberated this same exact issue on numerous occasions to SOTF, 
we have no intention to attend further hearings on the matter - rather, we request that the SOTF refer this matter 
directly to the Ethics Commission for determination and directive. 

In accordance with Sunshine Ordinance/Admin Code Sec. 67.34, "[ ... ]Complaints involving allegations of willful violations 
of this ordinance, the Brown Act or the Public Records Act by elected officials or department heads of the City and 
County of San Francisco shall be handled by the Ethics Commission." 

Thanks, 

Wilson L. Ng 

Records and Project Manager 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Phone: (415) 554-7725 
Web: www.sfbos.org 

• il!r!J Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the 
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted .. Members of the public 
are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to 
all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that 
personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the 
Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or 

- -~-- -- - -------~ ----

copy. 
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From: SOTF, (BOS) <sotf@sfgov.org> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2019 9:14 AM 

To: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org> 

Cc: Ray Hartz Jr <rwhartzjr@comcast.net>; Ng, Wilson (BOS) <wilson.1.ng@sfgov.org>; Lee, Ivy (BOS) 

<ivy.lee@sfgov.org>; Low, Jen (BOS) <jen.low@sfgov.org>; Maybaum, Erica (BOS) <erica.maybaum@sfgov.org>; 

Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org> 

Subject: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File No. 19057 

Good Morning: 

Norman Yee has been named as a Respondent in the attached complaint filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force. Please respond to the following complaint/request within five business days. 

File No.19057: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors, for 
allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.16, by failing to place his 150-word 
summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 21, 2019 meeting). 

The Respondent is required to submit a written response to the allegations including any and all 
supporting documents, recordings, electronic media, etc., to the Task Force within five (5) business days 
Of receipt of this notice. This is your opportunity to provide a full explanation to allow the Task Force to be 
fully informed in considering your response prior its meeting. 

Please include the following information in your response if applicable: 

1. List all relevant records with descriptions that have been provided pursuant to the Complainant 
request. 

2. Date the relevant records were provided to the Complainant. 
3. Description of the method used, along with any relevant search terms used, to search for the relevant 

records. 
4. Statement/declaration that all relevant documents have been provided, does not exist, or has been 

excluded. 
5. Copy of the original request for records (if applicable). 

Please refer to the File Number when submitting any new information and/or supporting documents 
pertaining to this complaint. 

The Complainant alleges: 
Complaint Attached. 

Cheryl Leger 
Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Tel: 415-554-7724 

Click here to complete a Board ofSupervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Boord of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California 
Public Records Act and the Son Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public ore 
not required io provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Boord of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or ora7CommTinlcationsthCitm-em/5ers-i5J the public5ubmiCtb tlie Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be mode-available 
to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means 
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that personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to 
the Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members' of the public may 
inspect or copy. 
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· Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

File No. 19057 

Ray Hartz v. N onnan Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors 

Date filed with SOTF: 5/29/19 

Contacts information (Complainant information listed first): 
Ray Haiiz (rwhmizjr@comcast.net) (Complainant) 
Norman Yee (norman.yee@sfgov.org) Wilson Ng (Wilson.l.Ng@sfgov.org); Ivy Lee 
(Ivy.Lee@sfgov.org); Jen Low (Jen.Low@sfgov.org); Erica Maybaum 
(Erica.Maybaurn@sfgov.org) (Respondent) 

File No. 19057: Complaint filed by Ray Haiiz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .16, 
by failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 
21, 2019 meeting). ' 

Administrative Summary if applicable: 

Complaint Attached. 
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SPECIFRCALL Y REQlIBSTED. YOU MAY LIST YOUR BUSINESS/OFFICE ADDRE§S, TELEPHONE NUMBER AND ~MAIL 
ADDRESS IN LIBU OF YOUR HOME ADDRESS OR OTHER PERSONAL CONTACT !JNForuvlATION. C~ mm~ 
!Oru.)nymoos as IOii'lg ms the complainamt prov!~ a reliable rrwans of oonmct wiili 1fw SOTI' {Phtme fi!mnb@', fu)( nuroller, dW e-l'm\11 
~). 
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· 'City l:fall " ·: . 
1 or; CarltonB. Gqodlett Piac:e, Rgom244 

... l •• 

SUNSHINE ORDINANGE 
, TASK FORCf: 

San Francisco 94102-4689 

·Tel. No. (415) 554~7124 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

All City Departments and Agencies 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

May18, 2012 

· Fax No~· 415) SS4~1854 
. ' . 

TDD/TTY No. {415} 554~5227 

Placement of :Public Comment Summaries :in Minutes 
(Sunshlne Ordinance Complaint No. 11071, Hartz v. City Attorney) 

Please take notice that on December 14, 2011, the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force ("Task 
Force") approved releasing this statement ~o all City Departments and Agencies: 

Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16 provides that "Any person :§peaking during a public 
comment period may supply a brief written summary of their comments whlch shall, if no 
more than 150 words, be included in the minutes." 

The Task.Force interprets this section to require these summaries be placed within the body of 
meeting minutes, not as attachments to the minutes: 

The Task Force interprets the phrase "included in the minutes" by using the plain meaning of the 
words, and finds the summaries must be placed within the body of the minutes. The Task Force 
does not interpret the phrase "in the minutes" to be inclusive of the meaning "attached to the 
minutes/' and finds no justification for authorizing an attachment where no reference to an 
attachment is made: 

The Task Force disagrees with the Office of the City Attomey's mterpretati.on of the 
requirements for inclusion of public comment summaries in meeting minutes. Failure to include 
the summaries within the body of meeting minutes may result in the Task Force finding a · 
violation of the Sunshine Ordinance, not withstanding the City Attorney> s advice to the contrary. 

The Task Force finds that an addendum is an attachment to a document, not part of the main 
document itself, and, accordingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as requrred under the 
Ordinance. The Task Force :finds that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 
summary of 150 words or less must be "in the minutes'' and that requirement is not satisfied by 
attacb.Jng the statement as an addendum at the end of the minutes. . 

http://www.sfgov.org/sunshinef 
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These findings are based on the purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance to maximize public access to 
public information and public meetings and limit the ability for public officials to abridge critical 
speech, on evidence presl'/11t~d at multiple Task Force hearings, and on careful Task Force 
deliberations over the past year. . . 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 'A'l:tached is a copy of the Task Force letter to the 
City;Attotney regap:ling this issue. Please contact. the Sunshine Ordihance Task Force 
Administrator at sotf@sfgov.org or ( 415) 554-7724 with any questions or concerns. 
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SUNSJ-UNE .ORDll\!ANCE 

TASK FORCE 

May 17~2012 

Dennis Herreta, San Francisco City Attorney 
Office·ofthe City .. Attofuey · 
San Fraildsco City Hall 
1 Dr; Carlton B. 'Goodlett Place;- Room 234 
San Fra:heisco, CA 94102 ,, 

,·. 

City Hail. · · 
1 or: Ca~!~on: ~'. ~ood,l~tt Pli!te, Room 244 

San francis~o 94.1~24S89 
Tel.• No •. (415) ~54-7724 
· Fax No. 41s) ss4-1854 · 

· i"ontn:t No. (41sfsS4-s2~1 

,, 

, . 

' ' 
I 

];le: Pl1lblic C~:ilini~nt Summaries in l\:finute:S'{Sunshine Ordinance Section 67~16) 
(Sunshine Ordinam:e Complaint No. 10054, Hartz v. Library ·Commission) ' 

Dear Mr. Herrera, 

Please be advised that the Sunshine Ordina:i:tci Task :force ("Task Forte"} disagrees With the 
Office of the ·city .Attorney's :interjJretatl.on of the requit'ements·for inclusio-:4 of public comment 
summaries in meeting minutes pursuant ~o' Sunshine Ordinance S~ction ·67.16. The T?Sk l'.'otce· . · 
respectfully ~equests your offic~ .. reconsider its position arid adviCe on this matter! .. · . ~ 

Sunshine Ordinance Section 67 .16 ptovides that "Any person spealdng during a public conunent 
period may supply a brief written sununary o:f their comme:q.ts which shall, jf no more th:m 150 
words, be. included :lri. the minutes.'' The City Attorney Good Goveri:lment Guide ·summarizes 
your office's position and advice 'On coriip1iance with fuis provision: ; · 

"The Sunshine Ord:illance allows any person who spoke during a public comment 
peri~d at a meeting of a Charter board or commission to supply a brief written 
su1nnlary of the comments fo be inclu4ed in the minutes if it is 150 words.or less. 
Admin. Code § 67.16. The summary is not part of the body's official minutes, 
nor does the body vouch :for its accuracy; and the minutes may expressly so state. 
The summary may be included as an attachment to the minutes. The policy body 
may reject the summmy if it exceeds the prescribed word limit or is not .an 
accurate summary of the speaker's public comment." 

After careful deliberations of this issue over the past year, the Task F o;rce does not :ft:nd 
justification in the Sunshine Ordinance for your conclusions that the summaries may he attached 
to the minutes rather than included in the minutes ot that they are not pait of the official minutes. 
Several sections of the Sunshlne Ordinance demonstrate its intent to require the applicatio;n of 
legal interpretations that result in gr.eater public access to gove:tpment'(se~, for example, $ections · 
67.5 and 67.36). Both of your conclusions do not follow this iritent, an4 tes'ult :iri les~ open 
government. . . ' . ·. . · , 

--~ttp ://W"!'!' .sf gov. org/ sunshine/ 
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Based on the.purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance 'to maximize public access to public information 
and p:ublic m11~tip.gs ?D-d on evidence presented at :tp.ultiple Task Force hearings, tp_e Task Force 
finds the interpretation most commonly ilnderstood by members of the public and thos~.reqtiired 
to follow the Sunshine Ordinance, resulting ln the least confusion and gi.'eater open ·government, 
is the plain language of the law. The Task Fo;rce inte~-prets the phrase "included in the minutes" 
in Section 67 .16 l;>y using the plain meaning of the wor9s, and :finds the summaries must be 
placed w.;ithln the l:iody of the minutes. The Task Force does not interpret the phrase "in the 
minutes" to be :inclusive of the meaning "attached to the minutes," and finds no justification for 
authorizing an attachment where no reference to an attachment is made. 

The Task Force further finds that an addendum is an attachment to a document, not part of the 
main document itself, and, accordingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as required under 
the Ordinance. The Tas1c Force finds that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 
summary of 150 words or less must be "in the minutes" and that requirement is not satisfied by 
attaching the statement as an addendum at the end of the minutes. 

Please take note that placing the public comment summaries in the body of the. minutes prevents 
public officials from abridging unwanted or critical public comment, a requirement under 
Sunshine Ordinance 67 .15( d). Members of the public have brought to the attention of the Task 
Force that some commissions place the summaries as attacbments without directing readers to 
the item the summary has been submitted in reference to, nearly ensuring anyone reading the 
minutes will likely overlook, publi~ comment on an item or read only the summary qf the· 
comment as the .commission prefers it to b.e interpreted (see, for example, SunshiJle.Complaint 
No.11071). · . 

The Task Force notes other commissions have placed a disclaimer on the attached summaries 
that the summaries l'.!fe not subject to approval or yerification of accuracy by the commission 
(see, for example, Sunshine Compla~nt .No. 11088). Thi.s may be perceived as placing an 
unwarran,ted n~gative· bias on the summaries, and is a further erosion of the publ.ic' s rights 
guaranteed by the Sunshine Ordinance that is condoned by yow interpretation oJ Section 67 .16. 
In addition, these disclaimers may constitute a violation of the ordinance as Section 67.16 does 
require commis.sions to include fill accurate summary of public comments in meeting minutes. 

Based on the foregoing and the Task Force's extensive experience with Sunshine-.related 
hearings, the Task Force requests your office reconsider its po.sition, and coordinate.with 
members of the public and the Task Force to ensure the greatest public access and participation 
in government. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Administrator, at sotf{r:V,sfgov.org or (415) 554-7724 with any questions or concems. 

Hope Johnson, Chair . 
Sunshlne Ordinance Task.Force 

cc: .Ray Hartz,·CoJ?lplainant 
Jewelle Gomez, President, Library Commission, Responde:qt 
Sµe Blackman, Secretary, Library Commission, Respondent 
Luis Henera, San Francisco City Librarian 
Jerry Threet, Deputy City Attomey 
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File No. 19059 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

Ray Haitz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Date filed with SOTF: 5/29/19 

Contacts information (Complainant information listed first): 
Ray Hartz (rwhaitzjr@comcast.net) (Complainant) 
Angela Calvillo (Angela.Calvillo@sfgov.org) Wilson Ng (Wilson.l.Ng@sfgov.org) 
(Respondent) 

File No. 19059: Complaint filed by Ray Haitz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Boai·d of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 
67.15(d), by failing to place his 150-word summaries ill the meeting minutes (Board of 
Supervisors May 21, 2019 meeting). 

Administrative Summary if applicable: 

Complaint Attached. 
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Tuesday, May 21, 2019 

Ray Hartz, Director, San Francisco Open Government. 

We have this group called The Friends of the San Francisco Public Library, hereinafter to be 

referred to as "The Friends.11 

You know to the SFPL website and at the bottom-center of the home page, you will find a link 

to this group. How many members of the public are deceived into contributing to this group, 

not realizing how little of the money actually goes to the library? 

I've talked about the three dozen Orders of Determination I have, and about how most of 

those have to do with the SFPL, the library Commission, and others, trying to keep this scam 

from being exposed I 

This "crusade,11 began with the library Commission making every attempt to interfere with 

my constitutionally protected political free speech at library Commission meetings! It was 

extremely important to them to keep what I had to say out of the official record, the minutes 

of those meetings! 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes - Draft 

190516 [Agreement Amendment - Regents of the University of California - Behavioral 
Health Services Q Not to Exceed $49,275,951] 

5/1112019 

Resolution approving the first amendment to the agreement between the Department of Public 
Health and the Regents of the University of California for behavioral health services for high-risk 
clients to increase the amount by $39,659,443 for a total amount not to exceed $49,275,951; and 
to extend the contract by three and one-half years, to commence July 1, 2019, for a total contract 
term of July 1, 2018, through December 31, 2022. (Public Health Department) 
05/13/19; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

05/21/19; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Sub-Committee. 

ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business, the Board adjourned at the hour 5:09 p.m. 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67.16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
follows: "We have this group called The Friends of the San Francisco Public Library, hereinafter to 
be referred to as "The Friends. 11 You know to the SFPL website and at the bottom-center of the · 
home page, you will find a link to this group. How many members of the public are deceived into 
contributing to this group, not realizing how little of the money actually goes to the library?. I've 
talked about the three dozen Orders of Determination I have, and about how most of those have to 
do with the SFPL, the Library Commission, and others, trying to keep this scam from being 
exposed! This 'crusade,' began with the Library Commission making every attempt to intelfere with 
my constitutionally protected political free speech at Library Commission meetings! It was 
extremely important to them to keep what I had to say out of the official record, the minutes of 
those meetings!" 

--~Pagel? -------------· ----- --------- ----- ----Priiilea11t3t3Bptiforrs122119-
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Ethics Commission · 
City and County of San Francisco 

Minutes - October 23, 2017 

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of 
The San Francisco Ethics Commission 

October 23, 2017 
Room 400 - City Hall 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 · 

Approved: November 27, 2017 

1. Call to order and roll call. 
Chair Keane called the meeting to order at 5:41 PM. 

COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT: Peter Keane, Chairperson; Daina Chiu, Vice-Chairperson; Paul Renne, 

Commissioner; Quentin L. Kopp, Commissioner; Yvonne Lee, Commissioner. 

STAFF PRESENT: LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director; Jessica Blome, Deputy Director; Kyle Kundert, Senior 

Policy Analyst; Pat Ford, Policy Analyst 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY: Andrew Shen, Deputy City Attorney (DCA). 

OTHERS PRESENT: Unidentified members of the public. 

MATERIALS DISTRIBUTED: 

111 September 25, 20.17, draft minutes. 

111 October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics Commission's 

by-laws to change the date and start time of the Commission's Regular Monthly meeting. 

111 October 16, 2017, Staff report and SOTF Order of Determination discussion and possible action on 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 17048, Ray Hartz V. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

of Supervisors. 

111 October 19, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding the 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and 

Accountability Ordinance . 

.. -· __ 11_ O..etQb..erJ9 .. 2.01 [,_S_tgff_r~i:i_Qr:t.9-n.cl_9J:.tacbrr1~ntsreg9rdi.Qg on ~,<:JfJ.~s~d changE:_t{)_Etft.i~s-~~n:i.rriission 

Regulations 67.33-1 .and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings). 
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? nffi 

Ill October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding Staffs Proposed Draft Enforcement 

Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment. 

Ill October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding legislative items of interest to Commissioner 

Kopp. 

Ill October 19, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the 

Commission's Annual Policy Plan. 

Ill October 18, 2017, Enforcement Report and attachments. 

Ill October 19, 2017, Executive Director's Report and attachments. 

2. Public comment on matters appearing or not appearing on the agenda. 

Charlie Marsteller read a comment from Larry Bush. Phyllis Bowie, representing Midtown Park Apartments, 

spoke regarding issues with their lease and requested an investigation. Audrey Leong, an employee of the 

City and County of San Francisco, spoke regarding a harassment issue in the workplace. Ellen Lee Zhou, an 

employee of the City and County of San Francisco, speaking on behalf of Audrey Leong and others 

regarding corruption across City departments, asked the Ethics Commission to investigate. Debbi Lerman, 

the San Francisco Human Services Network, commented on the San Francisco Chronicle article regarding 

behested payments. Ray Hartz spoke regarding the lack of notification he received from the Ethics 

Commission for his agenda item; he also spoke about Colin Kaepernick. Trevor Martin, treasurer for the 

San Francisco Bernicrats and San Francisco for Democracy, spoke in favor of Prop J. 

The following written summary was provided by the speaker, Ray Hartz Jr., the content of which is neither 

generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, the Ethics Commission: 

Colin Kaepernick has earned and will one day be awarded the Presidential Medal of Freedom! Kneeling 

during the National Anthem is not disrespectful to the flag, the anthem, or the country. It is the exercise of a 

right enshrined in the First Amendment! It is signf respect for the Constitution which is the foundation upon 

which our country is built. Some of his loudest critics, who wish to infringe upon his right to free speech, 

should remember, that same short paragraph also protects their right to worship. Others should 

remember: the next short paragraph protects their right to bear arms. The final words of that anthem are: 

"the land of the free and the home of the brave.'' Colin Kaepernick is free to express his beliefs and brave in 

doing so! Think of what he has sacrificed and acknowledge his act as a sign of respect, belief, trust, and 

hope! 

3. Discussion and possible action on draft minutes for the Commission's September 25, 
2017, regular meeting. 

Commissioner Kopp proposed a correction to the minutes. 

Motion 171023-1 (Kopp/ ): Moved and passed unanimously (5-0) that the Commission approve the 

minutes as amended for the September 25, 2017 regular meeting. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel requested several edits to the minutes. 

4. Discussion and possible action regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics 
Commission's by-laws to change the date and start time of the Commission's Regular 
Monthly meeting. 

Executive Director Pelham spoke regarding tfiisagenaaiter'ii cnarrKeaneand CommissicfnerRerfne · 

commented that they are in favor of changing the meeting date and time. 

P1601 
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Motion 171023-2 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously (5-0) that the Commission 

carry this motion on to the November Commission meeting. 

Public Comment: · 

Ray Hartz from San Francisco Open Government, David Mihai from RepresentUs, and David Pilpel all spoke 

on this agenda item. 

5.Discussion and possible action on Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 
17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

Mr. Hartz commented that five minutes is not enough time to present his case. Mr. Hartz proceeded to 

present his case, and when he ran out of time, the Commission moved to allow Mr. Hartz as much 

reasonable time needed to present his case. Chair Keane asked if Staff had a.ny communication with Ms. 

Calvillo. Deputy Director Bloome stated that due to the late courtesy notice Staff gave to Mr. Hartz and Ms. 

Calvillo, she was unable to attend. Commissioner Kopp, Commissioner Renne and Vice Chair Chiu spoke 

regarding this item. Chair Keane asked Mr. Hartz if he had a response to the Commissioners' discussion. 

Mr. Hartz spoke in response to the Commissioners discussion. 

Public Comment: 

Dr. Derek Kerr, Charlie Marsteller from Friends of Ethics, and David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item .. 

The following written summary was provided by the speaker, Dr. Derek Kerr, the content of which is neither 

generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, the Ethics Commission: 

Ms. Calvillo buries written public comments as "addendums"to government meeting minutes. Her officious 

response to Ray Hartz's complaint devalues public engagement, marginalizing those who labor to share 

their views in writing. The message: we are unworthy. She worries about "researchers" who supposedly 

must "cull through various 150-word statement". First, 150-word comments are too rare to need culling. 

Secondly, she wrongly assumes researchers are disinterested in the public sentiments conveyed therein. 

She laments she cannot "vouch for the accuracy" of these comments. She doesn't have to. Everybody knows 

they're not official pronouncements. Though unofficial, they're officially considered core components of 

open meetings. She frets she cannot "attest to the accuracy and relevance" of said comments. More 

important, written comments typically challenge the accuracy and relevance of government actions. They 

belong within the agenda items they address - in the body of the minutes. Otherwise, it's subtle censorship 

- protest cleansing. 

Motion 171023-3 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded and. passed unanimously (5-0) that the Clerk of the B.oard 

Angela Calvillo did not violate the Sunshine Ordinance as alleged in Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral 

File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

Commissioner Renne noted there is merit to Mr. Hartz's argument. Commissioner Renne stated he thinks it 

would be good policy that the Ethics Commission recommend to the various governmental agencies that 

when a 150-word statement is provided, it is placed in the corresponding agenda item. 

6.Continued discussion and possible action on revised proposed 2017 San Francisco Anti­
Corruption and Accountability Ordinance that builds on the initial Proposition J Revision 
proposal and amends City campaign and government conduct laws (SF Campaign and 
Governmental Conduct Code Articles I and Ill). 

Policy Analyst Patrick Ford spoke regarding this agenda item. Chair Keane turned the item over to Vice 

______ C~ir_~!iilJ ~rid S:~mmissio~~Lee_.__[)i~~=-si~n_~~.lJ.:_~_rrion.g Commissioners, Staff, and DCA Shen. Vice-

Chair Chiu proposed a motion to accept the ordinance as amended. 

P1602 
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Motion 2071023-4 {Chiu/Renne): Moved, seconded and passed {4-1, Commissioners Keane, Chiu, Renne 

and Lee in favor, Commissioner Kopp opposed) that the 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and 

Accountability Ordinance be passed as amended. 

Prior to the vote, Commissioner Kopp moved to make friendly amendments to Vice Chair Chiu's motion. 

Vice Chair Chiu declined Commissioner Kopp's amendments. 

Public Comment: 

Debbi Lerman from the San Francisco Human Services Network, David Mihai from RepresentUs, Peter 

Cohen from the Council of Community Housing Organizations, Morgan Aitken-Young from Represent Us 

San Francisco, Jan Masaoka from California Association of Nonprofits, David Pilpel, Anita Mayo from 

Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman, and Charlie Marsteller all spoke regarding this agenda item. 

7 .Discussion and possible action on proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 
6 7 .33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings). 

Senior Policy Analyst Kyle Kundert spoke regarding this agenda item.· 

Motion 171023-5 {Renne/Kopp): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously {4-0, Commissioner Lee 

absent) that the proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 67.33-1 and 15.102-1 {Sunshine and 

Ethics Trainings) be adopted. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item. 

8.Continued discussion and possible action on Staff's Proposed Draft Enforcement 
Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment. 

Deputy Director Blome spoke regarding this agenda item. Discussion ensued with Commissioner Renne, 

Vice Chair Chiu and Deputy Director Blome. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item. 

9.Discussion and possible action on legislative items of interest to Commissioner Kopp. 

Follow up on items of interest Commissioner Kopp mentioned at the June Commission meeting. There 

were two Board of Supervisors' ordinances not adopted by the board. The first, from Supervisor Farrell, has 

ordinance language; Commissioner Kopp asked that it be on the calendar next month for action by the 

Commission. The second, from Supervisor Safai, is not in ordinance form; Commissioner Kopp requested 

Staff to put it in ordinance form. Commissioner Kopp requested this be on the calendar for the November 

meeting as well. DCA Shen asked for clarification as to what action Commissioner Kopp would like the 

Commission to take. Commissioner Kopp replied he wants the Commission to adopt and have both on the 

ballot for the June 2018 election. Chair Keane advised that at its December meeting the Commission will 

discuss the potential of these items appearing on the ballot for the June 2018 election. 

Public Comment: 

Peter Cohen from the Council of Community Housing Organizations spoke regarding this item. 

10. Discussion of Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the Commission's Annual 
Policy Plan. 

Senior Policy Analyst Kundert spoke regarding this item. 
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Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this item. 

11. Discussion of Enforcement Report. An update on various programmatic and operational 
highlights of the Enforcement Program's activities since the last monthly meeting. 

Deputy Director Blome, in the interest of time, left this item open for questions. There were no questions 

from the Commissioners. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

12; Discussion of Executive Director's Report. An update of various programmatic and 
operational highlights of Ethics Commission staff activities since the Commission's last 
monthly meeting. The written report, which is available at the Commission office and on its 
website, covers a range of topics such as the Commission's budget, outreach activities, 
campaign finance disclosure and public financing programs, audit program, lobbyist 
program, campaign consultant program, permit consultant program, major developer 
program, and future staff projects. Any of these subjects may potentially be part of the 
Director's presentation or discussed by the Commission. 

Executive Director Pelham spoke regarding this agenda item. Commissioner Kopp asked for clarification on 

a staff position. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

13. Discussion and possible action regarding status of complaints received or initiated by 
the Ethics Commission. Possible Closed Session. 

The Commission did not go into closed session. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

14. Discussion and possible action on items for future meetings. 

Vice Chair Chiu requested that, given the intervention of Russia in the 2016 election and the use of targeted 

advertisements to influence the outcome of the election, Staff prepare a white paper to present the issues 

and actions that the Commission might take as a Commission in San Francisco tp prevent the hijacking of 

the electoral process. Commissioner Kopp requested that 1) a charter amendment be made to empower 

this Commission to have its own legal counsel independent of the City Attorney; 2) Staff procure 

preparation, or an ordinance, to abolish the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force; 3) Staff consider methods for 

keeping track of state legislation which affects the Commission's responsibilities. Discussion ensued with 

DCA Shen, Deputy Director Blome, Chair Keane, and Commissioner Kopp. Executive Director Pelham 

clarified that Staff has a legislative tracker on the website and will now be included in the Commissioners 

agenda packet going forward. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding Commissioner Kopp's items for future meetings. 
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fi nffi 

15. Additional opportunity for public comment on matters appearing or not appearing on 
the agenda pursuant to Ethics Commission Bylaws Article VII Section 2. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

16. Adjournment. 
Motion 171023-6 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded, passed unanimously (4-0, Commissioner Lee absent) to 

adjourn. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:26PM. 

Was this page helpful? 

Scan with a QR reader to access page: 

https://sfethics.org/ethics/2017 /11 /draft-minutes-october-23-2017 .html 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 4, 2013 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94·102 · 
Attn: Andrea Ausberry, Clerk, 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San-Francisco 94l024689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!TT)'. No. 544-5227 

Re: Sunshine Ordinance Complaint Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059 

Dear Task Force Members: 

This letter responds to the-sunshine Ordinance complaints filed by Mr. Ray Hartz on 
September4, 2013, for the alleged violation of Section 67.16 (Minutes) and 67.34 
(Willful Violation) of the Sunshine Ordinance. 

Willflil Violation 
The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (Task Force) has previously referred similar 
alleged violatio_ns of Section 67.16 for administrative remedy to the Ethics Commission 
(Commission) (Ray Hartz vs. San Francisco Public Library City Librarian, Luis Herrera 

· Ethics Complaint No. 03-120402·& 01-130307). Mr. Hartz' complaint stated that the 
Task Force had found that the 150-word written summaries of Public Comments must 
be placed within the body of the minutes. On both complaints, the Ethics 
Commissioners found for the City Librarian stating that, "the minutes provided were , 

· paginated as a single document, including the addendum and the Task Force cannot 
add or imply the words 'in the body of the minutes' into the Sunshine Ordinance." _A 
motion was passed during the February 25, 2013 meeting that the Commission found 
no violation of the Sunshine Ordinance. 1 .On June 24, 2013, the Ethics Commission . 
again discussed the factual and legal issues of this matter and concluded that there was 
no violation of Sunshine Ordinance, section 67 .16, because the written summaries 
appeared in the minutes, and that placing the summaries in an addendum that is part of 
the same document satisfies the requirements of Section 67.16.2 In each case, the 
Commission has been consistent arn;:i supportive that no violation existed, that the 150-
word summary is not a part of the body's official minutes, nor does the body need to 
vouch for its accuracy; and the minutes may expressly so state. 

Nevertheless, on a similar complaint filed by Mr. Ray Hartz against the Clerk of the 
Board (Case No. 12050), the Task Force directed on May 23, 2013-that I include 150-
word summary "in the body of the minutes." The Office of the City Attorney, the City'.s 
legal ~dvisor, has opined that " ... the 150-word summary is nqt a part of the body's 
official minutes, nor does the body vouch for its accuracy; and the minutes mp,y 
expressly so state" iri the City Attorney's Good. Government Guide for 2010-11, Chapter 
IV-;-SectioA-G:2.b.-IA aGGGrcfance-with adviceJrom_theDffice_oLtbe__Clt)' Attorn__s;y_Land ____ _ 
decisions promulgated from the Ethics Commission, we believe the Office of the Clerk 
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of the Board fully complies with the policies and procedures adopted by the City's· voters 
in 1999. The three complaints before you today are without merit as the '150-word 
summary is placed in the addendum as articulated by the Commission. The header and 
the footer of the Addendum references the Board of Supervisors, meeting minutes', 
date, and page number as ruled appropriate by the Ethics Commission.· The addendum 
is part of the official Minutes which are maintained in the Office of the Clerk of the Board 
and on the websi~e of the Board of Supervisors. Consistent with and supportive of the 
determinations made by the Ethics Commission, the Clerk of the Board acted in full 
compliance with the Sunshine Ordinance and has neithefshown nor intended any willful 
violatio'n. · 

Authority 
The Brown Act imposes no requirements on policy bodies regarding what is recorded 
within the meeting minutes. The Charter of the City and County of San Francisco 
requires that a record be kept of the proceeding, specifically indicating how each 
member voted on each question, and shall be made available to the public, but does not 
otherwise require any other information be kept.· 

Adopted by the voters in 1999, Administrative Code, Section 67.16, states the clerk or· 
secretary shall record the minutes for each regulafand special meeting, specifically the 
time the meeting begun and ended; names p.nd titles if applicable of attendees; the roll 
call vote on each matter considered, and finally a list of the members of the public who 
spoke on each matter if the speakers identified themselves and if in support or · 
opposition ona matter, to be listed under the public comment.section. Additionally, if 

. the public speaker submits a 150-word summary of their public comment, it is noted as 
such next to their name and the reader is referred to an appendix, with a page number, 
where the comment is captured as part of the same document. · 

Rationale 
As referenced above, the 150-word summary is placed in the addendum for several 
reasons. The first is that an identifying list of members of the public who spoke on each 

·matter in support or opposition on a matter is recorded under the public comment · 
section of the minutes. A researcher would be able to find that person or subject matter 
by reviewing the public comment section of the minutes, and for the 150-:word statement 
could then to the addendum for the actual transcript. · 

Secondly, the minutes must clearly record the action taken by the Board. A researcher 
trying to discover what actions were taken by the Board, must be able.to review minutes 
that clearly and concisely confirm each action. If 150-word statements. were placed in 
the public comment section, the minutes could be much longer and a researcher would 
have to cull through various 150-word statements before finding various actions taken 
by the· Board. Specifically, Immediate Adoption or Imperative items are listed after the 
public comment section, and finding the actions taken for these items would be unduly 
burdensome if the 150-word ·statements were moved from the addendum.to the body of 
the minutes. 

- ----- ------ - "---
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Lastly, the minutes, consistent with Administrative Code Section 67.16 and the 
aforementioned points, reflect the Clerk's account of events during a Board proceeding 
to en.sure the utmost accuracy· and accountability per the chartered duty as Clerk of ttie 
Board (Charter Section 2.117). While the Clerk can validate whether public comment 
was made (the brief statement in the Public Comment section) the Clerk cannot attest. to 

. the content and relevance of the 150-word statement as part of the record. Therefore 
the statement must be placed in the appendices because the statements are not 
validated. Please also note thatthe Board minutes are not to be confused with meeting 
·transcripts, which. are word-for-word transcriptions of proceedings and have different 
requirements and protocols. 

The Task.Force.has significant power~ to (1) dete.rmine whether a rec~rd requested is 
discloseable or not, (2) order compliance with the person's request, and if not, (3) 
conduct public hearings concerning the record denial, and (4) further recommend other 
administrative remedies to the Ethics Commiss\on, Board or DistrictAttorney's office or 
other Stat~ agencies. Additi~ma!ly, Task Force duties comprise advising the Board of 
Supervisors and other City Departments on app~opriate ways in which to implement the 
Sunshine· Ordinance, and/or propose amendments to it. · 

As previously stated, the Task Force does not haye authority to amend the . 
Administrative.Code and impose additional requirements, and cannot add or imp.ly the 
words 'in the body of the minutes'. That legislative capacity resides with the voters of 
the City and the legislative body, the Board of Supervisors. Therefore, the Office· of the 
Clerk of the Board conforms to all said requirements," and the complaints are, 
respectfully, without merit. 

Most Sincerely, 

~<1.a"~ 
Ang~la Calvillo . 
Clerk of the Board 

1. Ethics Commission Motion.13-02-25-1 (Renne/Liu): Moved, seconded, and passed (4-0; Hayon excused) that the 
Commission find no violation of the Sunshine Ordinance with.respect to Agenda Item lll(a) - Ethics Complaint No. 
03-120402 - regarding alleged willful violation of Sunshine Ordinance by department head (referred from the 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force on April 2, 2012).: 

2 Ethics Commission Motion 13-06.:24-02 (Studley/Hur): Mo,ved, seconded, and passed (5-0) that City Ubrarian Luis 
Herrera did.not violate \he Sunshine Ordinance because the 150-word summaries submitted by Complainant and 
others were included in the minutes of the Ubrary Commission's meetings, as required under Administrative Code 

---------- --section-6"7~-16:-·- ---·~-~---·--- -------------
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MINUTES 

Hearing Room 408 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 · 

April 2, 2014- 4:00 PM 

Regular Meetb1g 

Members: Kitt Grant (Chair), Louise Fischer (Vice-Chair), 
Richard Knee, Allyson Washburn, David Pilpel, 

David Sims, Todd David, Chris Hyland, Bruce Oka 

1. . Call to Order, Roll Call, and Agenda Changes. (00:00:00-00:16:00) 

The meeting was called to order at 4:12 p.m. Members.Sims and Davidwere noted 
a,bsent. There was a quorum. Member Sims was noted present at 4:19 p.m. 

Member Hyland, seconded by Member Washburn, moved to continue Item 8 
(SOTF Annual Report) to May 7, 2014. 

Public Comment: 
Peter Warfield noted that since there is no draft annual report it is appropriate to continue 
the item, expressed his appreciation that items with no attachments were noted in the . 
packet and suggested that the same be inserted into the online version. Mr. Warfield also 
inquired as to the status of membership on the SOTF and possible resignations. 
Ray Hartz Jr. noted that public comment should be taken on Member Pilpel action to be 
proposed and expressed his concern regarding the lack of effort to _fill the 2 vacant seats 
on the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force and the resulting lack of due process. 
Thomas Picarello expressed concern that Mr. Hartz was not addressing the correct 
subject matter during·public comment and request that discussion occm: as soon as 
possible regarding the annual report. 

The motion PASSED by the following vote: 
Ayes: 7- Knee; Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka, Fischer, Grant 
Noes: 1-Pilpel 
Absent: 1 - David 

2. File No. 13058: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz Jr. against Dennis Herrera, Office of the 
City Attorney, for allegedly violating Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.34 by advising City 
boards and commissions to abridge public comment by posting 150 word summaries of 
public comment as attachments to meeting minutes rather than including the summaries 

-- m-tlieoodyof theminutes. (00:16:00-=03:t7:00) ---- - -
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Mr. Hartz declined to have Items 2 and 3 (File Nos.13058 and 13061) heard together. 

Member Knee, seconded by Member Fischer, moved to find jurisdiction. 

Public Comment: 
Peter Warfield stated his support that the SOTF find jurisdiction. 

The motion PASSED by the following vote: 
Ayes: 7 - Knee, Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka, Fischer, Grant· 
Noes: 1 - Pilpel 
Absent: 1 - David 

Ray Hartz Jr. (Complainant) provided an overview of the complaint and requested the 
Task Force to find violations. There were no speakers in support of the Complainant. 
Gabriel Zitrin, City Attorney's Office (Respondent), presented an overview of their 
defense. There were no speakers in support of the Respondent. A questio.n and answer 
period followed. The Respo:p.dent provided a rebuttal. The Complainant provided a 
rebuttal. · 

Deputy City Attorney Colla commented on the item. 

Additional actions delayed until related complaint has been discussed (Item 3, File No. 
13061). 

Member Knee, seconded by Member Hyland, moved to find ·Dennis Herrera, Office 
of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.21(i). 

Chair Grant found the motion to be out of order. 

Member Knee moved to appeal the ruling of the Chair. 

Chair Grant rescinded the finding that the motion is out of order. 

Public Comment: 
Patrick Monette-Shaw stated that the Respondent is incorrect and commented on whether 
or not the charter overrides the Sunshine Ord:iil.ance. 
Thomas Picarello expressed opposition to the motion to find violation of Section 67.21(i) 
and stated that the Ethics Commission has previously overruled the SOTF decision 
regarding the placement of 150 word summary. 
Peter Warfield expressed concern regarding the SOTF adding additional violations to a 
complaint. Mr. Hartz has split the complaint into two parts and public comment should 
be allowed on the complaint as a whole. Violation should be found as the City Attorney 
has found violations previously 6 times. 

Page2 
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Member Pilpel, seconded by Member Sims, moved to delay/continue the vote on the 
motion concerning Item 2 (File No. 13058). 

The motion PASSED by the following vote: 
Ayes: 5 - Washburn, Pilpel, Sims, Fischer, Grant 
Noes: 3- Knee, Hyland, Oka 
Absent: 1 - David 

Member Washburn, seconded by Member Hyland, moved to find Dennis Herrera, 
Office of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.34. 

The motion was withdrawn by Member Washburn, seconded by Member Hyland. 

The motion by Member Knee, seconded by Member Hyland, to find Dennis 
Herrera, Office of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 
67.21(i) was amended by the mover and the second to apply to both Items Nos. 2 

· and 3 (File Nos. 13058 and 13061). 
The action on the motion and speakers is listed under Item No 3, File No. 13061. 

Member Washburn, seconded by Member Oka, moved to find Dennis Herrera, 
Office of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.34. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello stated his lack of support of the motion to find violation of Section 
67.34. . . 

The Motion was amended by Member Washbllin, seconded by Member Oka, as follows: 

Member Washburn, seconded by Member Oka, moved to find Dennis Herret~, 
Office of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.16 and 
67.34. 

Member Knee requested that the question regarding the 67.16 be divided. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello stated his lack of support as the SOTF has already ruled that there was 
no violation of Section 67 .21 (i). 

The motion to find violation of Sunshine Ordinance sections 67 .16 and 67 .34 was 
withdrawn by Member Washburn, seconded by Member Oka. 

There being no additional motions the Task Force FOUND NO VIOLATIONS and 
concluded the matter. 

Page3 
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3. File No. 13061: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz Jr. against Dennis Herrera, Office of the 
City Attorney, for allegedly violating Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.21(i) by advising 
City boards and commissions to abridge public comment by posting 150 word summaries 
of public comment as attachments to meeting minutes rather than including the 
summaries in the body of the minutes. (01:57:00-03:17:00) 

Member Knee, seconded by Member Oka, moved to find jurisdiction. 

Public Comment: 
None. 

The motion passed without objections. 

Ray Hartz Jr. (Complainant) provided an overview of the complaint and requested the 
Task Force to fmd violations. There were no speakers in support of the Complainant. 
Gabriel Zitrin, City Attorney's Office (Respondent), presented an overview of their 
defense. There were no speakers in support of the Respondent. A question and answer 
period followed. The Respondent proyided a rebuttal. The Complainant provided a . 
rebuttal. 

Deputy City Attorney Colla commented on the item. 

Member Knee, seconded by Member Hyland, moved to find Dennis Herrera, Office 
of the City Attorney, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.2l(i) for items 
Nos. 2 and 3 (File Nos. 13058 and 13061). 

Patrick Monette~Shaw stated that the Ethics Commission should not be re-adjudicating 
cases. ·The Good Government Guide is not a legal document. 
Thomas Picarello stated that the SOTF needs to have credibility that should be achieved 
through consistent decision that coincides with other current laws. The previous 
decisions by the SOTF were incorrect. 
Paula Datesh stated that the SOTF needs to send a message to the departments and issue 
clear rulings. 

The motion FA1LED by the following vote: 
Ayes: 5 -Knee, Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka 
Noes: 3-Pilpel, Fischer, Grant 
Absent: 1 - David 

There being no additional motions the Task Force FOUND NO VIOLATIONS and 
concluded the matter. 

4. Public Comment: (01:40:00-01:57:00) 

Patrick Monette-Shaw expressed concern over the removal of the SOTF interested 
persons e-mail list. 
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Ray Hartz Jr. expressed concern thatthe Ethics Commission expedited his hearing to 
coincide with Mr. Hartz' s time out of town. The Ethics Commission held the hearing 
without the presence of Mr~ Hartz. 
Peter Warfield stated that the SOTF Administrator was aware ofMr. Hartz's schedule. 
Mr. Warfield agreed with the comments of Mr. Monette-Shaw regarding the interested 
persons e-mail list. Mr. Warfield expressed concern over the language used by the SOTF 
Administrator in regard to mediation and requirements for the Respondent to respond. 
Paula Datesh comment on the Arts Commission procedures and mishandling of various 
requests. 
Thomas· Picarello commented on the backlog of SOTF complaints and questions the 
scheduling of only 1 complainant and 1 subject matter. Mr. Picarello noted that some 
Members of the Board of Supervisors Staff are unaware of the requirements of the SOTF 
and suggested additional training. 

MEETING RECESSED-6:10 p.m. to 6:22 p.m. 

Member Knee, seconded by Hyland, moved to consolidate the hearing on items Nos. 
5, 6 and 7 (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059) due to the similar subject matter. 

Rick Caldeira,' Clerk of the Board of Supervisors' Office (Respondent), agreed to the 
motions. 

Mr. Hartz (Complainant) agreed to the motion with the. provision that only the hearing 
would be consolidated and that each complaint will be provided a separate decision and 
violations. 

Mr. Hartz requested that Member Pilpel recuse himself from the proceedings on items 5, 
6 and 7. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello expressed his support to consolidate Items No. 5, 6 and 7 and that the 
agreement of the complainant is not requirement to combine files and concern regarding 
the lack of a process to deal with vexatious complaint. 

The motion PASSED by the following vote: 
Ayes: 8 -Knee, Washburn, Pilpel, Sims, Hyland, Oka, Fischer, Grant 
Absent: 1 - David 

5. File No. 13054: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz Jr. against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.15( d) and 
67.34 by posting Complainant's 150-word summary of his public comment as an 
addendum to the meeting minutes rather than including the summary into the body of the 
minutes ofJune 18, 2013. (03:17:00-04:40:00) 

The actions and speakers for Items 5, 6 and 7 (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059) are 
listed under Item No. 7 (File No. 13059.) 
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6. File No. 13055: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz Jr. against Angela Calvillo, Cle;rk of the 
Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.15(d) and 
67.34 by posting Complainant's 150-word summary of his public comment as an 
addendum to the meeting minutes rather than including the summary into the body of the 
minutes ofJune 11, 2013. (03:17:00- 04:40:00) 

The actions and speakers for Items 5, 6 and 7 (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059) are 
listed under Item No. 7 (File No. 13059.) 

7. . File No. 13059: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz Jr. against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67 .15( d) and 
67.34 hy posting Complainant's 150-word summary of his public comment as an 
addendum to the meeting minutes rather than including the summary into the body of the . 
minutes ofJune 25, 2013. (03:17:00-04:40:00) 

The ·actions and speakers for Items 5, 6 and 7 (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059) are 
listed under Item No. 7 (File No. 13059.) 

Member Knee, seconded by Member Oka, moved to find jurisdiction on File Nos. 
13054, 13055.and 13059. 

Public Comment: 
None. 

The motion passed without objections. 

Ray Hartz Jr. (Complainant) provided an overview of the complaint and requested the 
·Task Force to find violations. There were no speakers in support of the Complainant. 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors' Office, (Respondent), presented an· 
overview of their defense. There were no speakers in support of the Respondent. A 
question and answer period followed. The Respondent provided a rebuttal. The 

. Complainant provided a rebuttal. 

Deputy City Attorney Colla commented on the item. 

Member Oka stated that Member Pilpel should recuse himself from voting on complaints 
filed by Mr. Hartz. · · 

(Each motion shall be considered to find a separate violation for each of the listed files). · 

Member Oka, seconded by Member Sims, moved to find Angela Calvillo, Clerk of 
. the Board of Supervisors, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.16, 
67.15(d) and 67.34 (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059). 

Member Knee requested that the question regarding 67.34 be divided. 
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Member Oka, seconded by Member Sims, moved to find Angela Calvillo, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.16 and 
67.15(d). (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059). 

Member Oka, seconded by Member Sims, moved to find Angela Calvillo, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Sections 67.34. (File 
Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059). 

Member Hyland, seconded by Member Washburn, moved to find Angela Calvillo, 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Sections 
67.21(e). (File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059). 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello expressed opposition to the motions and does not agree that the First 
Amendment has been violated. 
Paula Datesh stated that there have been previous cases decided by the SOTF with similar 
circumstances. 

The motion concerning the violations of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16 and. 
67.15(d) FAILED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 5-Knee, Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka 
Noes: 3 - Pilpel, Fischer, Grant 
Absent: 1- David 

The motion concerning the violations of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.21(e) 
FAILED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 3 :__Washburn, Hyland, Oka 
Noes: 5 - Knee, Pilpel, Sims, Fischer, Grant 
Absent: 1- David 

The motion concerning the violations of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.34 FAILED 
by the following vote: 

Ayes: 4- Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka 
Noes: 4- Knee, Pilpel, Fischer, Grant 
Absent: 1 - David 

There being no additional motions the Task Force FOUND NO VIOLATIONS and 
concluded the matter in regards to File Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059. 

8. Sunshine Ordinance Task Force -Annual Report. 

Item 8 continued to May 7, 2014, during Call to Order, Roll Call, and Agenda Changes. 

MEETING RECESSED - 8:46 p.n;i. to 8:50 p.m. 

Page 7 
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Item No. 23 was hearing out of order without objection. 

9. Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Bylaws and Complaint Procedure.- Review and 
Possible Amendments. (04:40:00 05:01:00) 

Chair Grant provided an overview of the proposed process to discuss and adopt changes 
to the SOTF bylaws and procedures. Discussion occurred. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello suggested that any enactments be delayed until new members of the 
SOTF are appointed and commented on proposed amendments. : 

Continued to the May 7, 2014, meeting of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
without objections. 

Member Pilpel, seconded by Member Knee, moved to continued Item Nos. iO 
through 20 to the May·7, 2014, meeting of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. 

Public Comment: 
·Thomas Picarello expressed his appreciation of Member Pilpel trying to be sure that the 
SOTF minutes are correct and encotirages the SOTF to approve and post.the minutes as 
soon as possible. 

The motion was approved without objection. 

10. Approval of Minutes from the May 1, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

11. Approval of Minutes from the June 5, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

· 12. Approval of Minutes from the July 9, 2013, Special Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

13. ·Approval of Minutes from the August 7, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

14. Approval of Minutes from the September 4, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

15. · Approval of Minutes from the October 2, 2013, Regular Meeting. 
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Continued to May 7, 2014. 

16. Approval of Minutes from the November 6, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

17. Approval of Minutes from the December 4, 2013, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

18. Approval of Minutes from the January 30, 2014, Special Meeting. 

·Continued to May 7, 2014. 

19. Approval of Minutes from the February 5, 2014, Regular Meeting. 

Continued to May 7, 2014. 

20. Approval of Minutes from the March 5, 2014, Regular Meeting. 

Contl.nued to May 7, 2014. 

21. Report: Education, Outreach and Training Committee meetings of February 10, 
2014. 

Member Pilpel provided a report on the Education, Outreach and Training Committee 
meeting of-February 10, 2014, and ·stated pending issues before the committee. 

Public Comment: 
None. 

22. Administrator's Report. 

Administrator Young provided a report concerning the administration of the Sunshine 
Ordinance Task Force. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello expressed concern regarding the backlog of complaints and complying 
with the SOTF 45 day requirement. Mr. Picarello proposed changing the scheduling 
process to speed up the complaint process. · 

23. Announcements, Comments, Questions, and Future Agenda Items. 

Member Pilpel provided information concerning a Court of Appeals Case regarding City 
of San Jose v. Ted Smith regarding public records on personal devices and request a 
future hearing regarding the matter. 
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Member Pilpel provided information concerning Court of Appeals Case Al40308 
regarding attorney client privileges and request a hearing on the matter. 

Member Pilpel requested a hearing regarding e-mail notice of agenda being posted 
online. 

Member Pilpel requested a hearing regarding the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
policy concerning SOTF referrals. 

Member Pilpel requested that the SOTF adjourn the meeting in memory of Jean Lum, 
former Deputy Director with the San Francisco Board of Supervisors and Charlotte 
Burke, former President of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. 

Member Knee provided an update on SOTF appointment by the Board of Supervisors 
Rules Committee. The meeting is anticipated to occur on April 17, 2014, or May 7, 
2014. Members who are not reapplying to the SOTF shall continue to serve as holdover 
members until the seats are filled. 

Public Comment: 
Thomas Picarello suggested that the SOTF meeting schedule should continue to be . 

·provided to the public via email. Notice of upcoming meetings should be included in the 
agendas. 

24. ADJOURNMENT 

Member Pilpel, seconded by Member Hyland, moved to adjourn the meeting at the 
hour of 9:55 p.m. in memory of Jean Lum and Charlotte Burke. 

The motion passed without objection. 

----

APPROVED: April 30, 2014 

Victor Young 
Administrator 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

-------
----------------------"=====--=--======~~~-~ ·~·~·------

Page 10 

P1618 



SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 
· 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco CA 94102 

Tel. (415) 554-7724; Fax(4I5) 554-7854 
http://www.sfgov.org!sunshine 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE COMPLAINT 

1 j DS i 

Complaint against which Department or Commission --;3,.0(1-.eb OF ~Pifvf sva..s 

Name of individual contacted at Department or Commission . Hr)l) lLit CAL v} LD LL:f:f2 .. :r:::_ 

· O Alleged violation public records access / / 
~ Atleged violation of public meeting. Date of meeting (; (8 2D 1.3 

Sunshine Ordinance Section G {,/Fi (J.) Pl).e. ;..,1 e-"Ti.s:TI vr?o ,J Y 4- ~ T 34w 1ui::-u0 Rll LLf '21 
(If kl}own, please cite specific provision(s) being violated) 

Pleas~ describe alleged vioiation. Use additional paper if needed. Please attach any relevant 
documentation supporting your complaint. 
······---···-· -·-·~~---- •••••••• , ... 0 •• 0"" •> 0 ·- ·-· ••••• -M 

. Despite six rulings regarding placement of 150-word summaries, including# 12050 Ray Hartz v Clerk of 
the Board, Angela Calvillo continues to abridge public criticism In violation of the Sunshine Ordinanc;e. 
The continued and repeated actions bf the Clerk of the Board constitute a "willful failure" and should be 

· considered "official misconduct'' under the Ordinance. 

Do you want a public hearing before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force? 
Do you also want a ore'."hearina conference before the Complaint Committee? 

(0ptionaQ1 · 

Name 

• RayW. Hartz Jr. 
L1'1>VOIIWOrth St, ;t304 
Frnnclsoe>, Cl\. 941()9-6131 

G3- yes D no 
D yes !El._ no 

Telephone No. (cf ,s,.) 5 4 5 ..q I 4 tf- E~Mail Address /OJt/4~-Tz:nC@s;--Sc__c;, Le! ~AL. iJ C/ 

Date $e:.,oT<w? 6'Ck lf- Z013 : ~':/2 ~ 
. Srgna 

I request confidentiality of my personal information. 0 yes [13'.:. no 

1 NOTICE: PERSONAL INFORMATION THAT YOU PROVIDE MAY BE SUBJECT TO DISCLOSURE UNDER THE 
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT AND THE SUNSHINE ORDINANCE, EXCEPT WHEN CONFIDENTIALITY rs 
SPECIFfCALLY REQUESTED. YOU MAY LIST YOUR BUSINESS/OFFICE ADDRESS, TELEPHONE NUMBER AND E-MAIL 
ADDRESS IN LIEU OF YOUR HOME ADDRESS OR OTHER PERSONAL CONTACTINFORMA TION. Complainl!Jl!S can be 
anonymous as long as the complainarit provides a reliable means of contact with the SOTf (Phone mimber, fux number, or e-mail 

. --- - _lldfilt::~L-
- -- 07/:J.l/08 -
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Tuesday, June 18, 2013 

In accordance With the Sim Francisco. Sunshine Ordinance of 1999, section 67.16 MINUTES, I ask' the following statement be entered in 1he 

minutes of .this meeting. From 1he above listed section: · ''.Any person speaking dwing the public comment period may supply a brief written 
summary of thetr comments, which shall, !fno more than 150 words, be included in the.minutes." 

Furfuer, I request this 150 word sUilllD.ary be included in the body of 1he minutes in accordance w:i1h Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Order of 
Determination in Case #10054, which stated: · · 

"The. Task Force finds that the Commission violated Sunshine OrdJ.°nance Section 67.15 by altering MT. Hartz's siaterntmt as it constimfei/ an 
abridgement of the submission aniI Section 67.16/or attw::hing the statement as an.aiJdendum anil not placing it within the body of the 
minutes.". · 

And the Order of Determination in Case #11054, which stii.ted: . 

"After ilul:y considering the testimony and other eridence presented, along with its prior rulJngs on the issue, the Task Force found that an 
addendum is an attw;;hment to a document, not part of the document, and, accordingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as required 
under the ordinance. The Tll8k Force found that tlie Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 150-woT'II statement must be "in the 
minutes" and that requirement is not satisfied by attaching the statement as an addendum at the enil of the minutes. The Task Force further 
noted that the statements shoulil be within the body of the minutes to prevent public officials from U11lawfally abridging unwanted or critical 
public commeni." 

And the Order of Determination in Case # 11071, which stated: 

"The T~k Force shallnotifjl all City departments ~d agencies thilt incfud:ing public comment summaries as attachments to:meeti'ng minutes, 
instead of incladi:ng such comments in the body of the minutes vi'olates Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16, notwitfutanding the City 
Attorney's advice to the contrary." · 

And: 
. . . 

"The Task Force finds the City Attorney's Office. in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.21(i) for cnntinuing to advise clients that 
public commeni summaries may he attached to minuies. That advice is inconsistent with the Sunshme Ordinance's requirement that the 
"City Attorney's Office shall act to protect and secure the rights of the people of San Francisco to be able to access public information and 
public meetings and sha£1 not act as legal coun~el for any city employee or any person having custody of qny public record for the purpose of 
de1tying access to the public." 

What has it been? A· month, two at most, since members of this BOS raised a 
hue ·and cry about DA Gascon accepting $26,000 .of office furniture. All sorts 
of issues,. in an h_our-long discussion, .especially about accepting the gift 
retroactively! Then last week, you approved RETROACTIVELY $750,000 
from The Friends of the SFPL!" That's more than 28 t:lmes the amount 
. accepted by the DA, and it was done with not one word· of discussion. What 
choice did you have? ·Money's been spent, gifts have been given, trips have 
been taken, influence has been purchased, a fait accompli! At least DA 
Gascon reported "the gifts!" Herrera, the Library Commission, and 
employees of The Library have reported NONE of the gifts they accepted and 
.you retroactiv:ely approved this wholesale purchase of influence! Members of 
the LC lied to tlie public about these gifts·, and you cover their track:S. How 
hypocritical! 
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ADDENDUM 
The following information are provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67. 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz .submitted the following additional information during Public Comment as follows: What . 
has it been? A month, two at most, since members of this BOS raised a hue and cry about DA 
Gascon accepting $26,000 of office turniture. All sorts of issues, in an hour-long discussion, 
especiafly about accepting the gift retroactively! Then last week, you approved RETROACTlVEL Y 
$750,000 from The Friends of the SFPL! That's more than 28 times the amount accepted by the 
DA, and ft was done with not one word of discussion. What choice did you have? Money's been 
spent, gifts have been given, trips have been taken, influence has been purchased, a fait accompli! 
At least DA Gascon reported "the gifts!" Herrera, the Library Commission, and employees of The 
Ubra;y have reported NONE of the gifts they accepted and you retractively approved this 
wholesale purchase of influence! Members of the LC lied to the public about these gifts, and you 
cover their tracks. How hypocrytical! 

City tmd County ofSan.Fr<Dtcisco Page408 Printed at 10:47 am on 7/ZS/13 
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE T A,SK FORCE 
l Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco CA 94102 

Tel. (415) 554-7724;Fai.(415) 554-7854 
http://www.sfgov.orglsun·shine 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE COMPLAINT 

Complaint against which Department ·or Commission /3o(}-12.b OF ~ p f,£,O/ £v{?__ 5 

Name of individual contacted at Department or Commission HJ<; t Lil CAL v I W CL;C-12._,r::_ 

D Alleged violation public records access / I 
~. Alleged violation of public meeting. Date of meeting _r;_I_ 111_20_1_3 _______ _ 

Sunshine Ordinance Section GT f 5 (~f) Pv.e '-'1 G~Sfl mo ,J Y 4-·(::;T34-w1w=-u1_, ·Fil\lLll~t 
(If known, please cfle specific provi.sion(s} being .violated) 

Please describe alleged violation. Use additional paper if needed. Please attach any relevant 
documentation supporting your complaint 

. . 
.-·--~-- ···-··-~----·~· .. ·······-······ ~--· .... ··- -·-·· ··~· ....... ··:· .. . .. ....... . .. .... .. -~······ 

. Despite six rulings regarding placement of 150-word summaries, including-# 12050 Ray Hartz v Clerk of 
the Board1 Angela Calvillo continues to abridg~ public criticism in violation of the.Sunshine Ordinance. 
The continued and repeated actions of the Clerk of the Board constitute a "willful failure" and should be 

· considered "official misconduct'1 under the Ordinance. 

Do you want a public hearing before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force? 
Do you also.want a n~he.arfna conference before the co.mplaint Committee? 

(Optionao1 

Name 

Date 

Mr, RayW. Hartz Jr, 
839 Leovcnworth St. #304 

•n Frandsoo, <:I\ 94l09-6131 Address 
~--

~~~ 

I request confidentiality of my personal information. 0 yes · · ag:. .no 

03- .Yes. D no 
D yes IE:- no 

1 NOTICE: PERSONAL INFORMATION THAT YOU PROVIDE MAY BE SUBJECT TO DISCLOSURE UNDER THE 
CALfFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT AND THE SUNSHINE ORDINANCE, EXCEPT WHEN CONFIDENTIALITY IS 
SPECIFICALLY REQUESTED. YOU MAY LIST YOUR BUSINESS/OFFfCB ADDRESS, TELEPHONE NUMBER AND E-MAIL 
ADDRESS IN LIEU OF YOUR HOME ADDRESS OR OTHER PERSONAL CONTACT INFORMATION. Complainnnts can be· 
anonymous as long :as the complainant provi~s a rnliable means of contact: with the SOTI' (Phone number, fax number. or e--mail 
address). 

07/31/0& 
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Tuesday, June 11, 2013 

In accordance with the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance of 1999, section 67.16 J.v!INUTES; I ask the following statement be entered in the 
minutes of thi~ meeting. From the above listed section: '.'Any person speaking during the public comment period may supply a brief written 
summary of their comments, which shall, if no more than 15 0 words, be included in the minutes. " 

Further, I request this 150 word summary be included in the body ofilie minutes in acc.ordance with Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Order of 
Determination in Case #10054, which stated: 

"The Task Forceftnds that the Commission violatei!Sunshine Ordinan;e Section 67.15 by altering Mr. Ha:rtz's staiement as it constituted an 
abridgement of the submission and Section 67.16 fo:r attaching the statement as an a.ddenilum and not placing it within the body of the 
minutes." 

And the Order ofDeterrnination in Case #11054, which stated: 

''Aft~r duly considering the testimony and other eJJUlence presemed, along with its prior rulings on the issue, the Task Force found that an 
addendwn is an attachment to a document, lWi pMt of the document, and, UCCl)Tdingly, an addendum is not "in the minutes" as reqnirea 
under the ordinance. The Task Force found that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 150-word statement must be "in the 
minutes" and that requirement is not saiisfied by attaching the statement as an addendum ai the end of the minlltes. The Task Force further 
noted that the staiements should be within the body of the minutes to preJJeni public officials from unlawfully abridging unwanted or critical 

. public comment." · · 

And fue Order ofDeterminatiou in Case #11071, which stated: 

"The Taslf Force shall notifp all City departments and agencies that inchµJing public comment summaries as attachments to meeting minutes, 
instead of incl.uding such comments in the body of the minutes violates Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16 , notwithstanding the City 
Attorney's advice to the contrary." 

And: 

"The Task Forcifinds the City Attorney'• Office in violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.2l(i) for continuing to advise clients that 
. public comment .sumlTlaries may be attached to mJnmeS. That advice Is inconsistent with the Sunshine Ordinance's requirement that the 

"City Attorney's Office shall act to protect and secure the rights of the people of San Francisco to be able to access public infonnaiion and 
public meetings and shall not act as legal counsel for any city employee or any person haJJing custody of any ptiblic record for the purpose of 
denying access to the ptiblic." · · 

Whenever I see another story about the misuse of taxpayer funds it makes my 
blood boil, especially when I think about the fact that we never hear any 
resolution of these abuses. The Friends of the San Francisco Library raise 
millions of dollars each year in the name of the citizens of San Francisco. 
When we come here and point out the problems in this. public/private 
"partnership," you just look the other way! When we point out that the City 
Librarian and Library Commission have been LYING, yes LYING, to the · 
public about the financial dealings of The Friends, you look the other way! 
They have abused the public trust placed in. them! When we point out the 
$181,000 of freebies given to the library staff, for them to look the other way, 
you just look the other way! Why don't you care about these abuses of the 
public trust? 
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ADDENDUM 
The following information are provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67. 16. The content js neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during Public Comment as follows: 
Whenever I see another story about the misuse of taxpayer funds it makes my blood boil, 
especially when f think about the fact that we never hear any resofutJon of these abuses. The 
Friends of the San Francisco Ubrary raise millions of dollars each year in the name of-the citizens 
of .San Francisco. When we come· here and point out the problems in this public/private 
"partnership," you just look the ot(ler way! When we point out that the City Ubrarian and Ubrary 
Commission have been LYING, yes LYING, to the public about the financial deadlines of The 
Friends, you look the other way! They have abused the public trust placed in them! When we 
point out the $181, 000 of freebies given to the library staff, for them to look the other way, you just 
look the other way! Why don't you care about these abuses of the public trust? 

City and County of San Frcmcisco 388 Prime_d at 1:49 pm on 7118113 
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 
l Dr. Carlton B. GOodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco CA 94102 

Tel. (415) 554-772{: Fax {415) 554-7854 
http://www.sfgov.org/smishine 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE COMPLAINT 

Complaint against which Department or Commission JD,.., /)'I:-.... D / · 6c 0 , . c:::-
. . . [;;>. tt-tV'_, F d-<:lr ~01 SQ(Z.....:.> 

Name of individual contacted at Department or Commission HJ<;~Lil C:A '-vJ W CL:eR_;r::_ 

D Alleged violation public records access 
~ Atleged violation of public meeting. · Date of meeting 

Sunshine Ordinance Section GT, I b (J.) Pl). B L-1 c_,, ksfl V>1 o ,J Y 4 ~ T 3 Y-LO ILU=-u G R\ l UI {21 

(If known, please cite speciffC provision(s) being violated) 

Please describe alleged violation. Use additional paper if needed. Please attach any relevant 
documentation supporting your complaint. · · 

. Despite six rulings regarding placement of 150-word summaries, including# 12050 Ray Hartz v Clerk of 

the Board, Angela Calvillo continues to abridge public criticism in violation of the sunshine Ordinance. 

The continued and repeated actions of the Clerk of the Boa.rd constitute a "willful failure" and should be 

· considered "official misconduct" under the Ordinance. 

.Do you want a public hearing before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force? 
Do you also.want a .Pfe:-'hearina conference before the Complaint Committee? 

(Optiona~1 

Name 

, Ray W. Hartz Jr, 
9 Leavenworth St. 41304 

oo Fmndsoo, CA 94109-6131 Address ---
. . . 

[£1._ yes D no 
D yes lB- no 

Telephone No. (<+rs.) 8 tf-5 -Cf 1 Lf 4-

Date $ep~ 6?./2_ 4- ZOf3 

E-Mail Address ;&:Jd4R:JZ;f'1/2_@s;:BQ~ Lei B..4L, iJ C/ 

:5°7~ 
1. request confidentiality of my personal information. . D yes [l3'.:. no 

1 NOTICE: PERSONAL INFORMATION THAT YOU PROVIDE MAY BE SUBJECT TO DISCLOSURE UNDER THE 
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT AND THE SUNSHINE ORDINANCE, EXCEPT WHEN CONFIDENTIALITY IS 
SPECIFICALLY REQUESTED. YOU MAY LIST YOUR BUSINESS/OFFrCE ADDRESS, TELEPHONE NUMBER AND E-MAIL 
ADDRESS IN LIBU OF YOUR HOME ADDRESS OR OTHER PERSONAL CONTACT INFORMATION. Complaimmts can be 
anonymous· as long as t'1e complainant provides a reliable means of contact with the SOIT (Phone number, fax number, or e-mail 
address). · 

. 07131/0ll 
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Tuesday, June 25, 2013 
. . 

'~.;. 

In accordance with the San Francisco· Sunshine Ordinance of 1999, section 67.16 MINUTES, I ask the following statement be entered in the 
minutes of th1s meeting. From the above listed section: ''.Any person speaking during the pu.blic comment period mqy supply a brief written 
summary of their comments, which shall, if no more than 150 words, be included in the minutes." · 

Further, I requ(lst this 150 word summary be included in the body of the minutes in accordance with Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Order of 
Detennination in Case # l 00 54, which stated.: · 

'The Task Force finds that the Commission violated SUltshine Ordinance Section 67.15 by a/Jering Mr. Hart;;'s statement as it co"nstibited an 
abridgement of the submission tJnil Section 67.16 for attaching the statement as an addendum and not placing it within the body of the 
minutes." · 

.And the Order ofDetennination in Case #11054, which stated: 

"After. duly considering the testimony. and other evidence presented, along with its prior riilings 011 the issue, the Task Force found that «n 
· addendum is an attachment to a document, not part of the document, tmd, accordingly, an addendum i"s not "in the minutes" as requi.red 

under the ordinance. The Task Force follltd that the Ordinance states in simple, plain language that the 150-word statement must be "in the 
· minmes" and that reqwemen:t is not satisfied by attaching the statement as an addend111t1 at the end of the minutes. The Task Force farther 
noted that the .statements shoulil be within the body of the minutes to prevent public officials from unlawfully abriaging wrwanJed or ·ctitical 
public comment." · 

And the Order of Determination in Case #11071, ~hich stated: 

"The Task Force shall notifY all City departments and agencies ihat including public comment su:/tllTWTies as atfachmenJs to meeting mi"nut~, 
instead of including such comments in the body of the minutes violates Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16 , notwifhstanding the City 
Attorney's advice to the contrary." 

And: 

"The Task Force ftnils the City Attorney's Office in violation of Su~hine Orifina~e Section 67.21(i) for conti~ing to advise clients that 
public comment summtiries may be attached to 1tiimues. That advke is incoJJdrti!nt with the Sumhi:ne Ordinance's ·requirement that the 
"City Attorney's Office shall act to protect and Sf'cure the rights of the people of San J!tancisco to be able to access public information and 
public meetings and shall.l!o~ act as legal counsel for any city employee or mzy person having custody of any public record for th~ purpose of 
denying acce$s to the public." 

City Librarian Luis Herrera and the Library Commission, led by Jewelle. 
Gomez, have been negligent ·in their oversight of The. Friends of the San 
Francisco Public· Library~ An examination of documents provided at Libr.ary 
Commission meetings shows that they have simply allowed nThe Friends.t~ to 
"self-report" regarding more than $60 ·million raised and expended in the 
name of the citizens of San Francisco. It is .my belief that this "private public 
partnership" will be reviewed by the Civil. Grand Jury, and· eventually by a 
Civil Jury of 12 San Franciscans.~ In a typical year 'tThe Friends" raises· 
approximately 4 to 4 .5. million dollars, spends another 2 to $2.5 million from 
reserves, and the citizens of this City benefit to the tune of less than $400,000! 

I will admit these are rough estimates, given that Luis Herrera has unla_wfully 
withheld public records disclosable under the Sunshine Ordinance and the 
CPRA. 
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ADDENDUM 
. The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section.· 
6T 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional ihformation during Public Comment as follows: City 
Ubrarian Luis Herrera and the Library Commission, Jed by Jewelle Gomez, have been negligent in 
their oversight of The Friends of the San Francisco Public Ubraty. An examination of documents 
provided at Library Commission meetings shows that they have simply allowed "The Friends" to 
''self-report" regarding more than $60 million raised and expended in the name of the citizens of 
San Francisco. It is my belief that this "prf.vate public partner8hip" will be reviewed by the Civil 
Grant Jury, and eventually by a Civil Jury of 123 San Franciscans. In a typical year "The Friends" 
raises approximately 4 to 4.5 million dollars, spends another-2 to $2.5 million from reserves, and 
the citizens of this Cify benefit to the tune of less than $400, boo! I wm admit these are rough 
estimates, given that Luis Herrera has unlawfully withheld public records disc/osable under the 
Sunshine Ordinance and the CPRA. · · 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

City and County of San Francisco Page433 Printed at 8:49 am on 811.9113 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

October 11, 2017 

San Francisco Ethics Commission 
Attn: LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 
s.an Francisco, CA 94102 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244 

San Francisco CA 94102-4689 
.Tel. No. (415) 554-7724 
Fax No. (415) 554-7854 

. TDD/TTY No. ( 415) 554-5227 

Re: Referral to the Ethics.Commission: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force File No. 17048 
Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the B.oard of Supervisors 

Dear Ethics Commission, 

Our office has been informed that the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (SOTF, Task Force) 
referred the subject complaint (SOTF File No.17048) to the Ethics Commission (Commission) for 
enforcement. Please note that our office had exhaustively addressed this matter with the complainant 
and Task Force on numerous occasions, and we believe the complaint is without merit. Background 
information is provided herein and attached for the Commission's reference. 

The Task Force alleges that we are in violation of Administrative Code Sections 67.16 and 67.34, 
· by willfully failing to place a written summary of public comment, if no more than 150 words, into the 

body of the minutes. 

Firs.t, the Brown Act imposes no requirements on policy bodies regarding what is recorded, 
within the meeting minutes. The Charter of the City and County of San Francisco requires that a record 
be kept of the proceeding, specifically iridi.cating how each. member voted on each question; and shall be 
made available to the public, but does not otherwise require any other information be kept. 

Adopted by the voters in 1999, Administrative Code, Section 67.16, states the clerk or secretary 
shall record the minutes for each regular and special meeting, specifically the time the meeting began 
and ended; names and titles if applicable of attendees; the roll call vote on each matter considered, and 
finally a list of the members of the public who spoke on each matter if the speakers identified 
themselves and if in support or opposition on a matter, to be listed under the public comment section. 
Additionally, ifthe public speaker.submits a 150-word summary of.their public comment, it is noted as 
such next to their name and the reader is referred to an appendix, with a page number, wher-e the 
comment is captured as part of the same document. Provided attached is an example of the minutes 
from the June 18, 2013 Board of Supervisors meeting-the subject of one of the complaints made by 
the complainant- which indkates the complainants name in the body (page 401) with reference to the 
appendix (page 408) of the Board's official minutes. 

Administrative Code Section 67.16 in part states that, "Any person speaking during a public 
comment period may°supply a brief written summary of their comments which shall, if no more than 

· 150 words, be included in the minutes." However, the Task Force loosely interprets the spirit of the. 
Administ.rative Code 67.16 to mean in the body ofthe minutes. The Task Force do.es not have authority 
to amend the Administrative Code and impose additional requirements, and cannot add or impiy the 

_________ · __ words_ 'in the bodyof the minutes~ _ _ ____ _ 
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Secondly, the Task Force has previously referred similar alleged violations of Section 67 .16 for 
administrative remedy to the Commission. See Ray Hartz vs. San Francisco Public Library City Librarian, 
Luis Herrera, Ethics Complaint Nos. 03-120402 & 01-130307. Mr. Hartz' complaint stated that the Task· 

· Force had found that the 150-word written summaries of Public Comments must be placed within the 
body of the minutes. On both complaints, the Ethics Commissioners found forthe City Librarian stating 
that, "the minutes provided were paginated as a single document, including the addendum and the Task 
Force cannot add or imply the words 'in the body of the minutes' into the Sunshine Ordinance." A 
motion was passed during the February 25, 2013 meeting that the Commission found no violation of the 
Sunshine Ordinance. 1 On June 24, 2013, the Ethics Commission again discussed the factual and legal 
issues of this matter and concluded that there was no violation of Sunshine Ordinance, section 67.16, 
because the written summaries appeared in the minutes, and that placing the summaries in an 
addendum that is part of the same document satisfies the requirements of Section 67.16.2 In each 
.case, the Commission has been consistent and supportive that no violation existed, that the 150-word 
sufY)mary is not a part of the body's official minutes, nor does the body need to vouch for its accuracy; 
and the minutes may expressly so state. 

Nevertheless, on similar complaints filed by Mr. Ray Hartz against the Clerk of the Board (SOTF 
File Nos. 12050, 13054, 13055, 13059, 16088, 16089), the Task Force directed that we include 150-word 
summary "in the body of the minutes." The Office of the City Attorney, the City's legal advisor, has 
opined that " ... the 150-word summary is not a part of the body's official minutes, nor does the body 
vouch for its accuracy; and the minutes may expressly so state" in. the City Attorney's Good Government 
Guide for 2010-11, Chapter IV, Section G.2.b. In accordance with advice from the Office onhe City . 
Attorney, and decisions promulgated from the Ethics Commission, we believe the Office of the Clerk of 
the Board fully complies with the. policies and procedures adopted by the City's voters in 1999. The 
complaints are without merit as the 150-word summary is placed in the addendum as articulated by the 
Commission. The header and the footer of the Addendum references the Board of Supervisors, meeting 
minutes; date, and page number as ruled appropriate by the Ethics Commission. The addendum is part 
of the official Minutes which are maintained in the Office of the Clerk of the Board and on the website of 
the Board of Supervisors. Consistent with and supportive of the determinations made by the 
Commission, the Clerk of the Board acted in full compliance with the Sunshine Ordinance and has 
neither shown nor intended any willful violation. 

Lastly, the Task Force has previously provided contradictory opinions and rulings. On April 2, 
2014, the Task Force held a hearing on SOTF File Nos. 13058, 13061, Ray Hartz vs. Office of the City 
Attorney, Dennis Herrera, regarding placement of 150-word summaries. The Task Force found no 
viofations and concluded the matter. The Task Force also heard SOTF File Nos. 13054, 13055, 13059, 
. Ray Hartz vs. Office of the Clerk of the Board, regarding placement of 150-word summaries. The Task 
Force again found no violations and concluded the matter. Task Force members at the time were: Grant 
(Chair), Fischer (Vice-Chair), Knee, Washburn, Pilpel, Sims, David, Hyland, and Oka. A copy of the April 2, 
2014, meeting minutes is attached for your reference.· However, when the same complaint from the 
same complainant was made again before the current Task Force members: Wolfe (Chair), Hyland (Vice­
Chair), Baranetsky (Vacated), Eldon, Wolf, Chopra, Tesfai, Maass, Cannata, Fischer, and Hinze, the Task 
Force ruled inconsistently- actively seeking out and motioning a violation against the Department 

The Office of the Clerk of the Board conforms to all said requirements, and have allocated a 
significant amount of resources to address this matter in good faith with the Task Force and 
complainant. Our office conforms to all said requirements, and the complaint is, respectfully, without 
merit. As it is our hope to seek administrative remedy from the Commission, we stand ready arid willing 
to address any_questions_thatyou may have. __ _ 
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Sincerely, 

~~~~-
Angela Calvillo 
Cle~k of the Board of Supervisors 

Attachments 

c: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. 
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Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

File No. 17048 

Ray Hartz V Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Date filed with SOTF: 05/15/2017 

Contacts information (Complainant information listed :first): 
rwhartzjr@comcast.net (Complainant) 
Angela Calvillo, Wilson Ng (Respondent) 

File No .. 17048: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 67.16, 

. by failing to place a written summary of the public comment, if no more than 150 words, in the 
minutes (Ma:rch 14, 2017 and March 21, 2017). 

Administrative Summary if applicable: 

Complaint Attached. 

SEC. 67.16. MINUTES. 
The clerk or secretary of each board and commission enumerated in the Charter shall record the 
minutes for each regular and special meeting of the board or commission. The minutes shall state the 
time the meeting was called to order, the names of the members attending the meeting, the roll call 
vote on each matter considered at the meeting, the time the board or commission began and ended 
any closed session, the names of the members and the names, and titles where applicable, of any 
other persons attending any closed session, a list of those members of the public who spoke on each 
matter if the speakers identified themselves, whether such speakers supported or opposed the matter, 
a brief summary of each person's statement during the public comment period for each agenda item, 
and the time the meeting was adjourned. Any person speaking during a public comment period may 
supply a brief written summary of their comments which shall, if no more than 150 words, be 
included in the minutes. 
The draft minutes of each meeting shall be available for inspection and copying upon request no later 
than ten working days after the meeting. The officially adopted minutes shall be available for 
inspection arid copying upon request no. later than ten working days after the meeting at which the 
minutes are adopted. Upon request, minutes required. 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Mmu:tes - Draft 3114/2017 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67.16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
fol!ows: Starting today and continuing through the remainder of the year I intend to talk to this 
body about a fraud that is being perpetrated on the citizens of San Francisco by the Office of the 
Mayor! That office has colluded with the SFPL, the City Ubrarian appointed by the mayor, and the 
Ubrary Commission who are a/so appointed by the Mayor. Since 2000 The Friends and 
Foundation of the SFPL has had more than $80 million pass through their hands without 
accounting to anyone! This month it wiFI be four years since "The Friends" have made a financial 
presentation to the Ubrary Commission and the public! A group of private individuafs raising 
money in the name of the SFPL, an institution in its own right, but also a department of San 
Francisco City government. This fraud has been perpetrated for 18 years and is designed to 
continue in perpetuity! 

) 

aty and County of San Fra:ncisco Page19 Printed at 1:45 pm on S/1511.7 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes-Draft 3/2112017 

ADDENDUM 
The fo!lowing information is proviqed by speakw(s), pursuant to Administrative Code,· Section 
67.16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
follows: So, we are talking about the ongoing fraud being perpetrated on the citizens of San 
Frandsco by the Office of the Mayor! From the findings of the FPPC: "Respondent, Luis Herrera,· 
while serving as City Ubrarfan for the San Francisco Pi.Jbfic Ubrary, tailed to report gifts received 
from The Friends of the San Francisco Public Library on annual statements of Economic interests 
for calendar years 2009, 2010, and 2011 in violation of government code section 87300." He 
signed those statements with the fo/fowfng declaration: "/ certify under penalty of perjury under the 
laws of the state of California that the foregoing is true and correct." So, a City Department head, 
appointed by the Mayor, perjured himself by lying year, after year, after year! Almost $15,000 over 
those three years! And, at that point, it had become a custom for more than a decade! Did he do 
this knowingly and wiJffuf/y? · 

------- city ana County of San Fra.Jtcisco PageJ8 . --Printed at. 3:09 pm on 3/Z211.1 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Mmutes -Draft 311412017 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67.16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors_ 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General PubHc Comment, as 
folfows: Starting today and continuing through the remainder of the year I intend to talk to this 
body about a fraud that is being perpetrated on the citizens of San Francisco by the Office of the 
Mayor! That office has colfuded with the SFPL, the City Ubrarian appointed by the mayor, and the 
Ubrary Commission who are also appointed by the Mayor. Since 2000 The Friends and 
Foundation of the SFPL has had more than $80 mmion pass through their hands without 
accounting to anyone! This month it will be four years since 7he Friends" have made a financial 
presentation to the Library Commission and the public! A group of private individuals raising 
money in the name of the SFPL, an institution in its own right, but also fl department of San 
Francisco City government. This fraud has been perpetrated for 18 years and is designed to 
continue in perpetuity! · 

aty anil County of S1ar. Fraw:isi;o Pagel9 ~d at 1:43 pm on. 3/15117 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Mimaes -Draft 312112017 

ADDENDUM 
The following information is provided by speaker(s}, pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67_ 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Hartz submitted the following additional information during General Public Comment, as 
follows: So, we are talking about the ongoing fraud being perpetrated on the citizens of San 
Francisco by the Office of the Mayor! From the findings of the FPPC: "Respondent, Luis Herrera, 
while serving as City Ubrarian for the San Francisca Publfc Ubrary, failed to report gifts received . 
from The Friends of the San Francisco Public Ubrary on annual Statements of Economic interests 
for calendar years 2009, 2010, and 2011 in violation of government code section 87300." He 
signed those statements with the following declaration: "/ certify under penalty of perjury under the 
Jaws of the State of California thatthe foregoing is true and correct." So, a City Department head, 
appointed by the Mayor, perjured himself by lying year, after year, after year! Almost $15,000 over 
those three years! And, at that point, it had become a custom for more than a decade! Did he do 
this knowingly and wilffuf/y? 

City and County of San Fra:nci:sca Page18 Printed at 3:09 pm on 3/Z2!17 
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. . 

Ethics Commission 
City and County of San Francisco 

Minutes - October 23, 2017 

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of 
The San Francisco Ethics Commission 

October 23, 2017 
Room 400 - City Hall 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

·Approved: November 27, 2017 

1. Call to order and roll call. 
Chair Keane called the meeting to order at 5:41 PM. 

COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT: Peter Keane, Chairperson; Daina Chiu, Vice-Chairperson; Paul Renne, 

Commissioner; Quentin L. Kopp, Commissioner; Yvonne Lee, Commissioner. 

STAFF PRESENT: LeeAnn Pelham, Executive Director; Jessica Blome, Deputy Directori Kyle Kundert, Senior 

Policy Analyst; Pat Ford, Policy Analyst. 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATIORNEY: Andrew Shen, Deputy City Attorney (DCA). 

OTHERS PRESENT:-Unidentified members of the public. 

MATERIALS DISTRIBUTED: . 

• September 25, 2017, draft minutes . 

.. October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding proposed amendment to ihe Ethics Commission's 

by-Jaws to change the date and start time of the Commission's Regular Monthly meeting. 

11 Octoher 16, 2017, Staff report and SOTF Order of Determination discussion and possible action on 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvi/lo, Clerk of the Board 

of Supervisors. 

11 October 19, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding the.2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and 

Accountability Ordinance. 

• October 19, 2017, Staff report and attachments regcirding on proposed change to Ethics Commission 

Regulations '67.33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings). 

• October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding Staff's Proposed Draft Enforcement 

Regulations with Staff Responses .to Written Public Comment. 

= October 18, 2017, Staff report and attachments regarding legislative items of interest to Commissioner 

Kopp. 

" Octo6er f9~2on;staffrep-orn:i11d-<lttachmentsTegarding-StaffPolicyReport-anci-m0nthlyu1xlate-of-the-- -- ----~ ________________ _ 

Commission's Annual Policy Plan. 
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• October 18, 2017, Enforcement Report and attachments. 

• October 19, 2017, Executive Director's Report and attachments. 

2. Public comment on matters appearing or not appearing on the agenda. 

Charlie Marsteller read a comment from Larry Bush. Phyllis Bowie, representing Midtown Park Apartments, 

spoke regarding issues with their lease and requested an investigation. Audrey Leong, an employee of the 

City and County of San Francisco, spoke regarding a harassment issue in the workplace. Ellen Lee Zhou, an 

employee of the City and County of San Francisco, speaking on behalf of Audrey Leong and others 

regarding corruption across City departments, asked the Ethics Commission to investigate. Debbi Lerman, 

the San Francisco Human Services Network, commented on the San Francisco Chronicle article regarding 

behested payments. Ray Hartz spoke regarding the Jack of notification he received from the Ethics 

Commission for his agenda item; he also spoke about Colin Kaepernick. Trevor Martin, treasurer for the 

San Francisco Bernicrats and San Francisco for Democracy, spoke in favor o'f Prop J. 

The following written summary was provided by the speaker, Ray Hartz Jr., the content of which is neither 

generated by, nor subject to approval or venfication of accuracy by, the Ethics Commission: 

Colin Kaepernick has earned and will one day be awarded the Presidential Medal of Freedom! Kneeling 

during the National Anthem is not disrespectful to the flag, the anthem, or the country. It is the exercise of a 

right enshrined in the First Amendment! It is signf respect for the Constitution which is the foundation upon 

which our country is built. Some of his. loudest critics, who wish to infringe upon his right to free speech, 

should remember, that same short paragraph also protects their right to worship. Others should 

remember: the next short paragraph protects their right to bear arms. The final words of that anthem are: 

"the land of the free and the home of the brave." Colin Kaepernick is free to express.his beliefs and brave in 

doing so! Think of what he has sacrificed and acknowledge his act as a sign of respect, belief, trust, and 

hope! 

3. Discussion and possible action on draft minutes for the Commission's September 25, 
2017, regular meeting. 

Commissioner Kopp proposed a correction to the minutes. 

Motion 171023-1 (Kopp/ ): Moved and passed unanimously (5-0) that the Commission approve the 

minutes as amended for the September 25, 2017 regular meeting. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel requested several edits to the minutes. 

4. Discussion and possible action regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics 
Commission's by-laws to change the date and start time of the Commission's Regular 
Monthly meeting. 

Executive Director Pelham spoke regarding this agenda item. Chair Keane and Commissioner Renne 

commented that they are in favor of changing the meeting date and time. 

Motion 171023-2 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously (5-0) that the Commission 

carry this motion on to the November Commission meeting. 

Public Comment: 

Ray Hartz from San Francisco Open Government, David Mihai from RepresentUs, and David Pilpe\ all spoke 

on this agenda item. 

5.Discussion and possible action on Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 
17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 
Mr. Hartz commented that five minutes is not enough time to present his case. Mr. Hartz proceeded to 

----presenthisease, andwhen-hernnoutoftime,-theCommission-moved.to allow Mr._Hartz as much 

reasonab.le time needed to present his case. Chair Keane asked if Staff had any communication with Ms. 
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Calvillo. Deputy Director Bloome stated that due to the late courtesy notice Staff gave to Mr. Hartz and Ms. 

Calviilo, she was unable to attend. Commissioner Kopp, Commissioner Renne and Vice Chair Chiu spoke 

. regarding this item. Chair Keane asked Mr. Hartz if he had a response to the Commissioners' discussion. 

Mr. Hartz spoke in response to the Commissioners discussion. 

Public Comment: 

Dr. Derek Kerr, Charlie Marsteller from Frie.nds of Ethics, and David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item. 

The following written summary was provided by the speaker, Dr. Derek Kerr, the content of which is neither 

generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, the Ethics Commission: 

Ms. Calvillo buries written public comments as "addendums" to government meeting minutes. Her officious 

response to Ray Hartz's complaint devalues public engagement, marginalizing those who labor to share 

their views in writing. The message: we are unworthy. She worries about "researchers" who supposedly 

must "cull through various 150-word statement''. First, 150-word comments are too rare to need culling. 

Secondly, she wrongly assumes researchers are disinterested in the public sentiments conveyed therein. 

She laments she cannot ''vouch for the accuracy" of these comments. She doesn't have to. Everybody knows 

they're no~ official pronouncements. Though unofficial, they're officially considered core components of 

open meetings. She frets she cannot "attest to the accuracy and relevance" of said comments. More 

important, written comments typically challenge the accuracy and relevance of government actior.is. They 

belong within the agenda items they address - in the body of the minutes. Otherwise, it's subtle censorship 

- protest cleansing. 

Motion 171023-3 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously (5-0) that the Clerk of the Board 

Angela Calvillo did not violate the Sunshine Ordinance as alleged in Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral 

File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

Commissione,r Renne noted there is merit to Mr. Hartz's argument. Commissioner Renne stated he thinks it 

would be good policy that the Ethics Commission recommend to the various governmental agencies that 

when a 150-word statement is provided, it is placed in the corresponding agenda item. 

6.Continued discussion and possible action on revised proposed 2017San Francisco Anti­
Corruption and Accountability Ordinance that builds on the initial Proposition J Revision 
proposal and amends City campaign and government conduct laws (SF Campaign and 
Governmental Conduct Code Articles I and Ill). 

Policy Analyst Patrick Ford spoke regarding this agenda item. Chair Keane turned the item over to Vice 

Chair Chiu and Commissioner Lee. Discussion ensued among Commissioners, Staff, and DCA Shen. Vice­

Chair Chiu proposed a motion to accept the ordinance as amended. 

Motion 2071023-4(Chiu/Renne): Moved, seconded and passed (4-1, Commissioners Keane, Chiu, Renne 

and Lee in favor, Commissioner Kopp opposed) that the 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and 

Accountability Ordinance be passed as amended. 

Prior to the vote, Commissioner Kopp moved to make friendly amendments to Vice Chair Chiu's motion. 

Vice Chair Chiu declined Commissioner Kopp's amendments. 

Public Comment: 

Debbi Lerman from the Sa11 Francisco Human Services Network, David Mihai from RepresentUs, Peter 

Cohen from the Council of Community Housing Organizations, Morgan Aitken-Young from Represent Us 

San Francisco, Jan Masaoka from California Association of Nonprofits, David Pilpel, Anita Mayo from 

P.illsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman, and Charlie Marsteller all spoke regarding this agenda item. 

7.Discussion and possible action on proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 
67 .33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings). 

Senior Policy Analyst Kyle Kundert spoke regarding this agenda item. 

Motion 171023-5 (Renne/Kopp): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously (4-0, Commissioner Lee 

absent) that the proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 67.33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and 
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Ethics Trainings) be adopted. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item. 

a.continued discussion and possible action on Staff's Proposed Draft Enforcement 
Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment. 

Deputy Director Blome spoke regarding this agenda item. Discussion ensued with Commissioner Renne, 

Vice Chair Chiu and Deputy Director Blome. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this agenda item. 

9.Discussion and possible action on legislative items of interest to Commissioner Kopp. 

Follow up on items of interest Commissioner Kopp mentioned at the June Commission meeting. There 

were two Board of Supervisors' ordinances not adopted by the board. The first, from Supervisor Farrell, has 

ordinance language; Commissioner Kopp asked that it be on the calendar next month for action by the 

Commission. The second, from Supervisor Safai, is not in ordinance form; Commissioner Kopp requested 

Staff to put it in ordinance form. Commissioner Kopp requested this be on the calendar for the November 

meeting as well. DCA Shen asked for clarification as to what action Commissioner Kopp would like the 

Commission to take. Commissioner Kopp replied he wants the Commission to adopt and have both on the 

ballot for the June 2018 election. Chair Keane advised that at its December meeting the Commission will 

discuss the potential of these items appearing on the ballot for the Ju.ne 2018 election. 

Public Comment: 

Peter Cohen from the Council of Community Housing Organizations spoke regarding this item. 

10. Discussion of Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the Commission's Annual 
Policy Plan. 
Senior Policy Analyst Kundert spoke regarding this item. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding this item. 

11. Discussion of Enforcement Report. An update on various programmatic and operational 
highlights of the Enforcement Program's activities since the last monthly meeting. 

Deputy Director Blome, in the interest of time, left this item open for questions. There were no questions 

from the Commissioners. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

12. Discussion of Executive Director's Report. An update of various programmatic and 
operational highlights of Ethics Commission staff activities since the Commission's last 
monthly meeting. The written report, which is available at the Commission office and on its 
website, covers a range of topics such as the Commission's budget, outreach activities, 
campaign finance disclosure and public financing programs, audit program, lobbyist 
program, campaign consultant program, permit consultant program, major developer 
program, and future staff projects. Any of these subjects may potentially be part of the 
Director's presentation or discussed by the Commission. 

Executive Director Pelham spoke regarding this agenda item. Commissioner Kopp asked for clarification on 

a staff position. 

Public Comment: 
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None. 

13. Discussion and possible action regarding status of complaints received or initiated by 
the Ethics Commission. Possible Closed Sessio·n. 

The Commission did not go into closed session. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

14. Discussion and possible action on items for future meetings. 
Vice Chair Chiu requested that, given the intervention of Russia in the 2016 election and the use of targeted 

advertisements to influence the outcome of the election, Staff prepare a white paper to pres_ent the issues 

and actions that the Commission might take as a Commission in San Francisco to prevent the hijacking of 

the electoral process. Commissioner Kopp requested that 1) a charter amendment be made to empower 

this Commission to have its own legal co.unsel independent of the City Attorney; 2) Staff procure 

preparation, or an ordinance, to abolish the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force; 3) Staff consider methods for 

keeping track of state legislation which affects the Commission's responsibilities. Discussion ensued with 

DCA Shen, Deputy Director Blome, Chair Keane, and Commissioner Kopp. Executive Director Pelham 

clarified-that Staff has a legislative tracker on the website and will now oe included in the Commissioners 

agenda packet going forward. 

Public Comment: 

David Pilpel spoke regarding Commissioner Kopp's items for future meetings. 

15. Additional opportunity for public comment on matters appearing or not appearing on 
the agenda pursuant to Ethics Commission Bylaws Article Vil Section 2. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

16. Adjournment. 
Motion 171023-6 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded, passed unanimously (4-0, Commissioner Lee absent) to 

adjourn. 

Public Comment: 

None. 

· The meeting was adjourned at 10:26PM. 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting Minutes 611812013 

Members Present: John Avalos, London Breed, David Campos, David ·Chiu, Malia Cohen, Mark Farrell, 
Jane Kim, Eric Mar, Katy Tang, Scott Wiener, and Norman Yee 

ROLL CALL AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The meeting was called to order at 2:09 p.m~ On the call of the roll, all Supervisors were noted 
present. 

AGENDA CHANGES 
There were none. 

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES 
Supervisor Mar, seconded by Supervisor Campos, moved to approve the Special Board Meeting 
Minutes of.March 27, 2013, April 24, 2013, and May. 8, 2013, and the Board Meeting Minutes of May 14, 
2013. The motion carried by the following. vote: 

Ayes: 11 - Avalos., Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen .. Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

COMMUNICATIONS 
There were none. 

CONSENT AGENDA 

Recommendation of the Budget and Finance Committee 

130483 [Appropriation - Water Revenue Bonds for the Public Utilities Commission 
Calaveras Dam Project - $55,064,799; and Re-Appropriation -Water System 
Improvement Projects - $77,271,24 - FY2012-2013] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance appropriating $55,064,799 of proceeds from .San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
(SFPUC) Water Revenue Bonds to fund the Water System Improvement Program (WSIP) 
Calaveras Dam Project and re-appropriating $77,271,241 of WSIP Project appropriations to 
various WSIP Projects consistent with the revised April 2013 WSIP Program Budget adopted by 
the SFPUC. 
(Fiscal Impact) 

Ordinance No. 113-13 

FINALLY PASSED 
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Recommendations of the Land Use and Economic Development Committee 

130251 [Public Works Code - Public Improvements as Gifts] 
Sponsors: Wiener; Yee 

611812013 

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code, by adding Section 791, to allow the Director of the 
Department of Public Works, subject to specified requirements, to accept certain public 
improvements as public gifts and dedicate such improvements to public use; and making 
environmental findings. 

Ordinance No. 114-13 

FINALLY PASSED 

130252 [Administrative Code - Street Design Review Committee] 
Sponsors: Wiener; Yee 
Ordinance amending the Administrative Code to establish a Street Design Review Committee. 

Ordinance No. 115-13 

FINALLY PASSED 

· 130253 [Fire Code - Fire Apparatus Access Roads] 
Sponsors: Wiener; Yee 
Ordinance amending the Fire Code, Chapter 5, Section 503.4, to clarify what does not constitute an 
obstruction of a Fire Apparatus Access Road. 

Ordinance No.116-13 

FINALLY PASSED 

Recommendations of the Rules Committee 

130360 [Settlement of Claim - Bank of San Francisco - $32,246] 
Resolution approving the proposed settlement of claim filed by Bank of San Francisco against the 
City and County .of San Francisco for $32,246; claim was filed on July 17, 2012, bearing claim 
number 13-00117: (City Attorney's Office) 

Resolution No. 207-13 

ADOPTED 

130361 [Settlement of Claim - Stanford Group Company - $63,292.52] 
Resolution approving the proposed settlement of claim filed by Stanford Group Company against 
the City and County of San Francisco for $63,292.52; claim was filed on July 25, 2012, bearing 
claim number 13-00190. (City Attorney's Office) 

Resolution No. 208-13 

ADOPTED 
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130451 [Settlement of Claim - Magdaleno Rios - $50,000] 
. Resolution approving the settlement of the unlitigated claim filed by Magdaleno Rios against the 
City arn;l County of S.an Francisco for $50,000; claim was filed on February 8, 2013. (City Attorney's 
Office) 

Resolution No. 209-13 

ADOPTED 

130452 [Settlement of Claim - Sharon Prieto - $40,000] 
Resolution approving the proposed settlement of claim by Sharon Prieto against the City and 
County of San Francisco for $40, 000; claim was filed on June 11, 2012, bearing Claim No. 
12-02916. (City Attorney's Office) 

Resolution No. 210-13 

ADOPTED 

The foregoing items were acted upon by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

REGULAR AGENDA 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Recommendation of the Budget and Finance Committee 

130365 [De-Appropriation and Re-Appropriation - Operating Budget Amendment of 
$5,096,000 and Capital Improvement Projects of $42, 178,878 for Public Utilities 
Commission~ FY2013~2014] 

Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance amending the adopted FY2013-2014 Appropriation Ordinance and other adopted 
biennial capital appropriation ordinances for the Public Utilities Commission, including $3, 100,000 
in de-appropriation and re-appropriation for the Hetch Hetchy Enterprise operating budget; 
de-appropriating $16,414,070 and re-appropriating $7,513,665 in capital projects in the Hetch 
Hetchy Capital Improvement Program projects; de-appropriat\ng and re-appropriating $1,996,000 

. in the Water Enterprise operating budget; de-appropriating $70,955,900 and re-appropriating 
$55,169,000 in the in the Water Enterprise Capital Improvement Program projects; and 
de-appropriating $56,370,059 and re-appropriating $38,878,486 in the Wastewater Enterprise 
Capital Improvement Program. · · 
(Fiscal Impact) 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the follovying vote: 

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, ,Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, \'\fiener, Yee. 
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Recommendation of the Land Use and Economic Development Committee 

120669 [Subdivision Code - Condominium Conversion Fee] 
Sponsors: Chiu; Kim, Yee and Campos 

611812013 

Ordinance amending the Subdivision Code, by adding Section 1396.4, to adopt a condominium 
conversion fee applicable to certain buildings that would be permitted to convert during a seven 
year period, and subject to specified requirements, including lifetime leases for non-purchasing · 
tenants; adding Section 1396.5, to suspend the annual condominium conversion lottery until 2024 

· and resume said lottery under specified circumstances tied to permanently affordable rental 
housing production; amending Section 1396, to restrict future condominium lotteries to buildings of 
no more than four units with a specified number of owner occupied units for three years prior to the 
lottery and provide an exception for certain five- and six-unit buildings to participate in the lottery; 
and adopting environmental findings. · 
(Economic Impact) 

Supervisor Campos requested to be added as a co-sponsor . 

. Ordinance No.117-13 

FINALLY PASSED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 8 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Kim, Mar, Yee 
Noes: 3 - Farrell, Tang, Wiener 

NEW BUSINESS 

Recommendations of the Budget and Finance Committee· 

130533 [Interim Proposed Budget and Interim Annual Appropriation Ordinance - FYs 
2013-2014 and 2014-2015] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Interim Proposed Budget and Annual Appropriation Ordinance appropriating all estimated receipts 
and all estimated expenditures for Departments of the City and County of San Francisco as of May 
31, 2013, for the FYs ending June 30, 2014, and June 30, 2015. 
(Fiscal Impact) 

PASSED ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130534 [Interim Annual Salary Ordinance - FYs 2013-2014 and 2014-2015] 
Sponsor: Mayor . 
Interim Annual Salary Ordinance enumerating positions in the Annual Budget and Appropriation 
Ordinance for the FYs ending June 30, 2014, and June 30, 2015, continuing, creating, or 
establishing these positions; enumerating and including therein all positions created by Charter or 
State law for which compensations are paid from City and County funds and appropriated in the 
Annual Appropriation Ordinance; authorizing appointments or continuation of appointments thereto; 
specifying and fixing the compensations and work schedules thereof; and authorizing appointments 
to· temporary positions and fixing compensations therefore. 

PASSED ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos,Thiu, Cohen, f'.arrefl;-Kim--;-rvlaTTanQ,Wiener,Yee 
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130554 [Interim Treasure Island Development Authority Budget - FYs 2013-2014 and 
2014-2015] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Resolution approving the Interim Budget of the Treasure Island Development Authority for FYs 
2013-2014 and 2014-2015. · · · 

Resolution No. 211-13 

ADOPTED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

611812013 

130564 [Interim Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure Budget- FY2013-2014] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Resolution approving an Interim Budget of the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure, 
operating as the Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, for 
FY2013.:.2014. 

Resolution No. 212-13 

ADOPTED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130414 [Appropriation - $1,267,985 for the San Francisco Airport Commission -
FY2013-2014] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance appropriating amended estimated receipts and amended estimated expenditures of 
$1,267 ,985 for the San Francisco Airport Commission for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Aye's: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim! Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130417 [Public Employment -Amendment to the Annual Salary Ordinance, FYs 2012-2013 
and 2013-2014 - San Francisco Airport Commission] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 165-12 (Annual Salary Ordinance FYs 2012-2013 and 
2013-2014) to reflect the addition of 32 positions (27 .17 FTEs) in various job classes and delete 11 
positions (11 FTEs) in various job classes for FY2013-2014 in the San Francisco Airport 
Commission. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote; 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130416 [Appropriation - $3,857,224 for the Port of San Francisco - FY2013-2014] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance appropriating amended estimated receipts and amended estimated expenditures of 
$3,857,224 for the Port of San Francisco for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell; Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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130415 [Public Employment -Amendment to the Annual Salary Ordinance, FYs 2012-2013 
and 2013-2614 - Port of San Francisco] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 165-12 (Annual Salary Ordinance FYs 2012-2013 and 
2013-2014) to reflect the addition of7.0 positions (5.39 FTEs) in Class 9330 (3.85 FTEs, Pile 
Worker), 9331 (0.77 FTEs, Piledriver Engine Operator), and 9332 (.77 FTEs, Piledriver Supervisor 
I) in the Port of San Francisco in FY2013-2014. · 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos; Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130423 [Accept ahd Expend Grant - 2011 Port Security Grant Program Funds for Portwide 
CCTV and Pier 80 Security Improvements - $1,322,753] 
Sponsors: Mayor; Cohen . 
Resolution authorizing the Port to accept and expend $1,322,753 in 2011 Port Security Grant 
Program funds from the U.S. Department of Homeland Security's Infrastructure Protection 
Program, including $919,243 for Portwide CCTV and $403,510 for Pier 80 security improvements, 
for the period of June 1, 2013, through June 30, 2013. 

Resolution No. 213-13 

ADOPTED by the following vote: · 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, t="arrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130494 [Agreements -Amending State Contract Funds -Alcohol and Drug Programs -
$69,008,529] . 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Resolution retroactively authorizing the San Francisco Department of Public Health, Community 
Behavioral Services, to enter into an amended Combined Net Negotiated Amount and Drug 
Medi-Cal Agreement with the State of California Dep13rtment of Alcohol and Drug Prcigrams 
(DADP) for the term of July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2014, in the amount of $69,008,529; 
implementing a Contingency Assignment of Agreemennrom DADP to the Department of Health 
Care Services (DHCS) if the FY2013-2014 Budget Act is enacted to eliminate DADP and transfer 
the "Non Drug Medi-Cal" Program to DHCS; holding DADP harmless from any and all claims 
resulting from the agreement; authorizing and designating the DPH County Alcohol and Drug 
Administrator to sign said Agreement and to approve amendments for less than 10% of the 
contracted amount. 
(Fiscal Impact) · 

Resolution No. 214-13 

ADOPTED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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Recommendations of the Land Use and Economic Development Committee. 

120125 [Planning Code - Mobile Food Facilities at Certain Institutions In Specified 
Districts] 
Sponsor: Wiener 

611812013 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, Section 205.4, to allow mobile food facilities at certain 
types of institutions in RH (Residential House), RM (Residential Mixed), RED (Residential Enclave), 
and RTO (Residential Transit Oriented) Districts, subject to specified conditions; and making 
findings, including environmental findings and findings of consistency with the General Plan and 
priority policies of Pl8nning Code, Section 101.1. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, WieAer, Yee 

120193 [Public Works Code - Mobile Food Truck Facilities Locational Requirements] 
Sponsor: Wiener · 
Ordinance amending the Public Works Code, Article 5.8, to address various locational ar:id noticing 
requirements concerning mobile food facilities; and making environmental findings. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

121108 [Transportation Code - Selling or Distributing from a Vehicle Restrictions] 
Sponsor: Wiener 
Ordinance amending the Transportation Code, Division I, Article 7 (Violations), Section 7.2.82, to 
prohibit any person to park a mobile food facility vehicle in either a business district or a residential 
area and, from that vehicle, offer food or beverages for sale unless displaying a valid permit issued 
by the Department of Public Works, in a format and manner approved by the Municipal 
Transportation Agency. 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130296 [Improvements - Mission Bay South Park P10] 
Ordinance dedicating City property, within portions of State Trust Parcel 2, known as Mission Bay 
Park P10, lying along Mission Bay Circle and Mission Bay Drive as open public right-of-way and 
naming the new park Mission Bay Pa~k P1 O; accepting the irrevocable offer for the acquisition 
facilities; designating said facilities for open space and park purposes; accepting the Park for 
maintencince and liability purposes, subject to specified limitations; adopting environmental findings 
and findings that such actions are consistent with the General Plan, priority policy findings of 
Planning Code, Section 101.1, and the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan; accepting a 
Department of Public Works Order; and authorizing official acts in connection with this Ordinance. 
(Public Works Department) 

PASSED; ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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130297 [Improvements - Mission Bay Drive Extension Public Infrastructure] 
Ordinance accepting the irrevocable offer of public infrastructure improvements associated with the 
Mission Bay Drive Extension, including acquisition facilities on Mission Bay Drive, Mission Bay 
Circle, and a portion of Owens Street; accepting additional property on a portion of Owens Street; 
declaring City property and additional property as shown on official Department of Public Works 
maps as open public right-of-way; dedicating such improvements for public use and designating 
such areas and improvements for street and roadway purposes; establishing street grades and 
sidewalk widths; accepting said facilities for City maintenance and liability purposes, subject to 
specified limitations; adopting environmental findings and findings that such actions are consistent 
with the General Plan, eight priority policy findings of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and the 
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan; accepting a Department of Public Works Order; and 
authorizing official acts in connection with this Ordinance. (Public Works Department)· 

PASSED, ON FIRST READING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

Recommendations of the Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee 

130247 [Liquor License - 2342 Market Street] 
Resolution considering that the issuance ()fa Type 48 on-sale general public premises license to 
Art Rodriguez and Associates for Deviate SF, Inc., dba Beaux, located at 2342-2348 Market Street 
(District 8), will serve the public convenience or necessity of the City and County of San Francisco, 
in accordance with California Business and Professions Code, Section 23958.4, and 
recommending that the California Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control impose conditions on 
the issuance of the license. (Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee) 

Resolution No. 215-13 

ADOPTED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130307 [Liquor License Transfer -1552 Polk Street] 
Resolution considering that the transfer of a Type 20 off-sale beer and wine license from 5621 
Geary Boulevard to 1552 Polk Street (District 3), to Frank Slacik for Blue Fog Markets, LLC, dba 
the Blue Fog Market, will serve the public convenience or necessity oft.he City and County of San 
Francisco, in accordance with California Business and Professions Code, Section 23958.4, and 
recommending that the California Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control impose conditions on 
the issuance of the license. (Neighborhood Services and Safety Committee) · 

Resolution No. 216~13 · 

ADOPTED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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Recommendations of the Rules Committee 

130503 [Approving Appointment, Entertainment Commission - Barbara Seymour 
Campagnoli] 

611812013 

Motion approving the Mayor's nomination for appointment of Barbara Seymour Campagnoli to the 
Entertainment Commission, for a term ending July 1, 2014. (Clerk of the Board) 

Motion No. M13-076 

APPROVED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130504 [Confirming Reappointment, Port Commission - Kimberly Brandon] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Motion confirming the Mayor's reappointment of Kimberly Brandon to the Port Commission, for a 
term ending May 1, 2017. 

Motion No. M13-077 

APPROVED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

130505 [Confirming R'eappointment, Treasure Island Development Authority Board of 
Directors - Larry Del Carlo] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Motion confirming the Mayor's reappointment of Larry Del Carlo to the Treasure Island· 
Development Authority Board of Directors, for a term ending February 26, 2017. 

Motion No. M13-078 

APPROVED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee . 

130501 [Administrative Code -Assessment Appeals Boards - Modify Board No. 3 
Membership and Function; Procedural Revisions] 
Ordinance amending the Administrative Code, regarding Assessment Appeals Boards, to modify 
the structure. of Assessment Appeals Board No. 3 to provide that the members of Board No. 3 are 
different than the members of Board No. 1; that the function of Board No. 3 is the same as Board 
No. 2; provide for staggered terms of initial Board No. 3 members; remove provisions regarding 
Board Members not meeting current State requirements; add a public comment timing option; and 
making nonsubstantive clarifying revisions. (Clerk of the Board) 

PASSED, ON FIRST R~ADING by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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Supervisor Cohen Excused from Voting 
Supervisor Mar, seconded by Supervisor Campos, moved that Supervisor Cohen be excused from 
voting on File No.130519. The motion carried by the following vote: 

Ayes: 10 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
Excused: 1 - Cohen 

130519 [Appointment, Children and Families First Commission - Supervisor Malia Cohen] 
Motion appointing Supervisor Malia Cohen to the Children and Families First Commission, for an 
indefinite term. (Clerk of the Board) 

Motion No~ M13-079 

APPROVED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 10-Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
Excused: 1 - Cohen 

SPECIAL ORDER 2:30 P.M. - Recognition of Commendations 

Privilege of the Floor 
Supervisor Chiu, seconded by Supervisor Kim, moved to suspend Rule 4.37 of the Rules of Order of 
the Board of Supervisors to grant privilege of the floor to the following guests. The motion carried by 
the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

Supervisor Chiu introduced, welcomed, and presented a Certificate of Honor to the Asian Women's 
Shelter in recognition of their accomplishments and continued community support on their 25th 
Anniversary. Supervisors Kim and Avalos shared in this commendation. 
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SPECIAL ORDER 3:00 P.M. 

Board of Supervisors Sitting as a Committee of the Whole 

130572 [Hearing - Report of Assessment Costs - Sidewalk and Curb Repairs] 
. Hearing to approve the report of costs submitted by the Director of Public Works for sidewalk and 
curb repairs ordered to be performed by said Director pursuant to Public Works Code, Sections 
707 and 707.1, the costs thereof having been paid for out of a revolving fund. (Clerk of the Board) 

The President inquired as to whether any member of the public wished to address the Board 
relating to assessments as referenced in File No. 130515. Robert Quan (Department of Public 
Works) provided an overview of the assessments. Tanya Clemans (1567-42nd Avenue); Sensena 
(1001 Lincoln Way); Nicki Griner (167 Roosevelt Way); Eugene Chan (2050 Van Ness Avenue); 
Male Speaker (3814 Ulloa Street); Ben Hall (1120 Diamond Street); James Holtz (736 Kansas 
Street),· Anna Anaya (1441 Plymouth Avenue); Andy Gregory (2344-15th Street); Dan Tam 
(337-339 Mississippi Street); Female Speaker; spoke objecting to the proposed assessments. 
There were no other speakers. The Presideot declared public comment closed,· adjourned as the 
Committee of the Whole, and reconvened as the Board of Supervisors. 

HEARD AND FILED 

Committee of the Whole Adjourn and Report 

130515 [Report of Assessment Costs -.Sidewalk and Curb Repairs] 
Resolution approving report of assessment costs submitted by the Director of Public Works for 
sidewalk and curb repairs ordered to be performed by said Director pursuant to Public Works 
Code, Sections 707 and 707.1, the costs thereof having been paid for out of a revolving fund. 
(Public Works Department) 

Robert Quan (Department of Public Works) indicated that the following addresses be removed from 
the accompanying report due to recent receipt of payment: 1141 Plymouth Avenue; 2050 Van 
Ness Avenue; 1001-1005 Lincoln Way; 3814 Ulloa Street; 1932-1934 Jefferson; 1120 Diamond 
Street; 1567-42nd Avenue; 736 Kansas Street; 165-167 Roosevelt Way; 337-339 Mississippi 
Street; 2344-15th Street. The amendments to the accompanying report, as provided by the 
Department of Public Work,s, included in File No. '110216, were received without objection. 

Resolution No. 217-13 

ADOPTED, after accepting the amendments to the accompanying report, by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 
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SPECIAL ORDER 3:00 P .M. 

Board of Supervisors Sitting as a Committee of the Whole 

130580 [Hearing - Elimination and/or Reduction of Medical Services - FYs 2013-2014 and 
2014-2015] 
Hearing to consider the budget eliminating and/or reducing medical services provided by the 
Department of Public Health in the City and County of San Francisco for FYs 2013-2014 and 
2014-2015, pursuant to the Beilenson Act, Health and Safoty Code, Section 1442.5(a). (Clerk of 
the Board) 

The President inquired as to whether any member of the public wished to address the Committee 
of the Whole relating to elimination and/or reduction of medical services as referenced in Fife No. 
130580. Barbara Garcia, Director, Department of Public Health, provided an overview of the 
proposed elimination and/or reduction of medical services and responded to questions raised 
throughout the discussion. Patrick Monette-Shaw; Vivian lmperiafe; Michael Smithwick (Maitri); 
Nicki Harris; Barbara Egfian; Sorrita Wilson; Seth Lawrence; Male Speaker,· Keith Burner,· Stu 
Smith; Emil Lawrence; Dr. Eduardo Morales (Agui/as); Eugene Gordon, Jr.; Melinda Pierson; 
Rachel Howard (The Women's Place); Jasmine Young; Antoinette Lattimore; Ktiren Ma!anamagon; 
Greg Lawler,· Erick Arquef/o (Aguilas); Andres Contreras; Lina Sheth (AP/ Wellness Center); Jason 
Davi; Nathan Manuson (AP! Wellness Center); Stephanie Goss; David Stupletine; Ron Hernandez; 
Andre Robertson (AP/ Wellness Center); Male Speaker; Juan Davina; Hermon Vetiti; Antonio 
Aguilar-Karayianni; Douglas Yepp; Ebony Jones; Arcelia Gomez; Anthony Castro; Brett Jameson; 
Reynaldo Valdez; Kaushik Roy (Shanti); Darjeh Lomeli; Peter Masiak; Gus Feldman; Lacey 
Johnson; Joshua Rosen (Aguilas); Aja Monet; Beth Shre/ey; Courtney Mulhern-Pearson; Michael 
Siever,· William Woods; Mike Discepola; Channing Wayne; Lala Tannenbaum; Lori Thoemmes; 
Benjamin Menstroso; Eric; Rebecca E. White; Monroe Rochin; Stokes (Shanti); Dena Long; Jason 
Davi; Vincent Gallagher; Dennis Mill; Franklin Lopez (Aguifas); Dolores Garcia (Familia La Raza); · 
Juan Rivera; Brian DeLonge; Norma Souza; Michael Lion; Mapu Treasure; Perry Lange; Ray 
Hartz; Tim Byrd; Debbie Lerman; Judy Freemock; Edmund Larry; Coffeen Hogue; David 

· Elliott-Lewis; Simon Hernandez; expressed concerns relating to the proposed elimination and/or 
reduction of medical services referenced in the Department of Public Health FYs 201312014 and 
201412015 Budget. Barbara Garcia, Director, Department of Public Health, responded to questions 
raised throughout the discussion and further discussed the proposed eliminations and/or 
reductions. There were no other speakers. The President declared the public hearing closed, 
adjourned as the Committee of the Whole, and reconvened as the Board of Supervisors. No 
further action was taken. · 

HEARD AND FILED 

Committee of the Whole Adjourn and Report 

ROLL CALL FOR INTRODUCTIONS 
Legislation Introduced will appear on the Final Minutes for this meeting. Once the Legislation 
Introduced is approved, it will be available on http:l/www.sfbos.org/fegis/ation_introduced. 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 
Jarnes Chaffee; expressed concerns relating to the SF Public Library. 
Ray Hartz; expressed concerns relating to open government and retroactivity of gift acceptance. 
(See additional information submitted on Page 408.) 
.Male Speaker; expressed various concerns. 
Peter Warfield; expressed concerns relating to the SF Public Library. 
Edmond Larr:/; shared in poem certain concerns with .the Board. 
Douglas Yepp; expressed various concerns relating to child pornography. 

FOR ADOPTION WITHOUT COMMITTEE REFERENCE 

130633 [Suspending Board Rule 3.26.1 and Amending Board Rule 3.31 Extending the Joint 
City and School District Committee Through March 1, 2014; and Setting Monthly 
Meetings] · 
Sponsor: Kim 
Motion suspending the Board of Supervisors' Rules of Order 3.26.1 to consider, without reference, 
an amendment to Board Rule 3.31 tci extend the term of the Joint City and School District Select 
Committee through March 1, 2014; ordering the City and School District Select Committee 
meetings of the Board of Supervisors be held on the third Thursdays of each month at 3:30 p.m. in 
the Board of Supervisors' Chamber; and directing the Clerk of the Board to prepare the proper 
notices and postings. 

Motion No. M13-080 

APPROVED 

130574 [Committee of the Whole - Report of Assessment Costs for Inspection and/or 
Repairs of Blighted Properties - Accelerated Sidewalk Abatement Program Blight 
Abatement Fund] 
Motion scheduling the Board of Supervisors to sit as a Committee of the Whole on june 25, 2013, 
at 3:00 p.m., to liold a public hearing on a Resolution approving a report of assessment costs 
submitted by the Director of Public Works for inspection and/or repairs of blighted properties 
ordered to be performed by said Director pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 80, the costs 
thereof having been paid for out of the Accelerated Sidewalk Abatement Program Blight Abatement 
Fund. (Clerk of the Board) 

Motion No. M13-081 

APPROVED 

-~------ -------- --
----~ -------- ··-----------
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130630 [Committee of the Whole - Redevelopment Plan Amendment - Mission Bay South] 
Sponsor: Kim 
Motion scheduling the Board to sit as a Committee of the Whole on june 25, 2013, at 3:00 p.m., to 
hold a public hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the Ordinance (File No. 130458) 
approving an amendment to the Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which modifies the land 
use designation for certain property to add residential as a permitted use and to increase the 
permitted residential density in the Plan Area, but does not increase the allocation of tax increment 
under a pre-existing enforceable obligation; making environmental findings under the California 
Environmental Quality Act; and making findings pursuant to the General Plan and Planning Code, 
Section 101.1 (b ). 

Motion No. M13-082 

APPROVED 

The foregoing items were acted upon by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

Severed from the For Adoption Without Committee Reference Agenda 

Supervisor Kim requested that File No. 130632 be severed so that it may be considered 
separately. 

130632 [Condemnation of the System of Sexual Enslavement During World War Ill 
Sponsors: Kim; Cohen, Chiu, Mar, Yee, Avalos and Campos 
Resolution condemning recent statements by Osaka Mayor Toru Hashimoto claiming that the 
system of sex slavery utilized by Japan in occupied Asian countries from the 1930s through World 
War II was a military necessity and that there is no proof that the sexual servitude was involuntary 
and coerced by Japanese authorities. 

Supervisor Kim, seconded by Supervisor Mar, moved that this Resolution be AMENDED, AN 
AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE. The motion carried by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

Resolution No. 218-13 

ADOPTED AS AMENDED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 11 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chiu, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Tang, Wiener, Yee 

IMPERATIVE AGENDA 
There were no items. 
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LEGISLATION INTRODUCED AT ROLL CALL 

Introduced by a Supervisor or the Mayor 
Pursuant to Charter, Section 2. 105, an Ordinance or Resolution may be introduced before the 
Board of Supervisors by a Member of the Board, a Committee of the Board, or the Mayor and shall 
be referred to and reported upon by an appropriate Committee of the Board. 

Ordinances 

120966 [Administrative Code - Healthy Food Retailer Incentives Program] 
Sponsors: Mar; Kim, Cohen and Chiu · 
Ordinance amending the Administrative Code, by ·adding Chapter 59, Sections 59.1-59.9, to 
establish a Healthy Food Retailer Incentives Program to oversee and coordinate the City's 
incentive and assistance programs for Healthy Food Retailers. 

09/25/12; ASSIGNED UNDER 30 DAY RULE to Land Use and Economic Development Committee, expires on 
10/25/2012. 

10/10/12; REFERRED TO DEPARTMENT. 

05/13/13; REMAIN ACTIVE. 

06/18/13; SUBSTITUTED AND ASSIGNED to Land Use and Economic Development Committee. 

130586 [Administrative Code - Film Rebate Program] 
Sponsors: Farrell; Campos 
Ordinance amending the Administrative Code to allow the Dir~ctor of Property of the Department of 
Real Estate, in consultation with the Executiv.e Director of the Film Commission, to lease property 
and sublease such property to film companies for film-related 'activities; to expand the production · 
costs eligible for the Film Rebate Program to include rent payments. for such property; and making 
environmental findings. 

06/04/13; ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Cpmmittee. 

06/18/13; TRANSFERRED to Government Audit and. Oversight Committee. 

06/18/13; SUBSTITUTED AND ASSIGNED to Government Audit and Oversight Committee. 

130653 [Administrative Code - Health Service System Plans and Contribution Rates -
Calendar Year 2014] · 
Sponsor: Farrell 
Ordinance amending the Administrative Code, Chapter 16, Article XV, of Part 1, Section 16.703, 
regarding Board approval of health service system plans and contribution rates for calendar year 
2014. 
(Fiscal Impact) 

06/18/1'3; ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Committee. 
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Resolutions · 

130629 [Supporting the Health Service System to Establish Full Quality and Cost 
Transparency in the Puqlic Interest] 
Sponsors: Farrell; Chiu and Campos 

611812013 

Resolution supporting the Health Service System for participating in the establishment of 
multi-payer databases that can be used to evaluate and improve the quality and cost of care and 
resolving to pass legislation to establish full quality and cost transparency in the public interest. 

06/18/13; REFERRED FOR ADOPTION WITHOUT COMMITIEE REFERENCE AGENDA AT THE NEXT BOARD 
MEETING. 

130654 [Establishing Monthly Contribution Amount - Health Service Trust Fund]· 
Sponsor: Farrell 
Resolution establishing monthly contribution amount to the Health Service Trust Fund. 
(Fiscal Impact) 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Committee. 

130655 [Historic Street Signs in the Excelsior District] 
Sponsor: Avalos 
Resolution adding the original street names of "China," "Japan," and "India" to current street signs 
"Excelsior," "Avalon," and "Peru," respectively, setting guidelines for the format of these signs, and 
making this addition permanent in the Excelsior District. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Land Use and Economic Development Committee. 

130656 [Supporting the Establishment of an Urban Agriculture Program] 
Sponsor: Chi.u 
Resolution acknowledging receipt of the Office of the City Administrator's recommendations 
regarding the establishment bf an Urban Agriculture Program; supporting the Recreation and Park 

· Department as the location for the new Urban Agriculture Program to coordinate the City's urban 
agriculture activities; and setting reporting goals related to Urban Agriculture. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Land Use and Economic Development Committee. 

130657 [Accept Gifts - EcoCenter - 1455 Market Street - $114,600] 
Sponsor: Mayor 
Resolution authorizing the Department of the Environment to retroactively accept gifts with a total 
value of $114,600 to build out the Department of the Environment's EcoCenter at 1455 Market 
Street. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Committee. 
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130658 [Restated Option Agreement - Sale of Surplus Real Property in Mountain View to 
MV Urban Village-Homes, LLC - $8,100,000] 

Motion 

Sponsor: Mayor 
Resolution approving a Restated Option Agreement for the sale of surplus lands under the 
jurisdiction of the San Francisco Public Utilities .Commission (SFPUC) located in Mountain View, 
Santa Clara County, California near the intersection of Whisman and Tyrella Avenues, to MV 
Urban Village Homes, LLC, a California limited liability company (Optionee), a joint venture 
between KMJ Urban Communities, LLC (KMJ), and SummerHill Homes, LLC (SummerHill) in the 
amount of $8, 100,000, and reserving an easement to the SFPUC; authorizing the Director of 
Property or the SFPUC's General Manager to execute documents, make modifications, and take 
actions in furtherance of this Resolution; and adopting findings that the transactions contemplated 
by the Restated Option Agreement are consistent with the City's Gene·ral Plan and with the Eight 
Priority Policies of City Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Land Use and Economic Development Committee. 

130659 [Setting the 2013 Budget and Legislative Analyst Services Audit Plan] 
Sponsor: Cohen 
Motion directing the Budget and Legislative Analyst to conduct three performance audits in 2013 
and setting the priority as follows: 1) the San Francisco Fire Department's recruitment, retention, 
and overtime staffing; 2) the Department of Children, Youth and Their Families implementation of 
the Children's Fund including an evaluation of the role of the Children's Fund Citizens' Advisory 
Committee; and 3) the Department of Public Health's compliance with privacy and security 
regulations as defined by the Heath lriformation Technology for Economic and Clinical t1ealth 
(HITECH) and Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) acts; and removing from 
the Budget and Legislative Analyst's audit plan the management and oversight of the former San 
Francisco Redevelopment Agency's assets and functions, previously approved by the Board of 
Supervisors. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Government Audit and Oversight Committee. 

Requests for Hearing 

130526 [Hearing - Redevelopment Plan Amendment - Mission Bay South] 
Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the Ordinance approving an amendment to the 
Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan, which modifies the land use designation for certain 
property to add residential as a permitted use and to increase the permitted residential density in 
the Plan Area, but does not increase the allocation of tax increment under a pre-existing 
enforceable obligation; making environmental findings under the California Environmental Quality 
Act; and making findings pursuant to the General Plan and Planning Code, Section 101.1 (b ). (Clerk 
of the Board) 

05/31/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Board of Supervisors. 
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130575 [Hearing - Report of As.sessnient Costs for lnspedion and/Or Repairs of Blighted 
Properties - Accelerated Sidewalk Abatement Program Blight Abatement Fund} 
Hearing to consider objections to a report of assessment costs submitted by the Director of Public 
Works for inspection and/or repairs of blighted properties ordered to be performed by said Director 
pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 80, the costs thereof having been paid for out of the 
Accelerated Sidewalk Abatement Program Blight Abatement Fund. (Public Works Department) 

06/11/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Board of Supervisors. 

Introduced by the President at the Request of a Department 
Pursuant to Rules of Order of the Board of Supervisors, Section 2. 7.1, Department Heads may 
submit proposed legislation to the Clerk of the Board, in which case titles of the legislation will be 
printed at the rear of the next available agenda of the Board. 

PROPOSED ORDINANCES 

130643 [Settlement of Lawsuit - Maria D'Agostind - $135,000} 
Ordinance authorizing settlement of the lawsuit filed by Maria D'Agostino against the City and 
County of San Francisco for $135,000; the lawsuit was filed on June 15, 2012, in San Francisco 
Superior Court, Case No. CGC-12-521615; entitled Maria D'Agostino, et al., v. City and County of 
San Francisco, et al. (City Attorney's Office) 

06/10/13; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Rules Committee. 

130644 [Settlement of Lawsuit - Wei Vivian Cui - $30,000} 
Ordinance authorizing settlement of the lawsuit filed by Wei.Vivian Cui against the City and County 
of San Francisco for $30,000; the 1.awsuit was filed on November 3, 2011, in San Francisco County 
Superior Court, Case No. CGC-11-515654; entitled Wei Vivian Cui v. City and County of San 
Francisco, et al. (City Attorney's Office) 

06/10/13; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Rules Committee. 
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PROPOSED RESOLUTION 

130645 [Lease Amendment - Real Property at 720 9acramento Street - Ridgeway 
Apartments, Inc. - $26,980 Monthly] 

6118/2013 

Resolution authorizing the second lease amendment for approximately 9,250 square feet of space 
at 720 Sacramento Street, Sari Francisco, with Ridgeway Apartments, Inc., as Landlord, for use by 
the Department of Public Health at the monthly cost of $26,980 for the period of July 1, 2013, 
through June 30, 2018. (Real Estate Department) 
(Fiscal Impact) 

06/10/13; RECEIVED FROM DEPARTMENT. 

06/18/13; RECEIVED AND ASSIGNED to Budget and Finance Sub-Committee. 

In Memoriams 
Eric Arons - Supervisor David Chiu 
James E. Cunningham - Supervisor Scott Wiener 
Julian Rodriguez - Supervisor Scott Wiener 

ADJOURNMENT 
There being no further business, the Board adjourned at the hour of 6:20 p.m. 

N.B. The Minutes of this meeting set forth all actions taken by the Board of Supervisors on the 
matters stated, but not necessarily the chronological sequence in which the matters were taken up. 

Approved by the Board of Supervisors on July 23, 2013. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
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ADDENDUM 
The following information are provided l:)y speaker(s), pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 
67. 16. The content is neither generated by, nor subject to approval or verification of accuracy by, 
the Clerk of the Board or the Board of Supervisors. 

Ray Haitz submitted the following additional information during Public Comment as follows: What 
has it been? A month, two at most, since members of this BOS raised a hue and cry a.bout DA 
Gascon accepting $26, 000 of office furniture. All sorts of issues, in an hour-long discussion, 
esp.ecially about accepting the gift retroactively! Then last week, you approved RETROACTJVEL Y 
$750,000 from The Friends of the SFPL! That's more than 28 times the amount accepted by the 
DA, and it was done with not one word of discussion. What choice did you have? Money's been 
spent, gifts have been given, trips have been taken, influence has been purchased, a fait accompli! 
At least DA Gascon reported "the gifts!" Herrera, the Library Commission, and employees of The 
Library have reported NONE of the gifts they accepted and you retractively approved this 
wholesale purchase of influence! Members of the LC lied to the public about these gifts, and you 
cover their tracks. How hypocrytical! 
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BOARD of SUI'ERVISORS 

September 28, 2016 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Attn: Victor Young, Administrator 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
FaxNo. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 544-5227 

Re: Sunshine Ordinance Complaint Nos. 16088 & 16089 

Dear Task force Members: 

On September 27, 2016, our office received a request to respond to SOTF Complaint 
Nos. 16088 & 16089 filed by Mr. Ray Hartz (complainant). The·complainant alleges 
violation of Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.16, as his 150-word written summaries were 
placed into an addendum and not the body of the September 6, 2016 and September· · 
20, 2016 Board of Supervisors' minutes. 

In response to the complaints, we ask that the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
reference Complaint Nos. 13054, 13055 and 13059 filed by the complainant, which are 
identical in nature to the subject complaints - alleging violation of Sunshine Ordinance 
Sec. 67.16 regarding ~he placement of his 150-word summaries in the addendum rather 
than. the body of the minutes. On November 4, 2013, our office thoroughly and 
comprehensively responded to the complainant's allegations. A copy of the response 
letter is attached for your reference and review. The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
heard this same matter during the April 2, 2014 Task Force meeting, found no 
violations, and fully concluded the matter. A copy of the meeting minutes are attached 
for your reference. · 

Per our November 4, 201·3 response: 

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (Task Force) has prevfpusly referred similar 
alleged violations of Section 67. 16 for administrative remedy.to the Ethics Commission 
(Commission) (Ray Hartz vs. San Francisco Public Library City Librarian, t-uis Herrera 
Ethics· Complaint No. 03-120402 & 01-130307). Mr. Hartz' complaint stated that the 
Task Force had found that the 150-word written summaries of Public Comments must be 

·placed within the body of the minutes. On both complaints, the Ethics Commjssioners 
found for the ·cJtyUbrarian stating that, "the minutes provided were paginated as a · 
single document, including the addendum and the Task Force cannot add or imply the 
words 'Jn the body of the minutes' into the Sunshine Ordinance." A motion was p·assed 
during the February 25, 2013 meeting that the Commission found no violation of the 
Sunshine Ordinance. 1 On June 24, 2013, the Ethics Commission again discussed the 

_____ :_ __ · __ tac_tual and legal is_sues of this matter and concluded that there was no violation of 
Sunshine Ordinance, section 67. 16, because the written summaries appeared7ii1h-e~~~ 
minutes, and that-placing the summaries in an addendum that is part of the .same 
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document satisfies the requirements of Section 67.16. 2 In each case, the Commission· 
has been consistent and supportive that no violation existed, that the 150-word summary 
is not a part of the body's official minutes, nor does the body need to vouch for its 
accuracy; and the minutes may expressly so state. [. .. ] 

Authority 
The Brown Act imposes no requirements on policy bodies regarding what is recorded 
wnhin the meeting minutes: The Charter of the City and County of San Francisco 
requires that a record be kept of the proceeding, specifica!!y indicating how each 
member voted on each question, and shall be made available to the public, but does not 
otherwise require any other information be kept. 

Adopted by the voters in 1999, Administrative Code, Section 67.16, states the clerk or 
secretary sha!! record the minutes for each regular and special meeting, specifica!!y the 
time the meeting begun and ended; names and titles if applicable of attendees; the roll 
call vote on .each matter considered, and fina!!y a list of the members of the public who 
spoke. on each matter if the speakers identified themselves and if in support or 
opposition on a matter, to be listed under the public comment section. Additiona!!y, if the 
public speaker submits a. 150-word summary of their public comment, it is noted as such 
next to their name and the reader is referred to an appendix, with -a page number, where 
the comment is captured as part of the same document. 

Rationale 
As referenced above, the 150-word summary is placed in the addendum for several 
reasons. The first is that an identifying list of members of the public who spoke on each 
matter in support or opposition on a matter is recorded under the public comment 
section of the minutes. A researcher would be able to find that person or subject matter 
by reviewing the public comment section of the minutes, and for the 150-word statement 
could then to the addendum for the actual transcript. 

Secondly, the minutes must clearly record the action taken by the Board. A researcher 
trying to discover what actions were taken by the Board, must be able to review minutes 
that clearly and concisely confirm each action. ff 150-word statements were placed in 
the public comment section, the minutes could be much I anger and a researcher would 
have to cuff through various. 150-word statements before finding various actions taken by 
the Board. Specifically, Immediate Adoption or Imperative items are listed after the 
public comment section, and finding the actions taken for these items ·would be unduly 
burdensome if the 150-word statements were moved from the addendum to the body of 
the minutes. 

Lastly, the minutes, consistent with Administrative Code Section 67.1.6 and the 
aforementioned points, reflect the CJ erk's account of events during a Board proceeding 
to ensure the utmost accuracy and accountability per the chartered duty as Clerk of the 
Board (Charter Section 2.117). While the Clerk can .Validate whether public comment 
was made (the brief statement in the Pubffc Comment section) the Clerk cannot attest to 
the content and relevance of the 150-word statement as.part of the record. Therefore 
the statement must be placed in the appendices because the statements are not · 

•· ... VQ!idated. Please also note that the Board minutes are not to be confused with meeting 
transcripts, which are word-for-word transcriptions orproceeOings ancfhave--differe-nt­
requirements and protocols. 
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The subject complaints are duplicative and without merit; our office does not intend to 
allocate additional resou.rces fo respond to this matter further, as we believe the facts 
contained in our response dated November 4, 2013, and the determination rea~hed by 
the SOTF on April 2, 2014 are sufficient for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force to 
reach the same determination. 

The Office of the Clerk of the Board conforms to all said requirements, and we hereby 
request that this matter b~ dismissed in order to conserve the resources of City staff 
and the Task Force. lf the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force disagrees with the 
information already provided and determinations, we requestthatthe Task Force. seek 
administrative remedies with the City Attorney or the Ethics Commission. 

Most Sincerely, 

~~'---.~~ 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

Attachments: 
.. September 10, 2013 (Rec'd)-:- Complaint Nos. 13054, 13055, 13059 
" November 4, 2013 - Response to Coniplaint Nos. 13054, 13055; 1305g 
• April 2, 2014-SOTF Meeting Minutes (Complaint Nos·. 13054, 13055, 13059) 

1 Ethics Commission Motion 13-02-25-1 (Renne/Liu): Moved, seconded, and passed (4-0; Hayon excused) thatthe 
Commission find no violation of the Sunshine Ordinance with respect to Agenda Item 11/(a) - Ethics Complaint No. 
03-120402 - regarding_ alleged willful violation of Sunshine Ordinance by department head (referred from the 
-Sunshine Orc!inance Task Force on April 2, 2012). 

2 Ethics Commission Motion 13-06-44-02 (Studley/Hur): Moved, seconded, and-passed (5-0) that City Librarian Luis 
Herrera did not violate the Sunshine Ordinance because tf]e 150-word summaries submitted by Complainant and 
others were included in the min"utes of the Library Commission's meetings, as required under Administrative Code 
section 67.16. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

I (BOS) 

SOTF, (BOS) 

Thursday, October 12, 2017 11 :59 AM 

Pelham, Leeann (ETH) 

Blome, Jessica (ETH); Colla, Nicholas (CAT); Ray; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Ng, Wilson (BOS); 

Calvillo, Angela (BOS) . 

SOTF - Referral to the Ethics Commission - Complaint No. 17048 

· Attachments: 17048 SOTF Referral to Ethics.pdf; 17048 Hartz vs Angela Calvillo - Ethics Memo.pdf; 

17048 Hartz vs Angela Calvillo - Attachment - COB Responses to SOTF.pdf; 17048 Hartz 

vs Angela Calvillo - Attachment - June 18, 2013 Minutes.pdf; 17048 Hartz vs Angela 

Calvillo -Attachment - 17048 Complaint Summary.pdf 

Executive Director Pelham: 

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force has referred Complaint No. 17048 _to the Ethics Commission for 
enforcement. This referral is made pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code, Section 67.30 (c), which 
provides that "the Task Force shall make referrals to a municipal office with enforcement power under this 
Ordinance or under the California Public Records Act and the Brown Act whenever it concludes that any person. 
has violated any provisions of this Ordinance or the Acts." 

Attachments: 
• Sunshine Ordinance Task Force referral 
• Clerk of the Board's response and supporting documents (Respondent) 

File No. 17048: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 67.16, by failing to place 
a written summary of the public comment, if no more than 150 words, into the body of the minutes. 

Please let me know if any additional documents are required. Thank you. 

Victor Young 
Administrator 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall., Room 244 
San Francisco CA 94102 
phone 415-554-7724 I fax 415-554-5163 
victor.young@sfgov.org I www.sfbos.org 

• l!fGciick here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject tp disclosure under the California 
Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not 
required to provide.personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or 
oral communications that members of the public submit to. the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to 
all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that 
personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the 
Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may 
inspe?Taaopy.------
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File No. 17048 

Suns.hine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

Ray Hartz V Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

. Date filed with SOTF: 05/15/2017 

Contacts information (Complainant information listed first): 
rwhartzjr@comcast.net (Complainant) 
Angela Calvillo, Wilson Ng (Respondent) 

File No. 17048: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 67.16, 
by failing to place a written summary of the public comment, if no more than 15 0 words, in the 
minutes (March 14, 2017 andMarch21, 2017). 

Administrative Summary if applicable: · 

Complaint Attached. 

SEC. 67.16. MINUTES. 
The clerk or secretary of each board and commission enumerated in the Charter shall record the 
minutes for each regular and special meeting of the board or commission. The minutes shall state .the 
time the meeting was called to order, the names of the members attending the meeting, the roll call 
vote on each matter considered at the meeting, the forte the board or commission began and ended 
any closed session, the names of the members and the names, and titles where applicable, of any 
other persons attending any closed session, a list of those members of the public who spoke on each 
matter if the speakers identi,fied themselves, whether such speakers supported or opposed the matter, 
a·brief summary of each person's statement during the public comment period for each agenda item, 
and the time the meeting was adjourned. Any person speaking during a public comment period may 
supply a brief written summary of their comments which shall, if no more than 150 words, be 
included in the minutes. 
The draft minutes of each meeting shall be available for inspection and copying upon request no later 
than ten working days after the meeting. The officially adopted minutes shall be available for 
inspection and copying upon request no later than ten working days after the meeting at which the 
minutes are adopted. Upon request, minutes required. 

-~----------- -------- ----
----·--------~ 
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE 
TASK FORCE 

October 11, 2017 

LeeAnn Pelham 
Executive Director 
Ethics Commission 
25 Van Ness A venue, Suite 220 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Re: Referral to the Ethics Commission for Enforcement 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244 

San Francisco CA 94102-4689 
Tel. No. ( 415) 554-7724 
Fax No. (415) 554-7854 

TDDffTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors (Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force File No. 17048) 

Dear Ms. Pelham, 

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (Task Force) hereby refers the subject complaint to 
the Ethics Commission (Commission) for enforcement. This referral is made pursuant to San 
Francisco Administrative Code (Admin. Code), Section 67.30 (c), which provides that "the Task 
Force shall make referrals to a municipal office with enforcement power under this Ordinance or 
under the California Public Records Act and the Brown Act whenever it concludes that any 
person has violated any provisions of this Ordinance or the Acts." 

In this case, the Task Force found Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, in 
violation of Administrative Code, Sections 67 .16 and 67 .34, by willfully failing to place a 
written summary of public comment, if no more than 150 words, into the body of the minutes. 
Attached to this referral letter are the following documents: 

• Order of Determination, File No. 17048 
• Supporting documents submitted for the August 2, 2017, meeting of the Task 

Force available at the follow link: · 
https ://sf gov .org/sunshine/ sites/ default/files/ sotfO 80217 item8. pdf 

• .Order of Determination, File Nos. 16088, 16089 and 16111 
• Order of Determination, File No. 12050 

Agendas, minutes, and audio recordings of the August 2, 2017, meeting are available on. 
the Task Force website at: 

http://sffi!:OV.org/sunshine/ sunshine-meeting-information 

The Order of Determination, issued on August 30, 2017, describes the complaint, the 
procedural history at the Task Force, and the Task Force's reasoning and findings. 

1 
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Please note that Clerk of the Board Calvillo was aware of the proceedings before the Task 
Force and choose to not attend the hearings scheduled by the Task Force. 

The Task Force takes this matter very seriously and believes strongly that Clerk of the 
Board Calvillo intentionally ignored the decision of the Task Force and refused to place the 150 
word summary of public comment submitted by members of the public into the body of the 
meeting minutes where the comment occurred. Instead Ms. Calvillo placed the summary onto 
an Addendum located at the back of the meeting minutes. 

Based on the testimony and evidence presented at the hearings and the Task Force's 
interpretation of the Ordinance and other applicable laws, the Task Force finds that the failure to 
place written summaries of public comment into the body of meeting minutes violated Section 
67.16 of the Sµnshine Ordinance and is willful non-compliances with the Sunshine Ordinance. 

The motion to find violation and refer the matter to the Ethics Commission for 
enforcement was passed at the August 2, 2017, Task Force meeting by the following vote: 

Ayes: 8-Eldon, J. Wolf, Maass, Cannata, Fischer, Hinze; Hyland, 
B. Wolfe 

Noes: 0-None 
Absent: 2- Chopra, Tesfai 

· It should be noted that the Task Force, on multiple occasions, previously issued similar . . 

Order of Determinations regarding the same issue. Ms. Calvillo appears to have chosen to not 
accept the previous decision of the Task Force. 

Thank you for your careful attention to this matter. You may contact Task Force 
Administrator Victor Young at sotf@sfgov.org or ( 415) 554-7724 with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce 

. 

. 

Cha~, ine Ordinance Task Force 

Attachments 

c: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Members 
Nicholas Colla, Deputy City Attorney 
Ray Hartz (Complainant) 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors (Respondent) 

2 
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE 
TASK FORCE 

DATE ISSUED 
August 2, 2017 

City Hall 
1 Dr Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-7724 
Fax No. (415) 554-7854 
TTD/TTY No. ( 415) 554-5227 

ORDER OF DETERMINATION 
August30,2017 

CASE TITLE- Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
(File No. 17048) 

FACTS OF THE CASE 

On May 15, 2017, the following petition/complaint was filed with the Sunshine 
Ordinance Task Force (SOTF): 

File No. 17048: Complaint filed by Ray H.artz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine 
Ordinance), Sections 67.16 and 67.34, by willfully failing to place a written 
summary of the public comment, if no more than 150 words, into the body of the 
minutes (March 14, 2017, and March 21, 2017, meetings). 

HEARING ON THE COMPLAINT . 

On June 20, 2017, the Education, Outreach and Training Committee (Committee) acting 
in its capacity to hear petitions/complaints heard the matter and referred it to the SOTF 
for hearing. 

Ray Hartz (Complainant) provided an overview of the complaint and requested 
the Committee to find violations. Mr. Hartz stated that the Task Force has 
previously found various departments including the Board of Supervisors in 
violation of the Sunshine Ordinance in regards to the placement of the 150 word 
public comment summary. There were no speakers in support of the 
Complainant. A representative from the Office of the Clerk of the Board 
(Respondent) was not present to present their position. There were no speakers 
in support of the Respondent. A question and answer period followed. The 
Complainant was provided the opportunity for rebuttals. 
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On August 2, 2017, the SOTF held a hearing to review the recommendation from 
Committee and/or to review the merits of the petition/complaint 

Ray Hartz (Petitioner) provided a summary of the Gomplaint and requested the 
Task Force to find violations. Mr. Hartz provided a history of the various Task 
Force Orders of Determination over multiple hearings regarding the matter and 
stated.that Ms. Calvillo is willfully violating the Sunshine Ordinance. There were 
no speakers in support of the Petitioner. The Respondent was not present. 
There were no speakers in support of the Respondent. A question and answer 
period followed. The Respondent and Petitioner were provided the opportunity 
for rebuttals. 

FINDJNGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

Based on the testimony and evidence presented the SOTF found that Angela Calvillo, 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, violated Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), 
Sections 67.16 and 67.34. 

ORDER OF DETERMINATION 

·Member J. Wolf, seconded by Member Maass, moved to find that Angela Calvillo, Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors, violated Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), 
Sections 67.16 and 67.34 by willfully failing to place a written summary of public 
comment, if no more than 150 words, into the body ofthe minutes. · 

The motion PASSED by the'following vote: 

Ayes: a - Eldon, J. Wolf, Maass, Cannata, Fischer, Hinze, Hyland, 
B. Wolfe · 
Noes: 0 - None . 
Absent 2 - Chopra, Tesfai 

The Task Force referred the matter to the Ethics· Commission . 

. \ 
Bruce Wolf '". 

1 

Jir 
Sunshine 0 · ance Task Force 

c. Ray Hartz (Petitioner/Complainant) 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors (Respondent) 
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SUNSHINE ORDINANCE 
TASK FORCE 

DATE ISSUED 
December 7, 2016 

City Hall 
1 Dr Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San.Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-7724 
Fax No. (415) 554-7854 
TID/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

ORDER OF DETERMINATION 
December 16, 2016 

CASE TITLE - Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board (File No. 16088) 
Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board (File No. 16089) 
Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board (File No .. 16111) 

FACTS OF THE CASE 

On September 13, 2016, Ray Hartz filed the fo!!owing complaint: 

File No. 16088: Complaint fried by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvi!to, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine 
Ordinance), Section 67.16, by failing to place a written summary of the public 
comment, if no more than 150 words, in the minutes (September 6, 2016). 

On September 20, 2016, Ray Hartz filed the following complaint: 

File No. 16111: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvlllo, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine 
Ordinance), Section 67.16, by failing to place a written summary of the public 
comment, if no more than 150 words, in the minutes (September 13, 2016). 

On September 27, 2016, Ray Hartz filed the following complaint: 

File No. 16089: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine 
Ordinance), Sections 67.16 .and 67.34, by willfully failing to place a written 
summary of the public comment, if no more than 150 words, in the minutes 
(September 20, 2016). · 
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HEARING ON THE COMPLAlNTS 

On November 14, 2016, the Compliance and Amendments Committee.(Committee) 
heard the following complaint!';;: 

File No. 16088: Ray Hartz (Complainant) provided a summary of the complaint 
and requested the Committee to find violations. Mr. Hartz provided a summary 
of previous Task Force Order of Determinations regarding the 150 word written 
summary in the minutes and stated that a legal opinion has never been provided 
regarding the matter. Wilson Ng, Office of the· Clerk of the Board (Respondent), 
provided a summary of the department's position. Mr. Ng stated that the 150 
word summary is inserted into the meeting minutes paginated as one document 
in the Addendum. Mr. Ng stated that the 150 word summary is placed into the 
Addendum after the signature of the Clerk of the Board because the Clerk of the 
Board cannot validate written summaries submitted for inclusion into the 
meetings by members of the public. ln addition, Mr. Ng stated that the. Task 
Force has previously ruled both in favor and against the Clerk of the Board in 
regards to the requirements for placement of the 150 word summary in meeting 
minutes and tha.t the Ethics Commission has previous ruled that the placement of 
the 150 word summary in an Addendu!TI does not violate the Sunshine 

· Ordinance. Mr. Ng suggested that the Task Force seek administrative remedy 
with a third party, such as the Ethics Commission or the City Attorney, in order to 
issue a determination regarding the matter. A question and answer period 
followed. The Complaint and the Respondent were provided the opportunity for 
rebuttals. 

File No. 16089: Ray Hartz (Complainant) provided a summary of the complaint 
and requested the Committee to find violations .. Mr. Hartz restated certain 
arguments previously presented during the hearing of File No. 16088. Wilson 
Ng, Office of the Clerk of the Board (Respondent), provided a summary of the 

.department's position. Mr. Ng stated issues and arguments regarding the 
complaint are the same as those provided File No. 16088. A question and 
answer period followed. The Complaint and the Respondent were provided the 
·opportunity for rebuttafs. 

Upon review of the testimony and supporting documents the Committee referred 
the matters to the Task Force for hearing and suggested that the Task Force 
review the following issues in regards to the placement of the 150 word written 
summary: 

.., The Task Force has previously provided conflicting rulings on the matter 
both in favor and against the Clerk of the Board and other city 
departments 

.., The Ethics Commission has previously reviewed the findings of the Task 
Force and ruled against the Task Force findings that the 150 word must 
be in the body of the minutes 
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a The Task Force has previously found other city departments in violation of 
the Sunshine Ordinance regarding the same matter and that the 
departments in question now place the 150 word written summary into the 
body of minutes 

The Committee foiwarded the Respondent's suggestion that the Task Force 
seek administrative remedy with a third party i.n order to set precedence for future 
Task Force decision in regards to the requirement which states that the 150 
written summary shall be inserting 'in the minutes'. 

On December 7, 2016, the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (Task Force) called and 
heard File Nos. 16088, 16089, and 16111 together with the agreement of both the 
Complaint and Respondent. · 

Ray Hartz (Complainant) provided an overview of the complaint and requested 
that the Task Force find violations. Mr. Hartz stated that the Task Force has 
previously ruled that the 150 word summary of public comment should be 
included into the body of minutes and not in an Addendum and provided samples 
of compliance by other city agencies. Mr. Hartz stated that the placement of the 
150 word summary into an Addendum is a violation of his rights to free speech. 
There were no speakers in support of the Complainant. Wilson Ng, Office of the 
Clerk of the Board (Respondent), provided a summary of the department's 
position. Mr. Ng stated that the Addendum is part of the minutes and therefore 
complies with Administrative Code, Section 67 .16, which states that the 150 word 
summary shall be in the minutes. Mr. Wilson stated that the Task Force has 
provide conflicting rulings regarding the ·150 word summary and suggested that a 
third party review the. legal text. There were no speakers in support of the 
Respondent. A question and answer period followed. The Respondent and 
Complainant were provided the opportunity for rebuttals. 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

Based on the testimony and .evidence presented, the Task Force found that a violation 
of Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 67.16, occurred. 
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ORDER OF DETERMINATION . 

On December 7, 2016, the Task Force found that Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, violated Administrative Code (Sunshine OrdJnance), Section 67 .16, by 
failing to include the written 150 word public comment summai-Y submitted by Ray Hartz. 
for the September 6, 13, and 20, 2016, Board of Super\risors meetings minutes, into the 
body of the minutes and not into an Addendum at the end of the minutes (Fife Nos. 
16088, 16089, and 16111). 

The motion to find the violation PASSED by the following vote: 

Ayes: 9 - Baranetsky, Eldon, J: Wolf, Tesfai, Maass, Cannata, Fischer, 
Hinze, B. Wolfe 
Noes: 0 - None 
Absent: 1 - Chopra 
Excused: 1 - Hyland 

Bruce Wolfe, Chair 
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

c. Nicholas Colla, Deputy City Attorney 
Ray Hartz, Complainant 
Ang·e1a Calvillo, Clerk of the Board ·(Respondent) 
Wilson Ng, Office of the Clerk of the Board (Respondent) 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

DATE THE DECISION ISSUED 
April 3, 2013 

ORDER OF DETERMINATION 
May 23, 2013 

RAY HARTZ VS. CLERK OF THE BOARD (CASE NO. 12050} 

FACTS OF THE CASE 

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE 

Complainant Ray Hartz ("Complainant"} alleges that Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Boord of 
Supervisors (the "Clerk"), repeatedly violated section 67.16 of the Ordinance by failing to 
include his 150-word written statements, summarizing his public comments, in the body of 
the minutes of the Board's meetings held on March 6, 2012; April 17, 2012; May 8, 2012; June 
5, 2012; July 24, 2012; September 4, 2012; and September 11, 2012. 

COMPLAINT FILED 

On October 23, 2012, Mr. Hartz filed a complaint with the Task Force. 

HEARING ON THE COMPLAINT 

On April 3, 2013, Complainant, Mr. Hartz appeared before the Task Force and presented his 
claim. Respondent, Rick Caldeira, Deputy Director, Office of the Clerk of the Board 
presented the Clerk of the Board's defense stating 150-word statements submitted are 
included in the Board's minutes as an addendum to the minutes. 

The issue in the case is whether the Clerk of the Board violated Sections 67. l 6, 67.21, 
67.30(c), 67.33, and 67.34 of the Ordinance. 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Based on the testimony and evidence presented the Task Force finds the testimony of Mr. 
Hartz to be persuasive .and finds that Section 67.16 of the Ordinance to be applicable in this 
case. The Task Force does not find the testimony provided by Mr. Caldeira persuasive to 
this case. 

DECISION AND ORDER Of DETERMINATION 

The Task Force finds that Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of SupeNisors, violated Section 
67 .16 of the Sunshine Ordinance for failure to include Mr. Hartz' s 150-word statement within 
the body of minutes at the point in the minutes where the speaker made his comments. 
The_ Clerk of the Board shall place 15(}-word statements submitted by members of the public 
within the minutes directly following the item addressed in public comment. Angela 
Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors shall appear before the Education, Outreach and 
Training Committee on June 13, 2013. 

- City-HolL"-1-Dr.Loclton.B._Goodl.ettELac.e_._Ro_om_24A_~s_oo..fmnd~_c_Q,_:_CA-241_02--46a9 
{415) 554-7724 • Fax {415) 554-7854 • TDD/TIY No. (415) 554-5227 
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Cl1Y AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FO,RCE 

This Order of Determination was adopted by the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force on April 3, 
2013.by the following v6te: (Hyland/Oka) . . . 

Ayes: Knee, Manneh, Washburn, Sims, Hyland, Oka, Fischer 
Noes: Pilpel, Grant 
Absent: David 

. ./J{ \, / (_/ I . 1,/vtN .,fJ///WJOf 
'( ' . 

Kitt Grant, Chair 
. Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

c: Jerry Threet, Deputy City Attorney 
Ray HartZ, Jr., Complainant 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Respondent 

City Hall• l Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place• Room 244 •Son Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
__ c_ ______ -.- (415)554~ZZ24_._~ox-(4-15)-554~ZS54~TDD,1TIY-1"10.-(AJ5)-554~522Z-----------------
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

I (BOS) 

. Ng, Wilson (BOS) 
Monday, May 13, 2019 3:40 PM 
SCiTF, (BOS). 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS); GIVNER, JON (CAT) 
RE: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File Nos. 19042 & · 
19043 
Hartz Clerk of the Board.pdf; Hartz, President Yee.pdf; 17048 Hartz vs Angela Calvillo -
Attachment'- COB Responses to SOTF.pdf; 17048 SOTF Referral to Ethics.pdf; 17048 
Hartz vs Angela Calvillo - Ethics Memo.pdf; SOTF - Referral to the Ethics Commission -
Complaint No. 17048 

In response to SOTF complaint file nos. 19042 and 19043, we respectfully request that the SOTF reference the contents 
of file no. 17048, which exhaustively responds to and addresses Mr. Hartz' (Complainant) numerous duplicative 
complaints regarding the placement/format of the 150-word su.mmary. Provided attached are the Clerk of the Board's 
responses to the SOTF addressing this mattE;:r.· Per SOTF's memo dated October 11, 2017, file no. 17048 was referred to 
the Ethics Commission. Per the Ethics Commission meeting minutes of October 23, 2017, the Ethics Commission made 
the following motion in response: 

Motion 171023-3 (Kopp/Chiu): Moved, seconded and passed unanimously {5-0) that the Clerk of the Board 
Angela Calvillo did not violate the Sunshine Ordinance as alleged in Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral Fife 
No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 
Commissioner Renne noted there is merit to Mr. Hartz's argument. Commissioner Renne stated he thinks it 
would be good policy that the Ethics Commission recommend to the various governmental agencies that when a 
150-word statement is provided, it is placed in the corresponding agenda item. 

Source: https:// sfethics.org/ ethics/2017 /11/ d raft-m inutes-october-23-2017 .htm I 

Regarding complaint file no. 19043, the 150-word summary spacing is consistent with the formatting of all past Board 

minutes. 

The Clerk of the Board and Supervisor Yee conform tci all said requirements. The Complainant's claims are without merit 

and should be dismissed. 

If the SOTF wishes to seek administrative remedy or conduct further inquiry, file nos. 19042 and 19043 may be referred 
to the Ethics Commission. Alternatively, SOTF may contact the Office of the City Attorney for consultation. 

Thanks,· 

·Wilson L. Ng 

Records and Project Manager 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

Phone: (415) 554-7725 

Web: www.sfbos.org 
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• .it:>itl- Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors is.subject to disclosure under the 
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public 
are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supe/visors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Officr; regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made availableto 
all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any informq.tion from these submissions. This means that 
personal information-including.names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the 
Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may in.spect or 
copy. 

From: SOTF, (BOS) <sotf@sfgov.org> 

Sent: Wednesday, May 8, 2019 12:39 PM 

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org> 

Cc: Ng, Wilson (BOS) <wilson.1.ng@sfgov.org>. 
Subject: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File No. 19043 

Good Afternoon: 

.Angela Calvillo and the Office of The Clerk of the Board have been named as Respondents in the attached 
complaint filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. Please respond to the following complaint/request' 
within five business days. 

The Respondent is required to submit a written response to the allegations in~luding any and all· 
supporting documents, recordings, electronic media, etc., to the Task Force within five (5) business days 
of receipt of .this notice. This is your opportunity to provide a full explanation to allow the Task Force to be 

· fully informed in considering your response prior its meeting. · 

Please include the following information 1.n your response if applicable: 

1. List all relevant records with descriptions that have been provided pursuant to the Complainant 
request. 

2. Date the relevant records were provided to the Complainant.· 
3. Description of the method used, along with any relevant search terms used, to search for the relevant 

records. 
4. Statement/declaration that all.relevant documents. have been provided, does not exist, or has been 

excluded. 
5. Copy of the original request for :records (if applicable). 

Please refer to the File Number when submitting any new info;rrnation and.I or supporting documents 
pertaining to this complaint. 

The Complainant alleges: 
Complaint Attached. 

Cheryl Leger 
Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Tel: 415-554~7724 

• ---f/:.(!)-cclick-here-to-complete-a-Board-of-SupervisorsCustomer-5eolice_S_a1isJact1o_n form. _______ .. _c ___ · _____ ·------------__ 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 
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Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Boord of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California 
Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are 
not required to provide persona/ identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available · 
to all members of.the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means 
that personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects ta·submit to 
the Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may 
inspect or copy. 
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Leger, Cheryl (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Hi Cheryl, 

Ng, Wilson (BOS) 
Tuesday, May·21, 2019 3:09 PM 
SOTF, (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Yee, 
Norman (BOS) 
RE: SOTF - Two new Hartz complaints 
derk.pdf; yee.pdf 

Upon issuance of an SOT.F complaint number on the attached complaints, we kindly ask that the SOTF reference the 
same responses we provided to the duplicate recent complaints (File Nos. 19042, 19043, 19050, 19051) initiated by Mr. 
Hartz. 

In accordance with SOTF File No. 17048, the Ethics Commission has already issued a ruling (per Ethics Motion 171023-3) 
that there is no willful failure or misconduct, and there is no merit to Mr. Hartz complaint regarding the 150-word 
statements.· 

As our department has exhaustively explained and deliberated this same exact issue on numerous occasions to SOTF, we 
have no intention to attend further hearings on this matter- rather, we request that the SOTF refer this matter directly 
to the Ethics Commission for determination and directive. 

In accordance with Sunshine Ordinance/Admin Code Sec. 67.34, "[ ... ]Complaints i.nvolving allegations of willful violations 
of this ordinance, the Brown Act or the Public Records Act by elected officials or department heads of the City and 
County of San Francisco shall be handled. by the Ethics Commission." 

Thanks, 

Wilson. L. Ng · 

Records and Project Manager 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Phone: (415) 554-7725 
Web: www.sfbos.org 

Please note that I will be out of the office on leave from May 30, 2019 through June 9, 2019 . 

•• /Liti Click here to compl.ete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Clerk of the Board .of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the 
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public 
are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications. that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pen.ding legislation or hearings will be made available to 

___ al/~m_e_mbers oi the QUblic tor inspection and copying. The Clerk's office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that· 
personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar informaticfiff!iat a mem/5erofthe-puMicelects-to~sabmitto the-­
Boord and its committees-may appear on the· Board of Supervisors we.bsite or in other public documents that members of the publicmay inspect or 
copy. 



From: SOTF, {BOS} <sotf@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2019 2:43 PM 
To: Ng, Wilson (BOS) <wilson.l.ng@sfgov.org> 
Subject: SOTF - Two new.Hartz complaints 

Dear Wilson: 

Attached in pdf are the two new Hartz complaints. Let me know if you need anything further. 

Cheryl Leger 
Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Tel: 415-554-7724 

• ··~ Click here to complete a Board bf Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California 
Public Records.Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are 
not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available 
ta ~II members af the public far inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does riot redact any information from these submissions. This means 
that personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar infarmotion that o member of the public elects to submit to 
the Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members afthe public may 
inspect or copy. 
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Leger, Cheryl (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Ng, Wilson (BOS) 
Tuesday, June 18, 2019 9:49 AM 
SOTF, (BOS) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Mchugh, 
Eileen (BOS) 
RE: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File No. 19057 & 
19059 
19057 Complaint.pdf; 19059 Complaint.pdf 

In response to SOTF Complaint Nos. 19057 & 19059 attached, we ask that the SOTF reference the same responses we 

provided to the duplicative recent complaints (File Nos. 19042, 19043, 19050, 19051, 19054 & 19055} initiated by Mr. 

Hartz. 

We respectfully request that the SOTF reference the contents of SOTF file no. 17048, which exhaustively responds to 
and addresses Mr. Hartz' numerous duplicative complaints regarding the placement/format of the 150-word 

summary. In accordance with SOTF File No. 17048, the Ethics Commission has already issued a ruling {per Ethics Motion 

171023-3} that there is no willful failure or misconduct, and there is no merit to Mr. Hartz complaint regarding the 150-

word statements. 

As our department has exhaustively explained and deliberated this same exact issue on numerous occasions to SOTF, 
we have no intention to attend further hearings on the matter - rather, we request that the SOTF refer this matter 
directly to the Ethics Commission for determination and directive. 

In accordance with Sunshine Ordinance/Adm in Code Sec. 67.34, "[ ... ]Complaints involving allegations of willful violations 

of this ordinance, the Brown Act or the Public Records Act by elected officials or department head? of the City and 

County of San Francisco shall be handled by the Ethics Commission." 

Thanks, 

Wilson L. Ng 

Records and Project Manager 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Phone: (415) 554-7725 
Web: www.sfbos.org 

• If.(). Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the 
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public 
are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to 
all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that 
personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the 

--~~__f}oard and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or 
copy. 
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From: SOTF, (BOS) <sotf@sfgov.org> 

Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2019 9:14 AM 

To: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org> 

Cc: Ray Hartz Jr <rwhartzjr@comcast.net>; Ng, Wilson (BOS) <wilson.1.ng@sfgov.org>; Lee, Ivy (BOS) 

<ivy.lee@sfgov.org>; Low, Jen (BOS) <jen.low@sfgov.org>; Maybaum, Erica (BOS) <erica.maybaum@sfgov.org>; 

Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org> 

Subject: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - File No. 19057 

Good Morning: 

Norman Yee has been named as a Respondent in the attached complaint filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force. Please respond to the following complaint/request within five business days. 

File No. 19057: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors, for 
allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .16, by failing to place his 150-word 
summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 21, 2019 meeting). 

The Respondent is required to submit a written response to the allegations including any and all 
supporting documents, recordings, electronic media, etc., to the Task Force within five (5) business days 
of receipt of this notice. This is your opportunity to provide a full explanation to allow the Task Force to be 
fully informed in considering your response prior its meeting. 

Please include the following information in your response if applicable: 

1. List all relevant records with descriptions that have been provided pursuant to the Complainant 
request. 

2. Date the relevant records were provided to the Complainant. 
3. Description of the method used, along with any relevant search terms used, to search for the relevant 

records. 
4. Statement/declaration that all relevant documents have been provided, does not exist, or has been 

excluded. 
5. Copy of the original request for records (if applicable). 

Please refer to the File Number when submitting any new information and/or supporting documents 
pertaining to this complaint. 

The Complainant alleges: 
Complaint Attached. 

Cheryl Leger 
Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Tel: 415-554-7724 

Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California 
Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are 

__ aotLe_qujrecl_1Q QrD\licJ~es;rsonal identifyjrlg information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written 
or oral communications that members of th;public s~b~ftt,;-/:he Clerk's -office-regarding pendin-g/egfsiation orhea-i-irigs will bemade available 
to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means 
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Leger, Cheryl (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

SOTF, (BOS) 

Tuesday, June 18, 2019 9:14 AM 

Yee, Norman (BOS) 

'Ray Hartz Jr'; Ng, Wilson (BOS); Lee, Ivy (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); 

Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 

Subject: 
·Attachments: 

SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task force - File No. 19057 

SOTF - Complaint Procedure 2018-12-05 FINAL.pdf; 19057 Complaint.pdf 

Good Morning: 

Norman Yee has been named as a Respondent in the attached complaint filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force. Please respond to the following complaint/request within five business days. 

File No. 19057: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors, for 
allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.16, by failing to place his 150-word 
summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 21, 2019 meeting). 

The Respondent is required to submit a written response to the allegations including any and all 
supporting documents, recordings, electronic media, etc., to the Task Force within five (5) business days 
of receipt of this notice. This is your opportunity to provide a full explanation to allow the Task Force to be 
fully informed in considering your response prior its meeting. 

Please include the following information in your response if applicable: 

1. List all relevant records with descriptions that have been provided pursuant to the Complainant 
request. 

2. Date the relevant records were provided to the Complainant. 
3. Description of the method used, along with any relevant search terms used, to search for the relevant 

records. 
4. Statement/declaration that all relevant documents have been provided, does not exist, or has been 

excluded. 
5. Copy of the original request for records (if applicable). 

Please refer to the File Number when submitting any new information and/or supporting documents 
pertaining to this complaint. 

The Complainant alleges: 
Complaint Attached. 

Cheryl Leger 

Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Tel: 415-554-7724 

• li.il/J Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

_ ----~-- _________ "f"he _Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access_~o Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 
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I (BOS) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

SOTF, (BOS) 

Friday, February 12, 2021 3:41 PM 

81242-04060798@requests.muckrock.com; Heckel, Hank (MYR); TanyaP@sfzoo.org; 

Justin Barker; Patterson, Kate (LIB); Lambert, Michael (LIB); mary.ghirarduzzi@sfpl.org; 

Ray Hartz Jr; Ng, Wilson (BOS) 
Subject: SOTF - Notice of Appearance - Compliance and Amendments Committee; February 23, 

2021 4:30 p.m. 
Attachments: SOTF - Complaint Procedure 2019-10-02 FINAL.pdf 

Good Afternoon: 

You are receiving this notice because you are named as a Complainant or Respondent in one of the following 
complaints scheduled before the Compliance and Amendments Committee to: 1) hear the merits of the 
complaint; 2) issue a determination; and/or 3) consider referrals from a Task Force Committee. 

Date: February 23, 2021 

Location: Remote meeting; participant information to be included on the Agenda 

Time: 4:30 p.m. 

Complainants: Your attendance is required for this meeting/hearing. 

Respondents/Departments: Pursuant to Section 67.21 (e) of the Ordinance, the custodian of records or a 
representative of your department, who can speak to the matter, is required at the meeting/hearing. 

Complaints: 

File No. 19103: Hearing on the Status of the Order of Determination - Complaint filed by 
Anonymous against Mayor London Breed, Hank Heckel and the Office of the Mayor for violating 
Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .26 and 67 .27, by failing to keep withholdings 
to a minimum and failing to provide justification for withholdings. 

File No. 19048: Hearing on the Status of the Order of Determination - Complaint filed by Justin 
Barker against the San Francisco Zoo for violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 
67.21 and 6727, California Government Code 6253 and California Business and Professions Code 4857, 
by failing to provide request records in a timely and/or complete manner. 

File No. 19092: Hearing on the Status of the Order of Determination - Complaint filed by Justin 
Barker against the San Francisco Zoo for violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 
67.21 and 67.27, by failing to respond to an Immediate Disclosure Request in a timely and/or complete 
manner and failing to provide justification for withholding records. 

File No. 20068: Complaint filed by.James Chaffee against the Library Commission for allegedly 
violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.14 by failing to make audio 
reCQJ:"dings_~y(lilable_on_th~~~Q?l~_,_ 67 .21 by failing to respond to a records request in a timely manner 
and 67 .29 by failing to maintain the Library Commission website.-
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The Chair intends to consider a request for consolidation of File Nos. 19050, 19055 and 19059. 

File No. 19050: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.15(d), by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries as submitted to the Board of Supervisors "in the minutes." 

File No. 19055: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .15( d), by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 14, 2019 
meeting). 

File No. 19059: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .15( d), by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 21, 2019 
meeting). 

The chair intends to consider a request to consolidation of File Nos. 19051, 19054 and 19057. 

File No. 19051: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.16, by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 7, 2019 
meeting). 

File No. 19054: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67 .16, by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May. 14, 2019 
meeting). 

File No. 19057: Complaint filed by Ray Hartz against Norman Yee, President of the Board of 
Supervisors, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.16, by 
failing to place his 150-word summaries in the meeting minutes (Board of Supervisors May 21, 2019 
meeting). 

Documentation (evidence supporting/disputing complaint) 

For a document to be considered, it must be received at least five (3) working days before the hearing (see 
attached Public Complaint Procedure). For inclusion into the agenda packet, supplemental/supporting 
documents must be received by 5:00 pm, February 18, 2021. 

Cheryl Leger 
Assistant Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Tel: 415-554-7724 

• ,;(.('.)J Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Bom·d of Supervisors legislation, 
and archived matters since August 1998. 
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