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SUNSIDNE ORDINANCE COMPLAINT 

Complaint against which Department or Commission: Planning Department ., r-> :~; 

Name of individual contacted at Depaiiment or Commission: Planner Sara Vellve ahd Ptlli.1nef ~: 

~":~: violation public records access . • \ ~ ·;:. :. ;·;~ 
~ 
\G~:) 
l ['.) 

.r:-

__ Alleged violation of public meeting. Date of meeting ______ _ 

Sw.1shine Ordinance Section: 67.21, 67.24, 67.25, 67.26 
(If known, please cite specific provision being violated) 

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

On 12/21/2016 I made a Sunshine Immediate Disclosure Request and gave Respondents to 
respond no later than December 23, 2016. (Exh. A) 

On 12/23/2016 Respondents failed to respond. (Exh. B) 

On 12/28/2016 Respondents sent me an email claiming that they provided all responsive records 
and no additional records for me BUT the fact is Respondents failed to produce a single piece 
of public record to my Sw.1shine Immediate Disclosme Request. (Exh. C) 

Do you wish a public hearing before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force? 

(Optional) 
. Your name Ellen Tsai1g 

X yes 

Address tsangtl23@yahoo.com Date 12/29/2016 

no. 

Telephone ____ .~/ ____ .. _ .... ""' ___ ,.""' ..... -,_·"'·_·-~/'-, _If anonymous, please let us know how to contact you. 

Signature ____ <:..._,'·-cr--'.''~'(7·:~/--
1 

"""/_,,/_" ------,,,~·,·"'_#·_"" __ _ 

_ /·-·>::~:;;;::~~:~~ 
/"' /'/ 4~~~-<-+""§:~7 

.rt/· -
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12/28/20'16 Print 

Subject: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

From: Ellen Tsang (tsangt123@yahoo.com) 

To: cpc-recordrequest@sfgov.org; pic@sfgov.org; Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org; 

Cc: tsangt 123@yahoo. corn; 

Date: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 8:44 PM 

Immediate Disclosure Request 

Wednesday December 21, 2016 

Re: Planning Department's Memorandum dated December 14, 2006 issued by Lawrence Badiner, 
Prior Zoning Administrator (no longer worked for the City of San Francisco) and planner Sara Vellve, 
property address at 2650 Hyde Street 

Please provide the public record as following: 

1) "Ms. Tsang filed DR on a previous permit that was cancelled"; 

2) this "previous permit" application number and the name of the permit applicant; 

3) the name of the person who cancelled this permit and the date this "previous permit that was 
cancelled"; 

4) the DR number for this "previous permit"; 

5) the date that Planning transferred "her DR request to the current proposal"; 

6) the new transferred DR number. 

7) the permit number for the new transferred DR. 

8) the date and time the new transferred DR public hearing was held; 

9) the Decision of this new transferred DR if the DR public hearing was in fact held. 

I would request the response in electronic format, to this email address. If there is any reason for 
delay, this request should receive a response on a "rolling basis," as required by the Sunshine 
Ordinance. 

As this is an IDR, I would expect a response no later than close of business on Friday, December 23, 
2016 

Please respond and identify the document by numbered requests. 

Thank you. 
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12/28/2016 Print 

Subject: Re: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

From: Ellen Tsang (tsangt123@yahoo.com) 

To: cpc-recordrequest@sfgov.org; pic@sfgov.org; Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org; 

Cc: tsangt123@yahoo.com; 

Date: Friday, December 23, 2016 5:30 PM 

CPC-RccordRcqucst, PIC PLN (CPC) and Planner Sara Vcl!vc: 

Today December 23, 2016, you failed to response to my Immediate Disclosure Request dated December 21, 2016. (see below) 
,.._ 

If you need additional time to respond, please let me know before I file a Sunshine Complaint. 

Thank you. 

Ellen Tsang 

From: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com> 
To: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com>; GPG-RecordRequest <cpc-recordrequest@sfgov.org>; PIG PLN (GPG) <pic@sfgov.org>; 
"Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org" <Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, December 23, 2016 5:28 PM 
Subject: Re: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

CPC-RecordRequest, PIC PLN (CPC) and Planner Sara Vellve: 

Today December 23, 2016, you failed to response to my Immediate Disclosure Request dated December 21, 2016. (see below) -If you need additional time to respond, please let me know before J file a Sunshine Complaint. 

Thank you. 

Ellen Tsang 

From: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com> 
To: GPC-RecordRequest <cpc-recordrequest@sfgov.org>; PIG PLN (CPC) <pic@sfgov.org>; "Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org" <Sara.Vellve@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 8:43 PM 
Subject: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

Immediate Disclosure Request 

Wednesday December 21, 2016 

Re: Planning Department's Memorandum dated December 14, 2006 issued by Lawrence Badiner, Prior Zoning Administrator (no longer worked for the 
City of San Francisco) and planner Sara Vellve, property address at 2650 Hyde Street 

Please provide the public record as following: 

1) "Ms. Tsang filed DR on a previous permit that was cancelled"; 

2) this "previous permit" application number and the name of the permit applicant; 

3) the name of the person who cancelled this permit and the date this "previous permit that was cancelled"; 

4) the DR number for this "previous permit"; 

5) the date that Planning transferred "her DR request to the current proposal"; 

6) the new transferred DR number. 

7) the permit number for the new transferred DR. 

8) the date and time the new transferred DR public hearing was held; 

9) the Decision of this new transferred DR if the DR public hearing was in fact held. 

I would request the response in electronic format, to this email address.Plf'hiiS is any reason for delay, this request should receive a response on a 
"rolling basis," as required by the Sunshine Ordinance. 
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12/28/2016 Print 

Subject: RE: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

From: CPC-RecordRequest (CPC-RecordRequest@sfgov.org) 

To: tsangt123@yahoo.com; CPC-RecordRequest@sfgov.org; pic@sfgov.org; john.rahaim@sfgov.org; 
scott. sanchez@sfgov.org; an drew. perry@sfgov.org; sara. vellve@sfgov.org; 

Cc: jeff.joslin@sfgov.org; 

Date: Wednesday, December 28, 2016 4:42 PM 

Ms. Tsang, 

Although Mr. Perry was not the planner assigned to the project in 2005-2006, he is assigned to the current project, is up­
to-speed and more than capable of answering your questions. 

At this time we believe we've provided you all responsive records. We have no additional records for you. Should you 
have any future records requests, please direct them to cpc-recordrequcstlclJsfgov.org. 

Record Requests 

Main: 415-558-3678 j Fax: 415-558-6409 

San f?antisco 
i, 

SF Planning 
Department 

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Hours of Operation I Property Information Map I Record Requests 

WI 
·--" 

From: Ellen Tsang [mailto:tsangt123@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 27, 2016 7 :4 7 PM 
To: CPC-RecordRequest; PIC, PLN (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Sanchez, Scott (CPC); Peny, Andrew (CPC); Vellve, Sara (CPC) 
Cc: Ellen Tsang 
Subject: Re: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 

Dear Planning Director John Rahaim, Zoning Administrator Scott Sanchez, CPC-RecordRequest, PIC PLN 
(CPC), Planner Andrew Perry and Planner Sara Vellve: 
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12128/2C·16 Print · 

Subject: Re: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December21, 2016 

From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Date: 

Ellen Tsang (tsangt123@yahoo.com) 

CPC-RecordRequest@sfgov.org; pic@sfgov.org; john.rahaim@sfgov.org; scott.sanchez@sfgov.org; 
an drew. perry@sfgov.org; sara. vellve@sfgov.org; 

tsangt 123@yahoo. corn; 

Tuesday, December 27, 2016 7:46 PM 

Dear Planning Director John Rahaim, Zoning Administrator Scott Sanchez, CPC-RecordRequest, PIC PLN 
(CPC), Planner Andrew Perry and Planner Sara Vellve: 

CPC-RecordRequest just sent me an email today requesting to invoke extension to 10 days. Planner Andrew 
Perry stated that he was unclear what public record I was requesting but answered my Sunshine Request that 
was not addressed nor cc to him. Planner was not the planner who was involved in2005-2006 2650 Hyde Street 
projects nor Planner Perry was the authors who sent me the 2006 Planning Memorandum. Planner PeITy did not 
have personal knowledge of the projects in 2005-2006 at 2650 Hyde Street. 
Today immediately after CPC-RecordRequet was invoking extension to 10 days, Planner Perry responded to my 
Sunshine Requests dated December 21, 2016. · 

I request that CPC-RecordRequest should send me an email to clarify the confusion by confirming that CPC­
RecordRequest is no longer invoking 10 days extension and CPC-RecordRequest is now authorized Planner 
Andrew Perry to represent CPC-RecordRequest to respond to my Sunshine Requests. 

The public records that I requested were quoted from the Memorandum which proved that Planning and the 
_i2laner Sara Vellve have had th!se gublic records. However, Plannmg PeITy stated that he was "unclear what 
public record you are requesting here." and "It is possible .... " " It is unclear ... " 

Since Planner Perry was not the author of the Memorandum .. ~.<i~f the Author Planner Sara Vellve is still 
worklng for Planning, Planner Sara Vellve should have personal knowledge and should be able to produce and 
identify the public records requested. . .... -

Please provide and identity the documents requested. P anner Perry failed to roduce a sin le document. ~ 
If Planning continue refusing to provide documents requeste I will be forced to file a Sunshine Complaint at 
once. 

Also, CPC-RecordRequest, PIC PLN (CPC) should inform me if they have authorized Planner Andrew Pe1zy to 
represent them to respond to all my Sunshine Requests moving forward regardless if Planner Peny has personal 
knowledge and/or documents to my requests. 

Thank you. 

Ellen Tang 

From: "Perry, Andrew (CPC)" <andrew.perry@sfgov.org> 
To: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com>; CPC-RecordRequest <CPC-RecordRequest@sfgov.org>; 
"Vellve, Sara (CPC)" <sara.vellve@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 27, 2016 6:21 PM 
Subject: RE: Sunshine Immediate DisclosuresfWe~l.Jest December 21, 2016 



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
Complaint Summary 

File No. 16119 

Ellen Tsang V. John Rahaim and the Planning Department 

Date filed with SOTF: 12/29/2016 

Contacts information: 
Tsangtl23{a),yahoo.com (Complainant) 
Chirstine Silva, Jonas lonin, John Rahaim, Sara Vellve, Andrew Perry (Planning Department) 

File No. 16119: Complaint filed by Ellen Tsang against Director John Rahaim and the Planning 
Department, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.21, 
67.24, 67.25, and 67.26, by failing to respond to an Immediate Disclosure Request in a timely 
and/or complete manner. 

Date public record was requested by Complainant: December 21, 2016 
Date of Response: Possible December 27 and December 28, 2016 

Administrative Summary if applicable: 

Complaint attached. 

On December 27, 2016, it appears that the Planning Department submitted a response to Ms. 
Tsang's request. However, the Task Force has only received page 1of5 and cannot determine 
ifthere were attachments. Please provide a complete copy of the Planning Department's 
response along with any attachments. 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATIORNEY 

NICHOLAS COLLA DENNIS J. HERRERA 
City Attorney Deputy City Attorney 

Direct Dial: (415) 554-3819 
Email: nicholas.colla @sfgov.org 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 

Nicholas Colla FROM: 
Deputy City Attorney 

DATE: January 18, 2017 

RE: Complaint No. 16119 - Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 
Department 

COMPLAINT 

Complainant Ellen Tsang ("Complainant") alleges that John Rahaim ("Mr. Rahaim") of 
the San Francisco Planning Department ("Planning") violated public records laws by failing to 
respond to Complainant's Immediate Disclosure Request ("IDR"). 

COMPLAINANT FILES COMPLAINT 

On December 29, 2016, Complainant filed a complaint with the Task Force regarding 
Planning's alleged failure to respond to Complainant's IDR in a timely manner. 

JURISDICTION 

The San Francisco Planning Department is a department subject to the provisions of the 
Sunshine Ordinance and the California Public Records Act ("CPRA") regarding records 
requests. Respondent does not contest jurisdiction to hear this complaint. 

APPLICABLE STATUTORY SECTION(S) 

Section 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code: 

• Section 67 .21 (b) provides the timeframe for complying with public records requests. 

• Section 67.25(a) governs the time:frame for responding to immediate disclosure requests 
("IDRs"). 

• Section 67.26 governs withholding of records. 

• Section 67 .27 governs written justification for withholding of records. 

Section 6253 of the Cal. Govt. Code (CPRA) 

• Section 625 3 ( c) governs the time frame in which general requests for public documents 
must be honored. · 

APPLICABLE CASE LAW 

• None 

Fox PLAZA • 1390 MARKET STREET, 6TH FLOOR • SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-5408 
RECEPTION: (415) 554-3800 • FACSIMILE: (415) 437-4644 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MEMORANDUM 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 

TO: 
DATE: 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
January 18, 2017 

PAGE: 2 
RE: Complaint No. 16119 -Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 

Department 

BACKGROUND 

Complainant alleges that on dates ranging from December 21, 2016, she emailed an IDR 
to Planning at cpc-recordrequest@sfgov.org in which she requested the following: · 

1) "Ms. Tsang filed DR on a previous permit that was cancelled"; 

2) this "previous permit" application number and the name of the permit 
applicant; 

3) the name of the person who cancelled this permit and the date this 
"previous permit that was cancelled"; 

4) the DR number for this "previous permit"; 

5) the date that Planning transferred "her DR request to the current 
proposal"; 

6) the new transferred DR number; 

7) the permit number for the new transferred DR; 

8) the date and time the new transferred DR public hearing was held; 

9) the Decision ofthis new transferred DR ifthe DR public hearing 
process was in fact held. 

According to the documents submitted by Complainant in support of her complaint, it 
appears that she did not get a response to her Decemver 21, 2016 IDR until Planning emailed her 
on December 27, 2016 to invoke a 10 extension to respond to the request. As of July 30, 2014, I 
have not received a response to this complaint from Planning. 

On December 28, 2016, Complainant allegedly received an email from cpc­
recordrequest@sfgov.org in which the sender stated that all responsive records had already been 
provided to Complainant. 

On December 29, 2016, Complainant filed this complaint with the Task Force in which 
she alleged that Planning never provided her with a single record responsive to her request. 

It does not appear that Planning has submitted a response to this complaint. 

QUESTIONS THAT MIGHT ASSIST IN DETERMINING FACTS 

• Does Planning dispute Complainant's allegation that it failed to respond to her IDR? 

LEGAL ISSUES/LEGAL DETERMINATIONS 

• Did Complainant follow the procedure required under Administrative Code Section 
67.25(a) to successfully make an IDR? 

• Did Planning violate Administrative Code Section 67.25(a) by allegedly failing to satisfy 
Complainant's IDR? 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 
DATE: 
PAGE: 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
January 18, 2017 
3 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 

RE: Complaint No. 16119-Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 
Department 

• Did Planning violate Administrative Code Section 67.2l(b) and CPRA Section 6253(c) 
by allegedly failing to satisfy Complainant's December 21, 2016 IDR? 

CONCLUSION 

THE TASK FORCE FINDS THE FOLLOWING FACTS TO BE TRUE: 

THE TASK FORCE FINDS THE ALLEGED VIOLATIONS TO BE TRUE OR NOT TRUE. 

* * * 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 
DATE: 
PAGE: 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
January 18, 2017 
4 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY 

RE: Complaint No. 16119-Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 
Department · 

CHAPTER 67, SAN FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE (SUNSHINE 
ORDINANCE) 

SEC. 67.21. PROCESS FOR GAINING ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS; 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 
(b) A custodian of a public record shall, as soon as possible and within ten days following 
receipt of a request for inspection or copy of a public record, comply with such request. Such 
request may be delivered to the office of the custodian by the requester orally or in writing by 
fax, postal delivery, or e-mail. If the custodian believes the record or information requested is not 
a public record or is exempt, the custodian shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating, 
in writing as soon as possible and within ten days following receipt of a request, that the record 
in question is exempt under express provisions of this ordinance. 

SEC. 67.25. IMMEDIACY OF RESPONSE 
(a) Notwithstanding the 10-day period for response to a request permitted in Government Code 
Section 6256 and in this Article, a written request for information described in any category of 
non-exemptpublic information shall be satisfied no later than the close of business on the day 
following the day of the request. This deadline shall apply only if the words "Immediate 
Disclosure Request" are placed across the top of the request and on the envelope, subject line, 
or cover sheet in which the request is transmitted. Maximum deadlines provided in this article 
are appropriate for more extensive or demanding requests, but shall not be used to delay 
fulfilling a simple, routine or otherwise readily answerable request. 
(b) If the voluminous nature of the information requested, its location in a remote storage 
facility or the need to consult with another interested department warrants an extension of 10 
days as provided in Government Code Section 6456.1, the requester shall be notified as required 
by the close of business on the business day following the request. 
( c) The person seeking the information need not state his or her reason for making the request or 
the use to which the information will be put, and requesters shall not be routinely asked to make 
such a disclosure. Where a record being requested contains information most of which is exempt 
from disclosure under the California Public Records Act and this article, however, the City 
Attorney or custodian of the record may inform the requester of the nature and extent of the non­
exempt information and inquire as to the requester's purpose for seeking it, in order to suggest 
alternative sources for the information which may involve Jess redaction or to otherwise prepare 
a response to the request. 
( d) Notwithstanding any provisions of California Law or this ordinance, in response to a request 
for information describing any category of non-exempt public information, when so requested, 
the City and County shall produce any and all responsive public records as soon as reasonably 
possible on an incremental or "rolling" basis such that responsive records are produced as soon 
as possible by the end of the same business day that they are reviewed and collected. This section 
is intended to prohibit the withholding of public records that are responsive to a records request 
until all potentially responsive documents have been reviewed and collected. Failure to comply 
with this provision is a violation of this Article. 

SEC. 67.26. WITHHOLDING OF RECORDS 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 
DATE: 
PAGE: 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
January 18, 2017 

. 5 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATIORNEY 

RE: Complaint No. 16119 -Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 
Department 

No record shall be withheld from disclosure in its entirety unless all information contained in 
it is exempt from disclosure under express provisions of the California Public Records Act or 
of some other statute. Information that is exempt from disclosure shall be masked, deleted or 
otherwise segregated in order that the nonexempt portion of a requested record may be released, 
and keyed by footnote or other clear reference to the appropriate justification for withholding 
required by Section 67.27 of this Article. This work shall be done personally by the attorney or 
other staff member conducting the exemption review. The work of responding to a public­
records request and preparing documents for disclosure shall be considered part of the regular 
work duties of any City employee, and no fee shall be charged to the requester to cover the 
personnel costs of responding to a records request. 

SEC. 67.27. JUSTIFICATION OF WITllHOLDING. 

Any withholding of information shall be justified, in writing, as follows: 

(a) A withholding under a specific permissive exemption in the California Public Records Act, 
or elsewhere, which permissive exemption is not forbidden to be asserted by this ordinance, 
shall cite that authority. · 

(b) A withholding on the basis that disclosure is prohibited by law shall cite the specific 
statutory authority in the Public Records Act or elsewhere. 

( c) A withholding on the basis that disclosure would incur civil or criminal liability shall cite 
any specific statutory or case law, or any other public agency's litigation experience, supporting 
that position. 

( d) When a record being requested contains information, most of which is exempt from 
disclosure under the California Public Records Act and this Article, the custodian shall inform 
the requester of the nature and extent of the nonexempt information and suggest alternative 
sources for the information requested, if available. 

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT (GOVT CODE SECTION 6250 ET SEQ.) 

. SECTION 6253 
(c) Each agency, upon a request for a copy of records, shall, within 10 days from receipt of the 
request, determine whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of disclosable public 
records in the possession of the agency and shall promptly notify the person making the 
request of the determination and the reasons there/or. In unusual circumstances, the time limit 
prescribed in this section may be extended by written notice by the head .of the agency or his or 
her designee to the person making the request, setting forth the reasons for the extension and the 
date on which a determination is expected to be dispatched. No notice shall specify a date that 
would result in an extension for more than 14 days. When the agency dispatches the 
determination, and ifthe agency determines that the request seeks disclosable public records, the 
agency shall state the estimated date and time when the records will be made available. As used 
in this section, "unusual circumstances" means the following, but only to the extent reasonably 
necessary to the proper processing of the particular request: 
(1) The need to search for and collect the requested records from field facilities or other 

establishments that are separate from the office processing the request. 
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 
DATE: 
PAGE: 

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force 
January 18, 2017 
6 

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATIORNEY 

RE:. Complaint No. 16119-Tsang v. John Rahaim of the San Francisco Planning 
Department 

(2) The need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine a voluminous amount of separate 
and distinct records that are demanded in a single request. 
(3) The need for consultation, which shall be conducted with all practicable speed, with another 

agency having substantial interest in the determination of the request or among two or more 
components of the agency having substantial subject matter interest therein. 
(4) The need to compile data, to write programming language or a computer program, or to 
construct a computer report to extraCt data. 
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Young, Victor 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com> 
Tuesday, January 17, 2017 8:25 PM 
Silva, Christine (CPC); SOTF, (BOS); Rahaim, John (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC); Vellve, Sara 
(CPC); Perry, Andrew (CPC) 
Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Ellen Tsang 
Re: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - Complaint No. 16119 
Planning Memorandum to Ellen Tsang.jpg; DR #06.0396D p1 .jpg; DR #06.0396D p2.jpg; 
DR #06.0396D p3.jpg; DR #06.0396D with attachments.pdf 

Dear Mr. Young (BOS) and Ms. Silva: 

Today July 17, 2017 Ms. Christine Silva (CPC) sent her· response to SOTF and her claim that 
I/Complainant did not request for records (i.e. documents) is false. 

I requested: "Please provide the public record as following" (see my Immediate Disclosure Request 
on file) 

Respondents failed to produce a single document. 
Planner Sara Vellve was the planner and has full knowledge of the public record requested because 
she was one of the author who issued the Memorandum (see first attachment) but she did not 
respond to my public record requests. 
Planner Andrew Perry was not the planner re: DR #06-0396D and he sent an email without providing 
a single document. His creative answers were inaccurate, for example, Planner Perry made up that 
the "previous permit" is 2005.09.27.4018. 
The DR #06-0396D was filed on February 2, 2006 which stated clearly that the DR was related to 
Building Permit Application# 2006.01.10.1829 not related at all to Building Permit Application# 
2005.09.27.4018 as Planner Perry created. (see Attachments) 
February 2, 2006 is only 23 days from January 10, 2006. 

Again, Planner Perry's email was based on what he think was the best way to get rid off my requests 
for public records. His email was not based on any supporting document which I/complainant 
requested. 

Sunshine Task Force should find violations and order Respondents to produce the responsive public 
records. 

Thank you. 

Ellen Tsang. 

From: "Silva, Christine (CPC)" <christine.l.silva@sfgov.org> 
To: "SOTF, (BOS)" <sotf@sfgov.org>; "Rahaim, John (CPC)" <john.rahaim@sfgov:org>; "lonin, 
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; "Vellve, Sara (CPC)" <sara.vellve@sfgov.org>; "Perry, 
Andrew (CPC)" <andrew.perry@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Ellen Tsang <tsangt123@yahoo.com>; "Calvillo, Angela (BOS)" <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 4:10 PM 
Subject: RE: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force - Complaint No. 
16119 
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Victor - Please see attached response. 

Christine Lamorena Silva 
Manager of Commission Affairs 

From: SOTF, (BOS) 
Sent: Monday, January 09, 2017 1 :43 PM 
To: Rahaim, John (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC); Silva, Christine (CPC); Vellve, Sara (CPC); Perry, Andrew (CPC) 
Cc: Ellen Tsang; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) 
Subject: SOTF - Complaint Filed with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force- Complaint No. 16119 

Good Afternoon: 

The Planning Department 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. 
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: 

File No. 16119: Complaint filed by Ellen Tsang against Director John Rahaim and the Planning 
Department, for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Sections 67.21, 
67.24, 67.25, and 67.26, by failing to respond to an Immediate Disclosure Request in a timely 
and/or complete manner. 
Complaint Attached. 

Both parties (Complainant and Respondent) will be contacted once a hearing date is 
determined. Attached is the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force's complaint procedures. 
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 
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1998. 

• tEo Click here to complete a Board cif Supervi'sors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

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

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure imder 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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PLANNING DEPARTMENT . · . ., . . . 
Cij;y"and County oMan Franasco •·1660 MisSion Street;<Suite SOP. • S~Jl:F.~~s~··Oa.Ii.to.tnia •. ~41'f13~2.lf14' 

' ' °, ' ' ' • • I ' t 

· MAJN·Nl!MPER 
{4i5) sss,.637s· 

t>mi€10.Rsromca 
PHOl'ffi; SSllMH 

. .,,.,, . 
ZONJNGADMJNlsmAroit PLANN'ilii~~TION 

PBONE:-5511-63SO • · ·PHoie·SS~'h· ... 
c.o~$siON~A:R 

~ssU422 . 
iJHF.LOOR 

F.~:·5~·64zt 
. .miP£00R 'MAJOtU;N\lm~Al.· 
l'AX;·$~1l~!I FAX!:558-599J 

~WEB$ira 
sroov.o:R~iNG 

D,A.J.:E: 
TO: 
FROM 

' RE:' 

!. ....... 

MEMORANDUM 

Decerriber·14, 20.06 
Planning Commis.siGn. & Interested Parties 
LawreAce Baditt~r. ?onlng Admini~trator 
Sara V~llvet Noi1hwe&OQadran~ · 

PROPERTY ADDRES.S 2650,Hyd~ Str~et 
AS$ESSOR'$ PAAC,~L#. ' · Blk 0027 Lot 01-9 
Z~NlNG ,D.l~~I. _ . ._ ···- .... -· _ 8_H-3J 4Q-X 
·BUILDING PERMIT NO~ . ·2006.10.1lL5,315-· 
C.ASE NO. ~006~03960 

P.re .. Apptication vs. 3t1 ·Notification . 
.• ' The .f>roposal do.es not' requJre .pr:e-app. notification bec~1;1se th~ to~ he.rizonwr qep;th a,rl~ 7' 

vertical ("}eight thresheilets· are ·ri9t. met. · . · · · _ 
.• Altl'iot,1gh the li~ight C>f .~.1.eva:t6r p1=mtnousf.! exceeds ·7·, it is n9t '.QPn~i~er~ irrthe qat.c;.u!El.JiQn 

ofa building's overall height and is' excludetfftOitl·the pre~app~ pr.o.cess. . .. 
• . The Department .suggested to t.be prpj~cl -spons0r- th~t jt would ~e wise' to GQf.lduot a 

pr~li.rpinary· meeting due to· neighbof.$. consetns: . . 
• $f;lqilon 311 notifieatio.n will be ·oonduotEld ih the fr.,rture· ~S$Pml1J.9 ~he prepos£!.l m,pve11 

forWard., · 
• ·th(;} Department requeiS.te~ ·plan re:v.Jsions and c!arifipations in .t:m;ier to P.f.O.Qeed: witfl the. · 

propo1;ral's review in Nov.em,~er, 2006. . · • 
• l'l/J.Ei.• 7f sang. filed. DR pli .a prevlouS.. permit .that was canc~ied a~ tile wo.rk wa~ inl::Ql'P,Qrated 

into ·the cmrer)t propos~t. The Depattinent transferred her OR. req\I~~. ~o tl));! ·QQ!Jent 
propbsat in lairnes.s 'to Ms. Tsalig. . . . ... · 

• Ms •. Tqang h'a~ a ·aJock Book Notation on 265Q Hyde S~ree.t. ., 

Historic Status . . 
~ 265Q Hyd111 ·Street is lde.Otifi~ in· Here ·"topay and is· c~nsidered a: histario resource. The 

... · . propp$e(J .js peifi'IQ reviewed pursuant to the Se~retary. of the lnteriof.s ?tandarps. 

Ov.eralbliistOpt:at265CLHvde.StreeUtecentL .. _ .. :. ,., __ · --·- . ·__ ____ . --~- -··· ---···--
• . The prop~rty qw.r.ier has 'been att~mpting to get permits .for v(:lr.idus bw1ding alteratioa·s for - · · 

apP.roximately two years. . . . · . . . 
., Both DCP + .Q$1 r~qu~.sted tJif!t all work .be represented under one applic~tion, which .is. 

currently under review. · 
• All'previo.us .Building Per.mit AppJJqatiOnf? h.ave pr;len either cancelled or withdrawn; · "' 
• Senior building inspectors are monitoring permit activity' on the propi;lrty; · . . . . . 

' .. 
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. . . :~f,,, . 

APPLICATION REQUESTING. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ("D.R.") 

This application is_ for projects where there are exceptional and extraordinary circumstances· 
thatjust_ify further consideration, even though the project already meets re'quirements of the 
Planning Code, City Ge~eral Plan and Priority Policies of.~he Planning Code. 

D.R. Applicant's Name Stephen Wi'.lliams Telephone No: 292-3656 

D.R. Applicant's Address 1°934 ~iv'fsadero Street 
Number & Street (AP.t. #} 

San Francisco 941I5 ----------- ---------
. . City . Zip Code 

D.R. Applicant's telephone number (for Planning Department to contact): 2~2-3656 or 23-5-617 2 
If you are acting as the agent for another person(s) in making this request please.indicate the name- . 
and·address ofthat person(s) (If ~pplicable): · 

Name Arza Trust Telephone No:. ____ _ 

Address 769 North Point ___ _ ------------Number & Street 
San Francisco 

(Apt.#) 
94109 . ·-"----- ---City Zip Code 

Address of the property that you are requesting the Commission consider under the Discretionary 
Review: 2650 Hyde Street 

Name and phpne number of th~ prO.P
9
erty owoer who is doing the project on which you.. are requesting 

D.R.: Craig· Greenwoo5_t _ _:~ 5-ui:nsu . 

B~ilding Permit Application Number of the project for which you are requesting 
D.R.:_z.oo6. 01. lCL 1B29 

Where is your property ·located in relation to the permit ·applicant's property? 
Directly next door to ~he._......E=a=s .... t ___ . ----'------- ----

A. ACTIONS PRIOR TO A DISCRETIONARY RE~IEW REQUEST 
Citizens .should make very effort to resolve disputes before requesting D.R. Listed below are a 
variety of ways .and resources to help this happen. . 

1. Have you· discussed this project with the permit applicant? YES [] NOD 
. . 

2. Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner? YES Q9 NO 0 

3. Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? Community Board D Other D . NO tl 

-·- .. J .,, .. 

.P153 



' .. 

\ 

.·~ij>\ 

4. If you hC;1ve discussed the project with the applicant, planoi.ng staff•or gone thorough mediation, 
please summarize the results, including any changes that were made to.the proposed project 
so far. 

This applica~ion is part of an_9~-going disput;_~etwe __ e~n....,,.....,,...,.....~­
the pa.r.ties. The app.licant and h~.Ei rep.re1sen.tat1ve, expediter 
Jeremy· Paul. have applie~for nllin$rous .. fra.udulent perm.its over 
the counter making .f.al.s.e: repreap_ntaions regardiU.9'.:-~xisi ting_ 
condi_tiop13.__§j; the site .After learning the facts the Dept. .has 
revoked the false 12ermi.ts. However, applicant and the e:x:pediter 
continue una.bated. We hav.e requested :t:h . .;3.t thsi permit also be 
revoked and the r.ear stairs b.uild to the origin.al, permited 

· configuration. · 
B. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

1. What are the reasons for requesting Discretjonary Review? Th·e project meets the minimum 
standards o~the Planning Code. What are the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances· · 
that justify Discretionary Review of the project? How does the project conflict with the City's 
General Plan or the Planning Code's Priority Policies? 

2. 

3. 

.'I'filL..apJ;llj;.c_ant;_ anc;Lhii;L_Ea~J?.edi_ter Q..9;ve_g!lS@.9:ed in a non-stop attempt 

..t..o._exp.a_n,d :tb..:l..s-..b.r.iual and pro.t.fil.9.:..~hml:L.p,ermi ts 
far n:.any ye2rs, The.lL.hav.e aade.iLa...f.ull . .£1 oor of,_.Q.Q.C.Up..a~.hout · 
pe;i:;mitsi., .:t;:l:ey-:add.e4. new s·ta i rs ana .. dG'.c.k.c:.;_ .wi tha.n.t pe.r,Tl1i t s, a:i: by 
~~.:i:B--G¥-a-:i;:.....t.h.@-G.~rnit:.s---Re.c.eJ:l.il y. tt..w::ee da¥8=- before 
.Christmas they applied for ·11 ropai.rs" to a gar.age .. t.hat does ·.not 
exis.it. These st.ai.rs we.i-e~ torn. down and re.l;:i.uil.o in the required rear 
yard and t.his is an attempt· to "paper o:ver". the previous fraud. 

ff y~u beli'eve your property, the property of others ·or the nelghborhood would be adversely 
affected, please state who would be affected, and how: 

The~ stairs and deck vi.ola.te numerous Planning Cod.e provisions and 
are built into th~_rggu.i.red rear yard . .wi thou.t. a variµnce and without 
rrn:i g:hbo:i::llciod not i ce--B..ac..an.s.a..o.f_tha_s.mall lots to the West, the stair 
hn.d at tl.:1.e p;i::oper.:cy Ji ne and ,taw.a:i:.. aver.~ home andjnvade my privac 

·-a.nd bloGk-m;z.....ol'.l~SPll,l::C.e of light and.air..to my home, TI·e canst.ant 
· i.~~.t.;cs...i.Qe my winam..zs in a tremendous . ....hl..u:d.eri. ·The ·applicant 

in violating the law a . .nd has. been for· years 

What alternatives· or chang.es to the proposed project,· beyond the changes (if any) already 
made would respond to the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances and reduce the . 
adverse effects noted above (in question.81)? · 

·r request tba:t ~-qj,_;i;:_s_ beiecoll_ljgure..:.9:.-E1!..'!Y.Eom the~ rear 
praperty _lir...e..-A.:t.._pr..e_aanLthg stg.j._r_s actuaJ.l.Y....:J:&ind _fil.__the f ense line 
and t01mb tb.e_r.aa.r.-~...n.asL.9..nd. pro~tlY_l.i:ll~_ Th.:1.s ,..:.RH::::....--=2=---...,._.---
nei ghha.rh.aniL.i.Q__S_Upp..Q.aad t;_o ha'lfLa 45.% rear y~rc. or_g.j:_ least 15 feet 
ana. a minimnm oL(i._.f.eatf.0.x.._:l:..illLfil..9.i~. Tl~.anks to· theri illega1._a,.ctivit 
the:i::e is zer.o-r.gax....~d . ....a.n..d._.an..:...o.a.c.up.i.e.d_-3.t.d_...f...loo.r wi.th d.eck.s .9-.nd 
stairs that were never permitted. 

2 
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I ' ' t:," • ,. . ' ' . . . ~0· .. 
Please write (in ink) or type your answers on this form. Pl~i?se feel'-free to attach addition.~! sheets to .. 
this form to ·continue with any additional information that does ·not fit on this form. 

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICANT: 

Indicate which of the following are lncl~cfed with this Application: 

'REQUIRED: 

G.J Check made payable to Planning Department (see current fee schedule). 

G.J Address list for n~arby property owners, i~ label format, plus ph-~toc~py of labels. 

rn Letter of authorization. for representative/agent of D.R. applicant (if applicable). 

Q Photocopy of this comple~ed applicatlon. 

OPTIONAL: 

D Photographs that illustrate your concerns. 

D Covenants or Deed Restrictions. 

[ii Other Items (specify) .. Historical permits for· stair showing only permit· 
conf i.gurati.on. 

File this objection in person at the Planning lnformatio~ Centei:-. If you have questions about . 
this form, please contact Information Center Staff fr.om 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday to Friday .. 

Plan ~o -attend the Planning Commis·sion public hearing which mul:)t be scheduled after the 
close of the public notific tion ~ ri d for the permit. · · 

~ . 

N:lapplfcat\drapp.d~o 

3 

P155 



>'. 

(j COPY 
APPLICATION REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ("D.R.") 

This application is for projects where there are exceptional and extraordinary circumstances 
that justify further consideration, even though the project already meets requirements of the 
Planning Code, City General Plan and Priority Policies of the Planning Code. 

D.R. Applicant's Name Stephen Williams . 

D.R. Applicant's Address_~2]_!_!2i__~isaae::.?_3-!:E_:=_::_t -------------------
Number & Street · (Apt. #) 

San Francisco 94115 ------------------------------------------
City . Zip Code 

D.R. Applicant's telephone number (for Planning Department to contact): __ ~.22:. 3 6 5 _§__~E-2~ 5-6172 
If you are acting as the agent for another person(s) in making this request please indicate the name· 
and address of that person(s) (if ?PPlicable): 

Name Arza Trust Telephone No: _______ _ 

Address_lfil)_ No r_th.Ji'SL:iJ.l!:__ __________ . _________________________ _ 
Number & Street (Apt. #) 

San Francisco 94109 ...---------------------------------------------
City Zip Code 

Address of the property that you are requesting the Commission consider under the Discretionary 
Review: 2650 Hyde Street -----------

Name and phpne number of th!? prQQ
9
erty swoe.r who is doing the project on which you are requesting 

0 . R.:_ Craig· G:e :._12_~:i.:'~_l -~~~-~__::_~---"--------------------

Building Permit Application Number of the project for which you are requesting 
D. R.:~~-0.1..--1..(L. 1H2 9 

Where is your property located in relation to the permit applicant's property? 
..Jll.r:e.ctl y DE·Xt door.. t_Q_t~_E_g._s_t"--------------------------

A. ACTIONS PRIOR TO A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

1. 

Citizens should make very effort to resolve disputes before requesting D.R. Listed below are a 
variety of ways and resources to help this happen. 

Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? YES J[] NOD 

2. Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner? YES 0 NO D 

3. Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? Community Board D Other 0 NO El 

1 
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4. 

B. 

1. 

2. 

If you hi:JVe discussed the project with the applicant, planning staff or gone thorough mediation, 
please summarize the results, including any changes that were made to the proposed project 
so far. 

~his -32...£1:1_~~ t io~_iE_J2.~E.!- o !-~~-.9.!;.:SJ.9_~I_!g_d_~spu_t:_~~-'l:_'ie e_p ___ _ 
the pa.r.ties. The app.licant and hi.s rep_rE:sen.tative, expediter 
Jeremy Paul. have applied for nurnerou-~fra-:-udtil-entp-errn_its over ---------------------------------------

_J:h e .QQ.\!:U.t_.?J~_mak :h.ng_.:.t~1E-.e.:._re.£. r e§.13_ n t _e.j._~_J:_~g ar cl_.i_rrg,__~~;!, s it ing _ 
congj._t i QDl'l-~t __ t]l~ _ _§j._ t §_!l\f t e..r._15?.P.X.D:ill~Ltb_.?_ fa _g t e._ th_g__12§.P_t. h i:t ~ 

_]'.'..m£.O ke d _t.]:l._~_f a lA~-.l?-~ffillli.!.__tl_oW§JL~f:..L_-'-@]2].j._@D_i;. _ _i!.ll.Q. _ _t_he expediter 
continue unabated. We hav.e requested .th.at ths:i. permit also be 
revoked and the r.ear stairs b.uild to the origin.al, permited 
configuration. 

DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

What are the reasons for requesting Discretionary Review? The project meets the minimum 
standards o~ the Planning Code. What are the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances 
that justify Discretionary Review of the project? How does the project conflict with the City's 
General Plan or the Planning Code's Priority Policies? 

.T.he_ap..p_li,..c..ant __ an.<Ll1.i§ __ ~frp_~ di_t§_r.__h_a v e __ ~ng_i!g§_~_i...!L?-_'.9.9 n- stop_~ t tempt 

..t..o. exp a_n .c:L...tb.is.--11.B.il.oric.al_an .. <L.Q.XQ_t e.c_:t.e.d .... J.;nJ.i_lQ..i_ng_..:w: it ho 1Lt....P. e :i;:ro.i t s 
for rr.all¥- ye? r s __ ...T.he..JL_.ha:ll,e... .... add.e.d. .... a....£ull_flo.ur:._..o.£,_.o.c.c.up_ancy_J.tlt.bou t 
.p.er.m.i.t..sl:r--::il.e.y..-~e.4-n.e.w-s..tair.:L.an.4-.degk,s,. ... J& i t h OJ; t p e.r,ro,.i4_o.r........h¥ 
J:.¥4.-ng-~~-a-iH---G:V..@..:i; .... -th@...-GQ..U.l'.l.:teJ;;_..pe.x:;:mi±.s-__ .R,ecen.U-¥-.:t..hr.e..e. .... day:s,... before 
.Christmas they app±-ied for 11 repai.rs 11 to a garage. _tlia:l;.~ot 
exisit. These st.ai.rs we.rf! torn. down and re,buil.cl in the required rear 
yard a.nd this is an attempt to 11 paper over 11 t.he previous frc:ud. 

ff you believe your property, the property of others ot the neighborhood would be adver·sely 
affected, please state who would be affected, and how: 

..Ths:: stairs §.nd_g§_~]Lyi.q_l~_!:.-~!:!ume~o~_Pla1~ni_!?..s'.._ Code provisions and 
arg_Q.yil Li11J:._Q__t_b._e __ re_gJ1iE.§Sl r_§_C!:_~_y~d :wi 1=.tou.t, -a varTanceandwi thout 
n e i gb bo rheiod......no±li:.e.~-.B.ac.a.ll.S..e._ui._t~sma.ll_l..o_t.fL.t.Q..._tb.sLN.e s.t_" __ t!Je stair 

..J..~...a.t.......:t,b.e prop.e..r:t,¥ · 1 i n e ...an£L±.o.w..ex..._ay..e.r.......Il1¥-.h.~!:Li.n.~ pr iv ac 
and block my......o.n.l.y..-s.pu,:cc..e_ of 1 i gh:t..........ancL_aix:__,tn_~_.home...........T.l:.e_...QQ.D.St.ant 

• ~~iG£ .... -G-l.l.t;:&-ide-..m.y.-wind.ow.s.-i.rL...a tremendmi s hu.r:d.en. The applicant 
in violating the law a.nd has been for years 

3. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (if any) already 
made would respond to the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances and reduce the 
adverse effects noted above (in question 61)7 

r__..:r:eq.u.e..s..L.:tb.a.t_.t.lliL.S.t..9....i~g;_j:'i e _ r ~Q.Q.D_f_i_gur .§..:...<i_§~_E!:Y. f r:_q_I!L!b_E;.._.i::' ear_ 
p rape rt y lir..e... .... _AL_p.r..e...s...e.n.t __ thg_ s t.9.i.J'.' s _ _s, c t..iJ.§!.11..Y.._1.srid _a t_th§_f~ n s .§ 1 i ne 
aruL..to.u,ch,_.±.h.e._r..e.ri:t:__f~~-Cilld-lLr o ~J;."_ty_1.j._Il.E2_-'-_ _'.J'_Q.:i.§ _ _E.H - 2 ________ . 
n e i ghh orb o.o.d......i.s__s_u1;rp.n.s ... e.d __ t.Q_ba y_~_..fl. __ 1.5 % __ :(...~9:.L....YA:.r C''-o r .......§.i..1.§.9-13 t 1 _? feet 
and,. a mini rn11m .o.:L...5,_.f.eatf.n..r __ tlliLs..t...aj__:i:;:,,g_.. _ _TJ_:;,.i;m1~~-tQ __ t11~.;rj_ _ ___ille..fil!:1..... a_ctivi.t 
there ...i.s.......z.e.r.o.-r.,e..a.r._,:y...ar..d~...an.d-.an._a.c...c.:up_i.e...d........3.:i:;:.d_..F'...lQQJ....-:.._wi.th d.e ck.s .and 
stairs that were never permitted. 

2 
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Please write (in ink) or type your answers on this form. Please feel free to attach additional sheets to 
this form to continue with any additional information that does not fit on this form. 

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICANT: 

Indicate which of the following are included with this Application: 

REQUIRED: 

G3 Check made payable to Planning Department (see current fee schedule). 

Q Address list for nearby property owners, In label format, plus photocopy of labels. 

[]I Letter of authorization for representative/agent of D.R. applicant (if applicable). 

Q Photocopy of this completed application. 

OPTIONAL: 

D Photographs that illustrate your concerns. 

D Covenants or Deed Restrictions. 

[]! Other Items (specify). Historical permits for stair showing only permi tte 
configuration. 

. . 
File this objection in person at the Planning Information Center. If you have questions about 
this form, please contact Information Center Staff from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday to Friday. 

Plan to attend the Planning Commission public hearing which must be scheduleQ after the 
close of the public notific tion .p ri d for the permit. 

Ii-

N:\appllcalldrapp.doc 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE:· 

January 17, 2017 

SOTF - Victor Young, Administrator 

Christine L. Silva, Manager of Commission Affairs 

File No. 16119 

1650 Mission st. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415;558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 

On Thursday, December 22, 2016, the Planning Department received an Immediate Disclosure Request 415.558.637.7 
via email from Ellen Tsang originally submitted on December 21, 2016 at 8:44 pm after business hours. 

Ms. Tsang' s email requested information related to a project at 2650 Hyde Street. In Ms. Tsang' s email, 
she requests nine items, all of which are not requests for records (i.e. documents), but rather requests 
for information (where the request is for clarification, not for specific documents), see attached email. 

On Tuesday, December 27, 2016, Planning staff Andrew Perry responded to Ms. Tsang's email 
clarifying and providing answers to the nine items while also indicating which records already in her 
possession would contain the information she sought, see attached email. It should be noted that we 
previously emailed Ms. Tsang PDFs of Record No. 2006.0396D and provided her access to the hard 
copy file in response to a past request. 

At this time, the Department acknowledges that we failed to respond to the Immediate Disclosure 
Request before close of business the next business day per Admin Code Section 67.25. Instead, we were 
able to respond and complete her request the following business day, Tuesday, December 27, 2016. 

All relevant documents and responses have been provided to the requestor. 

Attachments: 
Email - December 21, 2016 from Ellen Tsang to Planning staff 
Email - December 27, 2016 from Andrew Perry to Ellen Tsang 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Ellen Tsang 
CPC-Recorc!Request; PIC. PLN CCPC); Vellve. Sara CCPC) 
Ellen Tsang 
Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 
Wednesday, December 21, 2016 8:44:15 PM 

Immediate Disclosure Request 

Wednesday- December 21, 2016 

Re: Planning Department's Memorandum dated December 14, 2006 issued by 
Lawrence Badiner, Prior Zoning Administrator (no longer worked for the City of San 
Francisco) and planner Sara Vellve, property address at 2650 Hyde Street 

Please provide the public record as following: 

1) "Ms. Tsang filed DR on a previous permit that was cancelled"; 

2) this "previous permit" application number and the name of the permit applicant; 

3) the name of the person who cancelled this permit and the date this "previous 
permit that was cancelled"; 

4) the DR number for this "previous permit"; 

5) the date that Planning transferred "her DR request to the current proposal"; 

6) the new transferred DR number. 

7) the permit number for the new transferred DR. 

8) the date and time the new transferred DR public hearing was held; 

9) the Decision of this new transferred DR if the DR public hearing was in fact held. 

I would request the response in electronic format, to this email address. If there is 
any reason for delay, this request should receive a response on a "rolling basis," as 
required by the Sunshine Ordinance. 

As this is an IDR, I would expect a response no later than close of business on 
Friday, December 23, 2016 

Please respond and identify the document by numbered requests. 

Thank you. 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Perrv. Andrew CCPC) 
Ellen Tsang 
CPC-RecordRequest 

Date: 
RE: Sunshine Immediate Disclosures Request December 21, 2016 
Tuesday, December 27, 2016 2:08:27 PM 

Attachments: image001.png 
image003.png 

Ms. Tsang-

1. It is unclear what record you are requesting here. The DR record that appears on file is 

2006.0396D, and PDFs of that docket should already have been emailed to you. If you are 

requesting something else, please let us know. 

2. Our records appear to indicate that the "previous permit" application, referenced as such in 

the 12/14/06 memo, is 2005.09.27.4018. The applicant for this permit was Robert 

Mittlestadt, as the project architect. This is the same applicant for the subsequent 

2006.10.18.5315 permit. 

3. DBl's Permit Tracking system indicates that the withdrawal of BPA# 2005.09.27.4018 was 

requested by the project sponsor on 10/26/06. The permit was sent back to Central Permit 

Bureau that same day by Planner Sara Velve, however it does not appear that the permit 

was officially cancelled by DBI until 2/20/07. The note in Permit Tracking indicates that the 

permit was "withdrawn by sponsor, replaced by 2006.10.18.5315" 

4. There does not appear to be a DR record number on file, associated with BPA# 

2005.09.27.4018. However, looking at the subsequent DR record {2006.03960), this 

application has an "intake" date of 2/2/06. It is possible the original DR record number is 

actually 2006.03960 and the same record number was transferred to the new permit, 

rather than create a new record ID. 

5. It is unclear the exact date on which the DR application was transferred from the 

2005.09.27.4018 permit to the 2006.10.18.5315 permit application. However, it must have 

occurred between the time when the second permit {2016.10.18.5315) was filed on 

10/18/06 and the date of the memo to the CPC {12/14/06) indicating that it was transferred. 

6. The DR record is 2006.0396D. 

7. The DR was transferred to BPA# 2006.10.18.5315, which was the same applicant as the 

previous 2005 permit, cancelled by the applicant. 

8. Our records do not indicate that a hearing was held on Case No. 2006.0396D, as the 

applicant requested withdrawal of the corresponding BPA# 2006.10.18.5315 on 9/22/08. 

9. The DR was not held. 

Regards, 

Andrew Perry 
Planner, NE Quadrant, Current Planning 

Direct: 415-575-9017 

.if11.~:J!nn1
1~disco 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 

[ft" .h:i!\.!i ~ San Francisco, CA 94103 
SF Planning 
Department 
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