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Young, Victor

From: SOTF, (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 11:54 AM

To: 'willlams532001@yahoo.com'’

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)

Subject: SOTF - Request for additional information- Sunshine Ordinance Complaint

Dear Mr. Williams:

| am in receipt of your complaint against the Arts Commission and additional information is needed before | can process
your complaint. Please provide the following:

1. Copy of your request to the Arts Commission for public records and their response.
2. Descriptions of the documents requested and date the request was submitted to the Arts Commission.

Thank you.

Victor Young  415-554-7724
Administrator, Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

From: Google Forms [mailto:sfbdsupvrs@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 11:46 AM

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

Subject: New Response Complaint Form

~Your form has a new entry.

Here are the results.

Complaint against
which Department or Arts Commission
Commission

Name of individual
contacted at

Department or Kate Patterson-Murphy
Commission
Alleged Violation Public Records
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Sunshine Ordinance

. San Francisco Code Section 67.25
Section:

Please describe alleged vFailu're to timely produce clearly identified public records responsive to the

violation Sunshine Ordinance Request.
Name Kevin B. Williams

Address 176 Bradford Street

City San Frgncisco

Zip 94110-5704

Telephone — (415) 424-8221

Email williams532001@yahoo.com

Pull email addresses from Gmail with Address Extractor for Gmail.

This email was sent via the Google Forms Add-on.
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L uKEVIN B. WILLIAMS

176 Bradford Street | San Francisco, CA 94110-5704
Ph. 415.424.8221 | Fax 415.926.5530
e-mail: williamsS532001@yahoo.com

October 2, 2017

VIA E-MAIL only: sotf@sfgov._ogg

Members: Hon. Leuwam Tesfai (Chair), Hon. Fiona Hinze and Hon. Bruce Wolfe
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Complaint Committee

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Attn.: Victor Young

SUBJECT: SUNSHINE ORDINANCE COMPLAINT COMMITTEE
REQUEST COMPLAINANT IDENTIFY PUBLIC RECORDS
RESPONDENT ARTS COMMISSION HAS REFUSED TO
DISCLOSURE '

Kevin B. Williams v Kate Patterson and San Francisco Arts Commission
File No. -17-096

Dear Members:

Following the September 26, 2017 Complaint Committee hearing, the members
directed me to prepare a list of public records requested on August 16, 2017, but to date
not disclosed. For that purpose, I will utilize the operative complaint — item-by-item to
address the failure and refusal of respondent to make full disclosure in response to
several cognizable Sunshine Ordinance Requests (“SOR”) for production of public
records.

In addition, misstatements of facts and evidence made by Ms. Patterson for which
time constraints did not fully permit adequate rebuttal require some brief clarification
with citation to the Complaint hearing written record.

INTRODUCTION

A more thorough review of respondent Arts Commissions’ responses since the
September 26, 2017 Complaint hearing reveals there has all along been a concerted
effort to willfully “stonewall” full disclosure and compliance with the Sunshine
Ordinance by the Executive Director of the Arts Commission Tom DeCaigny. A
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recapitulation of email communications shown below reveals that first, on August 17,
2017, at 7:45 AM, DeCaigny texted BVOH Executive Director Barbara Ockel not to
comply with the Sunshine Ordinance because the organization is a nonprofit. Secondly,
he next instructs Patterson to invoke an improper and patently illegal extension under an
alternate pretext that the request is voluminous in nature. Thirdly, Mr. DeCaigny asks
Patterson how Ockel should respond as follows:

From: DeCaigny, Tom (ART)

Sent: Thursday, -August 17, 2017 7:48AM

To: Patterson; Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>; barbara@bvoh.org

Ce: Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takavama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara (ART)
<barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request-- $5.6 Million Bayv1ew Opera House Ruth
Williams Memorial Theater

“Hi Barbara~

Thank you for forwardmg I don't believe that the nonprofit BVOH is subject to the
Sunshine Ordinance. It is my understanding that the Ordinance only pertains to public
agencies in which case the request would need be addressed to the SFAC. Public Works,
etc. I'm copying our Public Information Officer, Kate Patterson-Murphy to clarify and
advise on next steps.

Kate, how should Barbara respond to-this request? I imagine she would inform him that
the request needs to be addressed and submitted to the appropriate City agencies. When
received, we'll like need to invoke a voluminous records extension as it's a pretty
extensive request.

Thanks,

Tom Sent from my iPhone. Please excuse brevity and typos (bold letter emphasis
added.) (Com. p. 200)

Begin forwarded message:

From: Barbara Ockel <barbara@bvoh.org>

Date: August16, 2017 at 11:12:34 PM PDT

To: "Takayama, Robynn (ART)" <robynn.takayama(i:1{sfgov.org>

Ce: "DeCaigny, Tom (ART)" <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>

Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request-- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth
Williams

Memorial Theater

“Hi Robynn,

Just received this letter from Kevin Williams. Can we have a call about this tomorrow,
Thursday? He's demanding a response within 24 hours. Barbara Ockel Executive
Director BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE” (Com. p. 201)

Ironically, respondents’ reply alleging no documents responsive to the request
omits that seeks and Ockel takes direction from the Arts Commission staff, more
particularly orders, which emanate from the Director himself, Tom DeCaigny. Sunshine

Ordinance Section 67.34 defines “willful conduct” of any elected official, department
head, or other managerial city employee failure to discharge any duties imposed by the
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Sunshine Ordinance shall be deemed “official misconduct.” It would appear apparent
that the conduct of Mr. DeCaigny is in clear violation and inimical to public policy.

To wit: DeCaigny ordered his staff and the BVOH Director not to produce the requested
records on both unlawful and unethical grounds. He further ordered his own staff to
concoct a voluminous records delay through requesting an undue extension under Gov.
Code 6253 et seq.

Therefore, the foregoing violations of the Sunshine Ordinance were committed by
Mr. DeCaigny in coordinated complicity with other actors named in the operative
Complaint as follows:

SEC. 67.25. IMMEDIACY OF RESPONSE.

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-exempt public 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 snnple
routine or otherwise readily answerable request.

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.

o Williams requested non-exempt information across the top of the request.
However, the Arts Commission illegally invoked a .14—day extension, when the
maximum allowed is 10 days.

o Consultation with another interested department permits an extension of 10-days.

e Contract and bidder information requires disclosure upon request.

Section 67.21

If the custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request -
described in (b), the person making the request may petition the supervisor of records for
a determination whether the record requested is public. The supervisor of records shall
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inform the petitioner, as soon as possible and within 10 days, of its determination
whether the record requested, or any part of the record requested, is public. If the
custodian refuses or fails to comply with any such order within 5 days, the supervisor of
records shall notify the district attorney or the attorney general who shall take whatever
measures she or he deems necessary and appropriate to insure compliance with the
provisions of this ordinance. |

e The proper enforcement remedy given the failure after six weeks from the
effective date of the SOR is notification to the supervisor for the district attorney
or attorney general to insure compliance.

- (i) The San Francisco City Attorney's office shall act to protect and secure the rights

of the people of San Francisco to access public information and public meetings

and shall not act as Iegal counsel for any city employee or any person having
custody of any public record for purposes of denying access to the public.

e Here, the Deputy City Attorney along with staff advised the Arts Commission to
obtain and release the information requested from Ms. Ockel Director of the
BVOH. Mr. DeCaigny overruled them all in his capacity as Executive Director,
thus committing official misconduct.

Section 67.24

(e)  Notwithstanding any other provisions of this 6rdinance, public employees shall
not be discouraged from or disciplined for disclosing any information that is public
information or a public record to any journalist or any member of the public.

e Arts Commission Executive Director Tom DeCaigny discouraged compliance with
the ordinance in his own words and accordingly is guilty of official misconduct.

c(2) The professional biography or curriculum vitae of any employee, pfovided that
the home address, home telephone number, social security number, age, and marital
status of the employee shall be redacted. '

e Respondent Arts Commission is violating the Sunshine Ordinance by selective
disclosure of clearly non-exempt records such as salaries, resumes, and biographies
of Board members and other staff. This effectively deprives the community of
knowing the qualifications of those entrusted to work there, who they are and from
where they emanate. '
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(g)  Neither the City nor any office, employee, or agent thereof may assert California
Public Records Act Section 6255 or any similar provision as the basis for withholding
any documents or information requested under this ordinance.

o - Ms. Patterson was ordered to invoke a fake extension where no valid exemption
-exists as grounds to withhold documents.

(i)  Neither the City, nor any office, employee, or agent thereof, may assert an
exemption for withholding for any document or information based on a finding or
showing that the public interest in withholding the information outweighs the public
interest in disclosure. All withholdings of documents or information must be based on an
express provision of this ordinance providing for withholding of the specific type of
information in question or on an express and specific exemption provided by California
Public Records Act that is not forbidden by this ordinance.

e Same argument as noted above.

SEC. 67.26. WITHHOLDING KEPT TO A MINIMUM.

“[N]Jo 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 ...” ' ' ‘

o At bar, respondent Arts Commission has withheld documents in bad faith from
disclosure with knowledge aforethought that not all of the records requested by the
Complainant were exempt from production. . ,

e To date respondent has continued to either “stonewall” or refuse release of the
records by delay and deception, under an innocuous pretext for noncompliance with
the Sunshine Ordinance.

e Multiple acts of noncompliance, although within the same complaint nevertheless
constitutes misconduct, which require referral to the Ethics Commission in that Mr.
DeCaigny is a department head who is clearly implicated in the willful obstruction of
public records. '

Reviewing courts have consistently held obstruction of the public’s right to know
is far more serious that-“willful blindness”. Here direct evidence shows that Mr.
DeCaigny, a high level manager of a major city department with a public trust, not only
had constructive knowledge of a coordinated effort to withhold nonexempt documents,
but ordered it, even against the advice of his own counsel and staff.
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1)

2)

3)

4)

I. REQUEST FOR PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS

Contracts & Procurement:

Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts,
grants, loans, bids, and any purchase orders of whatever kind that are directly
related to or indirectly pertain to the $5.6 million dollar historic renovation of the
Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater. Please also include,
where and in what trade publication(s) the contract was advertised prior to bid;

REBUTTAL:

o Respondent produced only $2.5 million dollars representing the prime contractor

‘M H Construction therewith nine (9) change orders of approximately 800k. Thus,
$3.1 million dollars does not appear to be accounted for as no explanation
accompanied the response.

Submit copies of the progress payments issued covering each phase of the
renovation work leading up to and including project completion;

REBUTTAL:
(See rebuttal at SOR No. 1.)
Produce copies of all notices soliciting public comment or public participation

prior to the design and rebuild phase of the renovation project, including sign-in
sheets;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent has failed to disclose public records responsive to the request, to date.

Provide conformed copies of the bid documents, list of bidders, competitive bid
amount and ALL documents, which reflect the selection of the lowest, responsive,
responsible bidder chosen for the work. Include a list of the subcontractors and
any change orders submitted, which might have increased the contract base bid
amount. ’

REBUTTAL:

e Bid documents and related bidder lists were produced reflecting award of the

renovation prime contract with subcontractors. However, the contract award does
not account for the balance of $3.1 million dollars of the total published
expenditure of $5.6 million dollars.
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5)

6)

7)

8)

Submit a copy of ALL bids for the commercial painting, including pre-renovation
signage advertisement of public notice of temporary closure of the building
followed by the grand opening, broken down by race, gender, or sex approved
either by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission between 2013-2017;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent has failed to produce disclosure of public records responsive to the
request, to date with respect to pre-renovation advertisement of public notice of
temporary closure.

Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL proposals
received by the BVOH pertaining to any selection panel comprised either of a
“Committee” and/or, Commission person with respect to construction,
architectural/engineering, personal, professional services, and consulting contracts
awarded by the BVOH Board or Arts Commission between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request has
been produced to date with respect to any proposals received pertaining to any
selection panel or committee and/or Commission person with respect to
consulting contracts awarded between 2013 and 2017.

Events Revenue

Produce for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts,
purchase orders, or vendor agreements obtained via competitive bid and/or
Request for Proposal (“RFP”), and revenue therefrom, broken down by race,
gender, and sex, and approved by the BVOH Board and/or Art Commission or in
any instance where there was no competitive bidding between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent has refused to produce but two purchase orders covering the entire
period requested without identification of any signed and executed contracts.

Submit for public disclosure ALL “Public” as well as “Private” events and ANY
corresponding signed and executed contracts with corresponding dollar amount for
each space rental paid and revenue generated therefrom, broken down by race,
gender, and sex between 2013 and 2017,
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9

10)

11)

REBUTTAL:

e Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request to

identifying the renters for each “public” or “private” event and dates pertaining to
payments for space and revenue generated therefrom between 2013 and 2017.

Provide for public disclosure, ANY and ALL contracts, including but not limited
to ANY short term or long term agreements, purchase orders, or contract
modifications of ANY dollar amount awarded, broken down by race, gender, or
sex and approved by the BVOH Board or Arts Commission between 2013 and
2017, _

REBUTTAL:

Following the Sunshine Taskforce Complaint Committee meeting on September
26" effective as of this writing on September 28, 2017, Ms. Kate Patterson has
forwarded a limited number of BVOH Board minutes following Taskforce
member Wolfe’s public admonition, citing that nonprofits as recipients of public
funds require public disclosure of such minutes. It is noted that the minutes do not
cover inter alia the subject years requested.

In addition thereto, Ms. Patterson included unsigned and unexecuted leasehold

agreements between the Arts Commission and Bayview Opera House Ruth
Williams Memorial Theater, but is nonresponsive on that same ground.

Ms. Patterson will not produce the lease covering the BVOH satellite office

directly across the street because the landlord is not a city property.

Produce for public disclosure, the total revenue of ANY and ALL sources of
income within each fiscal year beginning 2013 through 2017,

REBUTTAL:

(See SOR No. 8)

Submit for public disclosure, copies of ANY and ALL consultant contracts,
including but not limited to professional, personal, legal, office equipment,
furniture, maintenance, and accounting contracts or vendor agreements of any kind
issued between 2013 and 2017, and total payments related thereto, broken down
by race, gender, and sex; _

REBUTTAL:
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e No disclosure of public records responsive to the request has been produced to

date professional, personal, legal, office equipment, furniture, maintenance, and
accounting contracts or vendor agreements of any kind issued between 2013 and
2017, and total payments related thereto, broken down by race, gender, and sex.

12) Provide federal and state tax returns filed for tax years 2013 through 2017;

REBUTTAL:

¢ The submissions of 990 federal tax returns were responsive to the SOR.

13)  Produce conformed copies of ANY and ALL documents, reflecting donations of

14)

A)

B)

food, liquor, and wine, including but not limited to ANY other source of donations
for anything else properly related to BVOH goals and objectives;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request
reflecting dates of in-kind donations of food, liquor, and wine from any source.
" BVOH Board of Directors

Submit for public disclosure, the resumes of each BVOH Board member from
2009 through 2017. Identify by name whether any former member of the
Board subsequently became an employee during any calendar year(s);

REBUTTAL:

Effective on September 28, 2017, Ms. Patterson via email informed Complainant
that the only resume to be disclosed will be the resume of Executive Director
Barbara Ockel because she (Patterson) does not have a copy of it.

Provide conformed copies of unredacted Board Minutes, therewith related

correspondence reflecting the location where each meeting was held, if other than

at 4705 Street, covering the period between 2013 through 2017. In addition,
identify rents paid at both the main Opera House facility and the new Third
Street, San Francisco BVOH satellite office with a copy of the rental agreement; .

REBUTTAL:

(See SOR Nos. 9 and 14)
Respondent produced a conformed copy of the BVOH Articles of Incorporation

only after appearing before the Sunshine Taskforce;
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C)

D)

15)

16)

REBUTTAL:

e Respondent provided documents following Sunshine Taskforce Complaint

Committee hearing on September 28, 2017 and is responswe to August 16, 2017
SOR.

Submit a copy of ALL Board and Staff reports covering the period between 2013
and 2017

REBUTTAL:

Staff and Board reports shown in minutes having been d1scussed but to date not
- produced for public consumption.

Provide ANY and ALL BVOH funding sources between 2013 and 2017;
REBUTTAL:

On information and belief, BVOH has served as fiscal agent for other non-profits
and received income therefrom, but either fails to disclose or refuses to produce
fiscal documents of such revenue. Thus, respondent is nonresponsive in that
complete disclosure has been requested, but denied by unreasonable delay.

BVOH Staff

Produce a cop‘y of ALL job descriptions and methods of advertisement,
recruitment, and retention of employees, therewith Equal Employment
Opportunity Policy and Procedures Handbook; ' '

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refuses to produce job descriptions for any position, except for the

BVOH Executive Director.

Submit for public disclosure, the total number and respective salaries of ALL
BVOH employees, identify each job classification up to and including,
administrative, management, and supervisorial occupations with respective dates
of hire, delineated by race, gender, and sex employed between 2013 and 2017,

REBUTTAL

Respondent refuses to produce public documents responsive to the request for
staff salaries, delineated by job classification; therewith dates of hire have been
produced as a public record for disclosure.
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17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

Provide. documents or records, which clearly identifies the exact
Board/Management person(s) authorized to make hiring and firing decisions;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refuses to identify whether the board or management is authorized to
make hiring and firing decisions.

Respondent refuses to produce the EEO statistical data (only without names) of
staff, including interns fired or discharged for cause delineated by race, gender,
and sex between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

Request for statistical information on BVOH hiring and retention of women and
minorities denied, and as such is deemed nonresponsive to the SOR.

Submit a list of paid staff presently employed with the BVOH, whether part-time

‘or full time delineated by race, gender, sex, including residency status or domicile,

either within, or outside of the City and County of San Francisco.

REBUTTAL:

Request for statistical information on BVOH full-time and part-time hiring and
retention of women and minorities was denied for both employees domiciled
within and outside of the City and County of San Francisco, and as such is deemed
nonresponsive to the SOR.

Produce ANY .and ALL documents, records, or correspondence of any kind
relating to authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to
solicit funds under the name of the late Karla Johnson of the Mayor's. Office on
Disability. In addition thereto, please produce an accounting as to the total use of
these funds. '

REBUTTAL:

Respondent disclosed only the balance of unused funds solicited under the name of
the late Karla Johnson through the BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater,

without either identifying any person(s) that authorized the public solicitation for

private funding or producing an accounting of monies heretofore expended.

Submit ANY and ALL documents, récords, or correspondence of any kind relating
to authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit
funds or authorize any grants towards education related to contributions to San
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22)

23)

24)

25)

Francisco theater arts made by the late Ruth Williams following the September
1995 renaming of the historic landmark honoring her name.

REBUTTAL:

Respondent has refused disclosure of public records relating to any authorization
by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit funds or any grants
towards education related to contributions to San Francisco theater arts by the late
Ruth Williams following the September 1995 renaming of the historic landmark
honoring her memory responsive to the SOR."

E-mail, Letter, Community/Event Notices; Correspo»ndenc'e

Provide ANY and ALL email, community, or event notices and incoming and
outgoing correspondence between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refused to produce any email, community, or event notices and

incoming and outgoing correspondence between 2013 and 2017 responsive to the
"~ SOR.

Produce names, fliers, posters, and related notices of ALL plays or theatrical
productions performed at the Ruth Williams Memorial Theater;

REBUTTAL:

Respondent refused to produce names, fliers, posters, and related notices of ALL .

plays or theatrical productions performed at the Ruth Williams Memorial
Theater responsive to the SOR.

Submit ANY and ALL payments made to musicians, dancers, bands, music or
dance instructors related to performing arts occurring between 2013 and 2017; and

REBUTTAL:

e Respondent produced no proof of payments made to musicians, dancers, bands,

music or dance instructors related to performing arts occurring between 2013 and
2017 responsive to the SOR.

Provide ALL other sources of income, including public grants and private grants;
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REBUTTAL: ; |

e Respondent produced no records of all sources of income from private and public
rentals of the facility, including other income as a fiscal agent to other non-profits
and unreported economic development related activities.

BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
Community Contacts & Resource Lists

26) Submit ALL contact lists covering each organization, business, and individuals
utilized for notifying the public of special events, meetings, and conferences.

REBUTTAL:

e Respondent refused to produce email and physical addresses of contact lists of
organizations, businesses, and individuals submitted for which the BVOH
interacts with appertaining to the arts, culture, and community educational
activities. Respondent lists only names of individuals, businesses, and
organization while completely omitting the contact information.

II. ARGUMENT AND LEGAL DISCUSSION
A. JURISDICTION |

The Commission is a department under the Ordinance. The Task Force therefore

generally has jurisdiction to hear a complaint of a violation of the Ordinance against the
Commission. «

The Arts Commission has not contested jurisdiction.

APPLICABLE STATUTORY SECTION(S)

Section 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code:

Section 67.21 governs responses to public records requests

Section 67.25 governs immediacy of response.

Section 6250 et seq. of the Cal. Gov't Code (""CPRA")

Section 6253 governs the release of public records and the timing of responses.

The 14-day extension invoked by the Arts Commission under the provisions cited
is inapplicable to requests for “Immediate Disclosure” appertaining to contract bidder
information. Thus, such is required for production immediately. The many attempts to
further deny by delay disclosure of public records at having the Complainant submit the
same request to three different entities is palpable. Section (¢) (1) of the Sunshine
Ordinance states under “Contracts, Bids and Proposal” in relevant part provides:
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“Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals and-all other records of
communications between the department and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be
open to inspection immediately after a contract has been awarded.” (Underlined
emphasis added.) Thus, Patterson at all relevant times was without jurisdiction to invoke
a l4-day extension for contract info it lawfully had no jurisdiction to invoke. Her
citation to Cal. Gov't Code §6253(c)(2) and (3) as grounds to apply an extension is
entirely bogus and intended solely for the purpose of delay. (Com. p. 184) .

In relevant part these sections provide:

“(c) The requirements of subdivision (a) are in addition to any action requlred of a
public agency by Section 6253. :

“(2) The public agency determines that the request should be denied and bases that
determination solely on an exemption listed in Section 6254.

“(3) The public agency makes available an index of its records.”

No such exemption for a local public agency applidable to the operative Sunshine
~ Ordinance Request exists anywhere in Section 6254. In sum, the Arts Commission
denied the request where absolutely no exemption is evident to do so.

The Sunshine Ordinance specifically prohibits an employee from interfering with
other city employees, including City Attorney staff from restricting access to public
records. In an email such a violation is manifest between Deputy City Attorney Lauren
Curry and Ms. Kate Patterson on August 17, 2017.

In relevant part Ms. Patterson stated: Hi Lauren --It's just contracts with the City
correct? They don't have to turn over a contract they might have with a food vendor for
example- right? (Com. pp. 110, 172-173) On the same date, Ms. Curry told Patterson
that the lease agreement required disclosure of records immediately upon request. (Com.
p. 189) Patterson agreed, except when later ordered by her boss not to release them
anyway. Consequently, the delay in disclosure has now spanned several weeks whereby
the Arts Commission staff began releasing them begrudgingly on “rolling basis.

Notwithstanding, no citable ground existed then and none now, to continue
“stonewalling” release of the remaining records requested on August 16™ given that
respondents own counsel advised such should have been released “upon request.”
Thanks, Kate. The Cultural Centers are also subject to Administrative Code Section
67.24(e) (copied below) which is referenced in both the grant and lease agreements.
(Com. p. 174) : '
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After first agreeing to produce the requested documents in behalf of the BVOH
Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, Patterson reneges and consults with various staff who
appear to be coaching her on records not to disclose. Accordingly, she is in constant
contact with the City Attorney’s office because the Complainant cited the proper
standard of care from the Sunshine Ordinance. “Lauren~ See below. Just keeping you in
the loop in case this escalates. We have 14 days to respond.” (Com. pp. 126-128, 136,
141-142) HI Lauren- Actually, a colleague dug up an email that was sent to Barbara
_clarifying what they need to turn over, so for now we have an answer. Kate how much
grant funding does the city provide annually? (Com. p. 199)

“HI Lauren- Quick question is the Bayview Opera House subject to Sunshine requests?
As you know the building is owned by the SFAC and they receive a large grant from us
every year. My guess s that we would need to turn over docs because it is city funded.
Can you please verify? Thanks, Kate Patterson-Murphy Director of Communications
San Francisco Arts Commission.” (Com. p. 200)

Initially, and before the September 26, 2017 Complaint hearing Ms. Patterson
stated that she had no documents responsive to the Complainant’s request for BVOH
Articles of Incorporation, Minutes, Lease Agreements, “The Arts Commission has no
records responsive to this request.” (Com. p. 257) ' ’

Again on August 17, 2017 email conversations between the Arts Commission
Executive Director, Tom Decalgry, Patterson, and several other Arts Commission staff
with BVOH Executive Director Barbara Ockel further reflects that the public records
previously denied and those presently denied for production reveal a conspiratorial
pretext to willfully withhold them. Id.

After analyzing the apparent informality of the email exchanges between the

aforesaid actors, from the objective standard of a reasonable person, the Arts
Commission’s claim that it has no documents responsive to the Complainant’s requests
for full disclosure not only violates bbth the spirit and intent of the Sunshine Ordinance,
but is intellectually dishonest and patently unethical. (Com. p. 178) Thus, it may readily
be deduced from the facts and evidence proffered that Arts Commission management is
predisposed to resist full disclosure and compliance from its executive level. Id. |

These infractions are very serious and as a matter of law require referral for
enforcement to the Ethics Commission for an investigation on such other grounds. The
above-stated documents were released six (6) weeks from the date of filing the operative
Complaint. This wholly untimely resistance to full and proper disclosure ignores direct
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“advice from the City Deputy ‘Attorney where cultural centers in lease agreements with
the city also require production of public records. “Thanks, Kate. The Cultural Centers
are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below) which is
referenced in both the grant and lease agreements.” (Com. p. 174-175) '

III. CONCLUSION

_ The First Appellate District Court held in, Rivero v The Superior Court of the
County of San Francisco Respondent; Arlo Smith Real Parties in Interest (1997) 54 Cal.
App. 4th 1048 that so long as no law enforcement information that would impede law
enforcement investigation proceedings or seek disclosure of confidential information,
under virtually all other circumstances production of public records is required.

The same reviewing court further opined:

“The findings and purpose are stated broadly: ". . . [P] (a) Government's duty is to serve

the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. [P] (b) Commissions, boards, »

councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people's
business. This ordinance will assure that their deliberations are conducted before the
people and that City operations are open to the people's review. [P] (c) . . . Violations of
open government principles occur at all levels, from local advisory boards to the highest
reaches of the State hierarchy. [P] . .. [P] (¢)

The people of San Francisco want an open society. They do not give their public
servants the right to decide what they should know. The public's right to know is as
fundamental as its right to vote. To act on truth, the people must be free to learn the
truth. [P] (f) The sun must shine on all the workings of government so the people may
. put their institutions right when they go wrong. . . ." (SF. Admin. Code, § 67.1.)”
(external quotations added.)

Dated: October 2, 2017
' Respectfully submitted,

Kevin B. Williams, Complainant
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Young, Victor

From: kevin williams <williams532001@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2017 8:05 PM
To: SOTF, (BOS); Thomas Busse James Autry; Jaleel Kairi; bro.j.bbpsf@gmail.com; Jamo

Muhammad; Francisco Da Costa; Sala Haquekyah; theresawallace777@hotmail.com;
therontaylor@gmail.com; moneykeevin obrien

Subject: Re: Additional Records
Follow Up Flag: - Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mr. Young:

Pursuant to the order of Chairman Wolfe at the Special Meeting of December 19, 2017, | am re-
sending the Sunshine Taskforce "Rebuttal Brief' prepared by me in behalf of the Bayview Hunters
Point Community, and parties in interest concerning an August 16, 2017 "Immediate Sunshine
Ordinance Request" for production of public records concerning, the Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
Bayview Opera House. You personally withessed Chairman Wolfe ask me to prepare a formal
"Rebuttal" of the documents requested and those received by that nonprofit agency following the
September 26, 2017, Sunshine Taskforce Complaint Committee meeting.

Within one week of the order, | sent you the attached rebuttal document, which indicates delivery
to both the Sunshine Ordinance Taskforce ("SOTF") and the respondents effective on December 2,
2017 at 9:55 AM, but inexplicably was not forwarded to the voting members of the Special Meeting
~ Taskforce for public deliberation and vote. While | appreciate the long debate and protracted
discussions on the part of taskforce members, please convey that this procedural omission is a
material one. Please be advised that we do not waive our strenuous objection for following the order.
For all intents and purposes, such an indisputable omission clearly prejudiced petitioners' inviolate
right to due process before the members. Consequently, the members voted without the information
that the Complaint Committee chairman clearly directed be included in their packet. The relief
requested by petitioner and his community is based solely upon facts and evidence of record,
recapitulated in the Rebuttal Brief, but not presented to the SOTF at anytime prior to the recent
meeting. To the detriment of the BVHP community and myself as petitioner, | testified that evening
totally unaware that the "Rebuttal Brief" had not been provided to a single voting member. This is
clear prejudicial error and an absolute abuse of discretion.

Accordingly, we request a showing of proof as to the specific reason(s) the rebuttal
document was not forwarded to the members, although the email time signature above
reflects it was received by the SOTF on the morning of December 2nd. Thus, we seek any
related correspondence, including intra-agency or inter-agency documents, e-mails, records,
or any form of oral communications, including but not limited to any and all such other

‘records as may be deemed public that is subject to disclosure as a reasonable explanation for
the failure to update the members packet to include the attached rebuttal document.

Respectfully, we disagree with the vote of the Taskforce to continue the matter, without
consequences to those responsible for violations of the Sunshine Ordinance because a plain reading
of the record indicates that independently from this, or any other meritorious complaint, the Taskforce
is under sustained departmental pressure, including but not limited to intrusive interference from the
City Attorneys Office. Its representative was present at the meeting ostensibly to provide guidance

and advice to the members. However, he openly began to exert direct authority of over the meeting
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chairman. In that context, counsel grew more adversarial towards the public and equally protective
over the respondent Arts Commission. At some juncture, counsel proceeded to demand that | allow
him to publically cross-examine me, akin to a court of law, putting me on trial. In response, on the
record, and in the middle of the hearing proceedings, Chairman Wolfe felt so compelled to resist this
attempt to control the proceedings that he immediately issued a verbal admonition to the Deputy City
Attorney that it is he, [Mr. Wolfe] that is presiding officer over the meeting and not the City Attorney.
Such is a fact that its own counsel is expected to be aware of. It became apparent to members of the
public that the negative exchange quickly prompted, the other members to begin to reel in the

chair against the petitioner and for the respondents regardless to the weight of evidence of record
and regardless the supporting testimony presented.

Notwithstanding, City department employees charged with violations were allowed to refer to
members of the public in highly offensive terms as, "The Peanut Gallery," without any admonition for
this generalization towards all citizens present, including myself that were totally innocent of any form
of dilatory conduct. Instead, these citizens were broadly warned by the chair at the insistence of City
employee about maintaining order, when none of those accused said one single word. Another
apparent instance, as testified to by a more vocal citizen complaining about the appearance of
partiality is that the same offending City employee was observed as being freely allowed freely to
approach the Taskforce dais or inside the taskforce deliberation seating area. The staffer engage in
ex parte communication with a SOTF official, while the meeting was in progress. (i.e. whispering in
ear of taskforce official) without an admonition of any kind.

In closing, we will attempt to obtain the Ruth Williams Memorial Opera House documents, aided
by the Arts Commission staff in good faith. We have already spoken and agreed to try to work closer
together. However, please be advised should the records not be produced, we reserve the right to
request reconsideration based upon the same material omission of said Rebuttal Brief and because
when taken together substantial evidence of record requires a finding infer alia under San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 67.21.

We are hereto requesting that the SOTF record be completely updated within a
reasonable time before the next special meeting to allow adequate time for written
transcription should we seek reconsideration, or some other form of administrative, or judicial
review of the underlying decision. Moreover, please provide a CD copy of the oral argument
and testimony of both the September 26th SOTF Complamt Committee meeting and December
19th Special Taskforce meeting. '

If in the interim you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me at (415) 424-8221.
Sinéerely,-

Kevin B. Williams, Petitioner

On Monday, October 2, 2017, 9:55:01 AM PDT, kevin williams <williams532001@yahoo.com> wrote:

See aftached rebuttal.

Kevin B. Williams
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On Thursday, September 28, 2017 1:55 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,,
I’'m writing with responsive records to your August 16, 2017 request.
In your letter, under BVOH Board of Directors, you requested:

14. Submit for pUblic disclosure the resumes of each BVOH Board member from 2009 through 2017.
Identify by name whether any former member of the Board subsequently became an employee during
any calendar year(s);

The SFAC has already provided you with a resume for Barbara Ockel, who became executive
director in 2009 after serving on the Board. We do not have resumes for the other BVOH Board
Members.

14.A Provide conformed copies of underacted Board Minutes, therewith related correspondence
reflecting the location where each meeting was held if other than at 4705 Street, covering the period
between 2013 through 2017. In addition, identify rents paid at both the main Opera House facility and
the new Third Street, San Francisco BVOH satellite office with a copy of the rental agreement.

Attached are the Board Minutes that the Arts Commission has on record. Barbara Ockel can provide
minutes for the BVOH'’s public meetings that go further back if she has them in her archives. With
regard to rents paid, please find attached our lease agreements between the SFAC and the BVOH
from 2009, 2012 and 2016. Please let us know if you would like the “executed” copies. If so, we will
request them from offsite storage. Please also refer to the revised budget, which is attached. The
SFAC does not have a copy of the rental agreement between the BVOH and the landlord of the Third
Street property. '

14.B Produce a conformed copy of the BVOH Articles of Incorporation.
Please find the BVOH's Articles of Incorporation attached.

14.D Provide ANY and ALL BVOH funding sources between 2013 and 2017.
We have already provided you with budgets in response to this request. Please find attached a
revised BVOH budget for this fiscal year

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

- e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr
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NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

P243



CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

DENNIS J. HERRERA NICHOLAS COLLA
City Attorney Deputy City Attorney
Direct Dial: (415) 554-3819
Email: nicholas.colla @sfgov.org
MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
FROM: Nicholas Colla
Deputy City Attorney
DATE:  September 22, 2017
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission
COMPLAINT

Complainant Kevin Williams (“Complainant”) alleges that the San Francisco Arts
Commission (“the Commission™) violated provisions of the Sunshine Ordinance by failing to
timely respond to his August 16, 2017! Immediate Disclosure Request (“IDR”).

COMPLAINANT FILES THIS COMPLAINT

On August, 2017, Complainant filed this complainant with the Task Force regarding the
Commission’s alleged failure to timely respond to Complainant’s IDR.

JURISDICTION

The Commission is a department under the Ordinance. The Task Force therefore
generally has jurisdiction to hear a complaint of a violation of the Ordinance against the
Commission. The Commission has not contested jurisdiction.

APPLICABLE STATUTORY SECTION(S)
Section 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code:
e Section 67.21 governs responses to public records requests. .
e Section 67.25 governs immediacy of response. -
Section 6250 et seq. of the Cal. Gov't Code (“CPRA”)
e Section 6253 governs the release of public records and the timing of responses.
APPLICABLE CASE LAW

® none

! The original IDR was sent to the Bayview Opera House, a non-profit that receives grant
proceeds from the Commission, on August 16, 2017. It appears that the Commission did not
actually receive this IDR until August 17, 2017.

FOX PLAZA - 1390 MARKET STREET, 6TH FLOOR * SAN FRANCISCO; CALFORNIA 94102-5408
RECEPTION: (415) 554-3800 - FACSIMILE: {415) 437-4644

n:\codenf\as2014\9600241\01222518.doc

P244



CitY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO QOFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
DATE:  September 22,2017
PAGE: 2
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission
BACKGROUND

On August 16, 2017, Complainant sent an email IDR to the Bayview Opera House which
was then forwarded to the Commission’s Director of Communications, Kate Patterson-Murphy
(“Ms. Patterson™), on August 17, 2017. In his IDR, Complainant laid out 26 separate
enumerated requests for documents on various topics, some of which Ms. Patterson alleges have
nothing to with the Commission.

On August 17,2017, Ms. Patterson sent a response email to Complainant in which she
invoked a 14 day extension to respond to Complainant’s IDR. She also informed Complainant
that some of the records sought in the request were within the control of other city departments
such as Municipal Transportation Agency (“SFMTA”) and the Department of Public Works
(“DPW?”) and that she would forward the IDR to the custodians of record for those departments
and send them an email introducing them to Complainant.

On August 31, 2017, after allegedly having yet to receive all the desired records,
Complainant filed this complaint with the Task Force.

On September 5, 2017, in response to the filing of this Complaint, Ms. Patterson wrote a
letter to the Task Force which reads in part as follows:

With the 14-day extension, the deadline to fulfill this request was August
30, 2017.

Also on August 17, I sent an email to my colleagues at the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency, SF Public Works and the Mayor’s
Office on Disability alerting them to this IDR. I provided a copy of the
letter and asked who from each office would be the designated respondent.

After ascertaining that many of the records Mr. Williams requested were
in fact not in the Arts Commission’s possession and as promised to Mr.
Williams, on Monday, August 21, 2017, I sent an email introducing him to
the Custodians of Records at the aforementioned agencies, which were
lead agencies on the Bayview Opera House’s construction project during
various phases.

The Custodian of Records at SF Public Works explicitly informed me that
Mr. Williams would have to reach out to him separately to register a
request. I informed Mr. Williams of this, and also reminded him that I was
not required to gather documents on his behalf but only to help facilitate a
connection with the appropriate record keeper at each department, which I
did. During this period, I also had a conversation with our City Attorney
Laruen Curry who confirmed that that was the extent of my role.

On August 22, 1 received an email from SFMTA’s custodian of records
Caroline Celaya informing me that she had acknowledged receipt of the
request in an email to Mr. Williams.

In the interim, the Arts Commission undertook an extensive search
through staff email records, accounting records and project folders related
to the Bayview Opera House.

n:\codenfas201419600241\01222518.doc
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City AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO - OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

TO:
DATE:
PAGE:

MEMORANDUM

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

September 22, 2017

3

Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission

On August 30, the Arts Commission sent Mr. Williams our detailed
response to each item enumerated in his letter. for which we had records,
thus meeting the deadline. I created a dropbox file for easy access of said
documents. Mr. Young has a copy of our response.

On August 31, I received a series of emails from my colleague at SF

. Public Works, which had yet to receive a direct request from Mr.
Williams, with records in response to the IDR. I forwarded those emails to
Mr. Williams and, fearing that some of the files were too large for his
inbox, I also uploaded them to a separate folder in the same dropbox file
to help facilitate easy access.

To date, I do not have any records from the SFMTA. If I did, T would
share them in the same fashion as the aforementioned records from the SF
Public Works. Since Ms. Celaya has confirmed that she has been in
communication with Mr. Williams, which signifies to me that she will
contact him directly when that agency’s documents are ready.

I believe the Arts Commission has met all of the requirements to respond
to this IDR in a timely fashion, and I see no violation.

QUESTIONS THAT MIGHT ASSIST IN DETERMINING FACTS

Does Complainant feel that the documents that were eventually provided by the
Commission satisfy his IDR?

Did Complainant follow up directly with other departments for the records that weren’t
within the custody of the Commission?

LEGAL ISSUES/LEGAL DETERMINATIONS

Did the Commission violate Administrative Code Sections 67.21 and/or 67.25 by failing
to timely respond to Complainant’s IDR?

Did the Commission violate CPRA 6253(c) by allegedly failing to comply with
Complainant’s requests for records‘7

ni\codenfas2014\9600241\01222518.doc
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CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO , OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
DATE:  September 22, 2017
PAGE: 4
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission

CONCLUSION

THE TASK FORCE FINDS THE FOLLOWING FACTS TO BE TRUE:

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

n\codenf\as2014\9600241\01222518.doc
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CItY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
DATE:  September 22, 2017
PAGE: 5 .
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission
k ok ok

CHAPTER 67, SAN FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE (SUNSHINE
ORDINAN CE)

SEC. 67.21. PROCESS FOR GAINING ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS;
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.

(a) Every person having custody of any public record or public information, as defined herein,
(hereinafter referred to as a custodian of a public record) shall, at normal times and during .
normal and reasonable hours of operation, without unreasonable delay, and without requiring an
appointment, permit the public record, or any segregable portion of a record, to be inspected and
examined by any person and shall furnish one copy thereof upon payment of a reasonable
copying charge, not to exceed the lesser of the actual cost or ten cents per page.

(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.

(c) A custodian of a public record shall assist a requester in identifying the existence, form, and
nature of any records or information maintained by, available to, or in the custody of the
custodian, whether or not the contents of those records are exempt from disclosure and shall,
when requested to do so, provide in writing within seven days following receipt of a request, a
statement as to the existence, quantity, form and nature of records relating to a particular subject
or questions with enough specificity to enable a requester to identify records in order to make a
request under (b). A custodian of any public record, when not in possession of the record
requested, shall assist a requester in directing a request to the proper office or staff person.

(d) If the custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request described
in (b), the person making the request may petition the supervisor of records for a determination
whether the record requested is public. The supervisor of records shall inform the petitioner, as
soon as possible and within 10 days, of its determination whether the record requested, or any
part of the record requested, is public. Where requested by the petition, and where otherwise
desirable, this determination shall be in writing. Upon the determination by the supervisor of
records that the record is public, the supervisor of records shall immediately order the custodian
of the public record to comply with the person's request. If the custodian refuses or fails to
comply with any such order within 5 days, the supervisor of records shall notify the district
attorney or the attorney general who shall take whatever measures she or he deems necessary and
appropriate to insure compliance with the provisions of this ordinance.

(¢) Ifthe custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request described
_in (b) above or if a petition is denied or not acted on by the supervisor of public records, the
person making the request may petition the Sunshine Task Force for a determination whether the

n:\codenf\as2014\9600241\01222518.doc
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO ~ OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
DATE:  September 22, 2017
PAGE: 6
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission

record requested is public. The Sunshine Task Force shall inform the petitioner, as soon as
possible and within 2 days after its next meeting but in no case later than 45 days from when a
petition in writing is received, of its determination whether the record requested, or any part of
the record requested, is public. Where requested by the petition, and where otherwise desirable,
this determination shall be in writing. Upon the determination that the record is public, the
Sunshine Task Force shall immediately order the custodian of the public record to comply with
the person's request. If the custodian refuses or fails to comply with any such order within 5
days, the Sunshine Task Force shall notify the district attorney or the attorney general who may
take whatever measures she or he deems necessary to insure compliance with the provisions of
this ordinance. The Board of Supervisors and the City Attorney's office shall provide sufficient
staff and resources to allow the Sunshine Task Force to fulfill its duties under this provision.
Where requested by the petition, the Sunshine Task Force may conduct a public hearing
concerning the records request denial. An authorized representative of the custodian of the public
records requested shall attend any hearing and explain the basis for its decision to withhold the
records requested.

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-exempt public information shall be satisfied no later than the close of business on the day
Sfollowing 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 less 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 1nf0rmat10n 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.

n:\codenfas2014\9600241\01222518.doc
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City AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
DATE:  September 22,2017
PAGE: 7 '
RE: Complaint No. 17096 — Williams v. San Francisco Arts Commission

CAL. PUBLIC RECORDS ACT (GOVT. CODE §§ 6250, ET SEQ.)
SEC. 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 therefor. 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 if the 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.

(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.

n\codenfas201419600241101222518.doc
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Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Complaint Summary

File No. 17096 .

Kevin Williams V. Arts Commission

Date filed with SOTF: 8/28/17

Contacts information (Complainant information listed first):

Williams532001@yahoo.com (Complainant)
Kate Patterson, Arts Commission (Respondent)

File No. 17096: Complaint filed by Kevin Williams against Kate Patterson and the Arts
Commission for allegedly violating Administrative Code (Sunshine Ordinance), Section 67.25,
by failing to respond to an Immediate Disclosure Request in a timely and/or complete manner.

Administrative Summary if applicable:

Complaint Attéched.
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SAN FRANCISCO SUNSHINE TASKFORCE

Complainant Kevin Williams Reply to Supervising
Custodian of Records Kate Patterson’s Responses

January 30, 2018 Order of Compliance and Amendments Committee

2/12/2018

By: /s/ Kevin B. Williams, Complainant and Petitioner

KEVIN B. WILLIAMS

176 Bradford Street |

San Francisco, CA 94110-5704

Ph. 415.424.8221 | Fax 415.926.5530
E-mail: williams532001@yahoo.com
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“KEVIN B. WILLIAMS

176 Bradford Street | San Francisco, CA 94110-5704
Ph. 415.424.8221 | Fax 415.926.5530

E-mail: williams532001@yahoo.com

. February 12, 2018
VIA E-MAIL only: sotf(@sfgov.org

Members: Frank Cannata (Chair), Dave Maass and Chris Hyland
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Compliance and Amendments Committee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Attn.: Victor Young

SUBJECT: COMPLAINANT AND PETITIONER KEVIN WILLIAMS REPLY TO
CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS AND RESPONDENT KATE PATTERSON’S
RESPONSE TO COMPLIANCE AND AMENDMENTS JANUARY 30™ ORDER

[Kevin B. Williams v Kate Patterson and San Francisco Arts Commission File No. -17-096.]

Dear Members:
L INTRODUCTION

Based solely on the facts and evidence proffered nothing may logically explain a 5 %2 month
delay in producing public records responsive to the IDR and other relatéd documents. By the time
this matter is heard by the full Sunshine Ordinance Taskforce, 7 2 months would have elapséd with
no light in sight. Following the January 30, 2017 Compliance ahd Amendments Committee
meeting, the Arts Commission’s Custodian of Records, Kate Patterson was ordered to prepare a
complete and detailed, item-by-item, response to my October 2, 2017 “Rebuttal Brief” (“RB”).

I have alleged that the respondent failed to make full and timely disclosure in response to the
original August 16, 2017, Immediate Disclosure Request (“IDR”). The members made clear a
stated intent at the meeting to produce a clear record for proper review by the full Sunshine
Ordinance Taskforce (“SOTF?”). |

On February 2, 2018, Ms. Patterson filed a voluminous reply. Accordingly, I have
eﬁdeavored to: First, substantially narrow down the items requested and reduce the burden on the
members by separately attaching the current revised “Rebuttal” to Ms. Patterson’s responses as
Exhibit A.

[
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Secondly for comprehensive clarity of the issues before the SOTF, herein presented is each
relevant and overarching procedural, factual and evidentiary principle of this case. I believe if
impartially taken together as a whole do establish prima facie violations of the Sunshine Ordinance.
‘A simple analysis of a timeline of the events standing alone harmonize with the within allegations
that withholding public records is and has been calcuiated for denial by delay. |

Thirdly, my legal arguments and discussion of the Sunshine text appertaining to this reply
explains eXactly what, how and why an inordinate delay of at least 5 1/2 months has occurred. I
conclude, the excessive delay is directly attributable to manifest violations of practically every
section the Ordinance. Taking all the relevant evidence together, I intend to specifically show
exactly what procedural violations reasonably precipitated the underlying denial -of records by
stubborn delay. Finally, upon careful reﬁew and consideration of Ms. Patterson’s responses,
therewith complete written record of the Committee Agenda Records Packet (hereinafter, “CAR”) I .
find Ms. Patterson’s writing remains wholly nonresponsive. Despite its significant length in form, it
remains anemically wanting in substance. In order that we avoid confusion and wasting the full |
Taskfof‘ce’s time, I am willing to stipulate that the San Francisco Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (“SMTA”) possess no further documents responsive to the request.

I also, stipulate that the Department of Public Works (“DPW”) did submit documents in the
- form of bids, which appear only “partially” responsive because from a grand total of $5.6 million
dollars expended, a balance of $3.1 million remains unaccounted for. In any event, having narrowed
the inquiry, we next examine the applicable Sunshine Ordinance provisions against the duties and
responsibilities of respondent Arts Commission to comply. The inquiry need not go further than

whether the information sought is a public record and whether it is reasonably “gvailable” to the

custodian of records. This is so because, Ms. Patterson testified that no other documents were

available to her office, but has never stated that anything in the IDA was deemed exempt as a public_
record from disclosure. Therefore, the course and direction of inquiry to the full Taskforce would
primarily be focused on the duty and responsibilities of the Ruth Williams Bayview Opera House to
comply with City ordinances, rulés, and regulations pursuant to Section 67.24.

At this juncture, I call to the members attention that its decision-making process is a quasi-
jﬁdicial functional at carrying out City business. As such, well-settled dicta of the courts‘prescriBe
the abuse ‘of discretion standard of review, if the inferior tribunal’s decision is in any way not

supported by substantial evidence. Here, respondent waived any claim against the jurisdiction of the
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SOTF affer filing initial responses through counsel on September 21, 2017 to the instant Complaint.
Again, only after it appeared advantageous do so, the Custodian of Records next asserted that the
Taskforce possesses no jurisdiction over certain records of the Ruth Williams Bayview Opera
House because it is a so called independent 501(c) (3) nonprofit corporation, within the meaning of
San Francisco Administrative Code Section 21(L). Therefore, for the purposes of inquiry that
defense is moot. The record herein reflects respondent’s unconditional admission Section 67.24
applies to the instant IDR because the nonprofit is a city leaseholder that receives grant monies well
in excess of $500,000 per year. Thus, as a matter of law, it is clear error and an abuse of discretion
for respondent Arts Commission to be allowed to insist upon a bifurcated defense, heretofore
having from the onset submitted to the full jurisdiction of the SOTF. Therefore, both Respondent
and Complainant concur that the matter(s) remaining for decision is whether it is “true or not true”

one or more violations of the Sunshine Ordinance occurred.
1I. STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Chronological and Procedural History

1. On August 16, 2017, Complainant ﬁled his Immediate Disclosure Request for
production of public records with the Ruth Williams Memorial Theater Bayview
Opera House (“BVOH”). CAR: p. 184.

2. On August 17, 2017, Ms. Patterson sent a response email to AComplainant in which

she invoked a 14 day extension in response to the complaint in behalf of the BVOH.

3. Alsoon August 17, 2017, Arts Commission Director of Cultural Affairs sent an early
morning text to Arts Commission staff, including Custbdian of Records Kate
Patterson, Barbara Mumby, Robynn Takayama, and the BVOH Executive Director
Barbara Ockel directing his staff to help her respond to the Complaint. |
In relevant part, Mr. DeCaigny said:

From: DeCaigny, Tom (ART)

Sent: Thursday, -August 17, 2017 7:48 AM

To: Patterson; Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>;
barbara@bvoh.org |

Cc: Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takavama@sfgov.org>;
Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.fnumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request-- $5.6 Million Bayview
Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
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“Hi Barbara~

Thank you for forwarding. I don't believe that the nonprofit BVOH is
subject to the Sunshine Ordinance. 1t is my understanding thqt the
Ordinance only pertains to public agencies in which case the request
would need be addressed to the SFAC. Public Works, etc. I'm copying
our Public Informaﬁon Officer, Kate Patterson-Murphy- to clarify and |
advise on next steps.

Kate, hdw should Barbara respond to this request? I imagine she would
inform him that the request needs to be addressed and submitted to the
appropriate City agencies. ‘

When received, we'll like need to invoke é voluminous records extension
as it's a pretty extensive request. Thanks, Tom Sent from my iPhone.
Please excuse brevity and typos.” CAR: p. 200

Begin forwarded message: ‘

From: Barbara Ockel <barbara@bvoh.org>

Date: Augustl6, 2017 at 11:12:34 PM PDT

To: "Takayama, Robynn (ART)" <robynn.takayama(i:1{sfgov.org>

Ce: "DeCaigny, Tom (ART)" <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>

Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request-- $5.6‘ Million Bayviéw '
Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

“Hi Robynn,

Just received this letter from Kevin Williams. Can we have a call about
this tomorrow, Thursday? He's demanding a response within 24 hours.
Barbara Ockel Executive Director BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE” CAR:
p- 201.

Again, on August 17, 2017, Ms. Patterson in an email stated: Hi Lauren--It's just
contracts with the City correct? They don't have to turn over a contract they might
have with a food vendor for eXample-right? CAR: pp. 249-254.

. On the same date above, Ms. Lauren told Ms. Patterson that the Lease Agreement
required disclosure of records immediately upon request pursuant to Section 67.24.

CAR: p. 189. .
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5. Ms. Patterson stated in the letter she had invoked a 14-day extension to comply with
the request. Thus, the deadline given to meet the request was August 30, 2017, but |
with no conditions requiring him to contact any other departments.

6. Mr. Williams later complained when she told him that he would need to file two
separate requests, which would have the effect of changing the deadline for .
submission from the original request. CAR: pp. 196-197. | _

7. On Monday, August 21, 2017, for the first time five (5) days after the IDR, Ms.
Patterson informed Mr. Williams that she had later found that many of the records
requested were in fact not in the Arts Commission's possession, but assured him that
the response would be forthcoming by August 30, 2017.

8. On August 31, 2017, after Complainant had not received the records, Complainant
filed the instant complaint with the SOTF. Id. |

9. On September 5, 2017, in response to the filing of this complaint, Ms. Patterson wrote

~a response letter to inform the Task Force among other things that Deputy City
Attorney Laruen Curry confirmed that of Ms. Patterson’s role ceased. At the same
time, the Arts Commission alleged having undertaken an extensive search through
staff email records, accounting records and project folders related to the Bayview
Opera House. CAR: pp. 279-281.

10. The following conversations ensued:

Thanks, Kate. The Cultural Centers are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e)
(copied below) which is referenced in both the grant and lease agreemeﬁts. CAR: p. 276-
279. After first agreeing to produce the requested documents in behalf of the BVOH she
reneged on that promise. "Lauren ~ See below. Just keeping you in the loop in case this
escalates. We have 14 days to respond." CAR: pp. 202, 218. The internal deliberative
process went on: Hi Lauren- Actually, a colleague dug up an email that was sent to Barbara
clarifying Whaf they need to turn over, so for now we have an answer. Kate how much grant
funding does the city provide annually? CAR: p. 198. "HI Lauren-Quick question is the
Bayview Opera House subject to Sunshine requests? As you know the building is owned by
the SFAC and they receive a large grant from us every year. My guess is that we would need

to turn over docs because it is city funded. Can you please verify? Thanks,” Kate Patterson-

| Murphy Director of Communications San Francisco Arts Commission. CAR: p. 276-277.

Ironically, respondents’ reply alleging no documents responsive to the request omits
that Ockel takes direction from the Arts Commission staff, more particularly orders,

which emanate from the Director himself Tom DeCaigny. Sunshine Ordinance
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Section 67.34 defines “willful conduct” of any elected official, department head, or
other managerial city employee failure to discharge any duties imposed by the
Sunshine Ordinance shall be deemed “official misconduct.”

12. Itis af)parent that the conduct of Mr. DeCaigny and his Custodian of Records Kate
Patterson is in clear violation of the Code and inimical to public policy.

To wit: DeCaigny ordered his staff and the BVOH Direétor not to produce the requested
records on both unlawful and unethical grounds. He furthér ordered his own staff to
concoct a voluminous records delay through recluesting an erroneous l14-day
extension under Gov. Code 6253 et seq. Therefore, the foregoing violations of the
Sunshine Ordinance were committed by Mr. DeCaigny in coordinated complicity

with other actors named in the operative Complaint.
III. ARGUMENT AND LEGAL DISCUSSION

A.  JURISDICTION

Ms. Patterson’s answer to the Complaint was prepared and submitted to the Taskforce by
Deputy City Attorney Nicholas Colla on September 21, 2017. It stated: “The Commission is a
department under the Ordinance. The Task Force therefore generally has jurisdiction to hear a
- complaint of a violation of the Ordinance against the Commission. The Arts Commission did not
contest the jurisdiction of the SOTF”.! (underlined emphasis added.) CAP: p. 184-191.

APPLICABLE STATUTORY SECTION(S)

Section 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code:

Section 67.21 governs responses to public records requests

Section 67.25 governs immediacy of response.

Section 6250 et seq. of the Cal. Gov't Code ("CPRA")

Section 6253 governs the release of public records and the timing of responses.

B. The Custodian of Records Answered Williams IDR Complaint Through Deputy
City Attorney Nicolas Colla and thereby Waived Any Objection to the

Jurisdiction of SOTF

Ms. Patterson’s initial answer to the IDR accepting the jurisdiction of the SOTF under the various

! SEC. 67.36. SUNSHINE ORDINANCE SUPERSEDES OTHER LOCAL LAWS.

The provisions of this Sunshine Ordinance supersede other local laws. Whenever a conflict in
local law is identified, the requirement which would result in greater or more expedited public access to
public information shall apply.
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stated provisions of San Francisco Administrative Code section 67 et sec. is binding. Complainant agrees
with the speciﬁd procedural protocols identified therein predicated on the proper jurisdiction of the SOTF
pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code section 67 et sec., which is simply defined for review and
consideration of the IDR Compliant as filed, whether or not the factual allegations are “true or not true.”
After having filed her answer with the SOTF, it is improper for this Taskforce to permit testimony that
permits a change in that answer to San Francisco Administrative Code 21(1). Ms. Patterson knew of the
nonprofit status of the Bayview Opera House when filing a response. In any event, Section 67.36 makes
moot these contentions because it provides whenever a conflict is identified, the choice of law is that “which
would result in greatér or more expedited public accéss to public information” regardless. Needless to say,

application of Section 21(1) would cause further delay both procedurally and on the merits.

The First Appellate District Court held in, Rivero v The Superior Court of the County of San
Francisco Respondent; Arlo Smith Real Parties in Interest (1997) 54 Cal. App. 4th 1048 that so
long as no law enforcement information that would impede law enforcement investigation
proceedings or seek disclosure of confidential information, under virtually all other circumstances
production of public records is required.

The same reviewing court further opined:

“The findings and purpose are stated broadly: ". . . [{] (a) Government's duty is to
serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. [{] (b)
Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to
conduct the people's business. This ordinance will assure that their deliberations are
conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people's
review. [] (c) . . . Violations of open government principles occur at all levels, from
local advisory boards to the highest reaches of the State hierarchy. [{] . . . []] (e)

The people of San Francisco want an open society. They do not give their public
servants the right to decide what they should know. The public's right to know is as
fundamental as its right to vote. To act on truth, the people must be free to learn the
truth. [§] (f) The sun must shine on all the workings of government so the people
may put their institutions right when they go wrong. . . ." (S.F. Admin. Code §
67.1.)” (external quotations added.) : : :

C. Section 67.25. IMMEDIACY OF RESPONSE.

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-exempt public 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.
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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. 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. [citation.]

At all relevant times, the Complainant requested non-exempt information in bold letter 16

count font written across the top of the request. However, the Afts Commission illegally invoked a
14-day extension, when the maximum allowed is 10 days. Consultation with another interested
department still only permits an extension of 10-days. Contract and bidder information requires
disclosure immediately upon request. |

D. - Section 67.21.

If the custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request described
in (b), the person making the request may petition the supervisor of records for a
determination whether the record requested is public. The supervisor of records shall inform
the petitioner, as soon as possible and within 10 days, of its determination whether the record
requested, or any part of the record requested, is public.

If the custodian refuses or fails to comply with any such order within 5 days, the supervisor
of records shall notify the district attorney or the attorney general who shall take whatever
measures she or he deems necessary and appropriate to insure compliance with the.
provisions of this ordinance. The proper enforcement remedy given the failure after six
weeks from the effective date of the notification is to the supervisor for the district attorney

or attorney general to insure compliance. Respondent failed to perform this duty.

E. The City Attorney’s Office is representing the Supervising Custodian of Records

P against Complainants IDR even though no liﬁgation is pending..

'(i) The San Francisco City Attorney's office shall act to protect and secure the rights of the
people of San Francisco to access public information and public meetings and shall not act
as legal counsel for any city employee or any person having custody of any public record
for purposes of denying access to the public. [citation.]

Here, the Deputy City Attorney along with staff advised the Arts Commission to obtain and

release the information requested from Ms. Ockel Director of the BVOH on August 17, 2018.

Mr. DeCaigny overruled them all in his capacity as Executive Director, thus committing official

misconduct.
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It is obvious that Ms. Barbara Ockel forwarded the IDR served on her office by me to the
Arts Commission staff. Three different Deputy City Attorneys indirectly assisted Ms. Ockel
through staff at advising her exactly how not to respond, without any proper procedural
determination concerning the existence of the documents sought. Specifically, Deputy City
Attorney Nicolas Colla acted in behalf of Ms. Patterson directly before the Taskforce. |

This constitutes a clear and present viblation of the Sunshine Ordinance and is further
prejudicial to the Complainants right'to due process and impartial review.”

F. Section 67.24.

“(e) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this ordinance, public employees shall not be
discouraged from or disciplined for disclosing any information that is public information or a public
record to any journalist or any member of the public.” The IDR requested information that is public
with appropriate redaction, but too have continued to be denied by delay.

“c (2) The professional biography or curriculum vitae of any employee, provided that the home
address, home telephone number, sociai security number, age, and marital status of the erriployee
shall be redacted.”

Respondent Arts Commission also violated the Sunshine Ordinance by selective disclosure
of clearly non-exempt records such as salaries, resumes, and biographies of Board members and
BVOH staff (see Section 67.24(e) titled, “PUBLIC INFORMATION THAT MUST BE
DISCLOSED”.) As a practical matter, recipient Bayview Opera House cannot be city financed by
any city agency to the tune of over three quarters of a million dollars and keep secret, the resumes,
bio vitae’s, education and experience to operate a multi-million dollar historic building and function
in complete secrecy. This effectively deprives the community of knowing the qualifications of those
entrusted with their cultural, political, and economic stability, or the right to know who they are and
from whence they came. |
(g) Neither the City nor any office, employee, or agent thereof may assert California Public
Records Act Section 6255 or any similar provision as the basis for withholding any documents

or information requested under this ordinance.

? According to Black’s Law Dictionary legal representation is defined as: To exhibit; to expose before the

eyes. To represent a thing is to produce it publicly. Dig. 10, 4, 2, 3. To represent a person is to stand

in his place; to s%ply his place; to act as his substitute. Plummer v. Brown, 04 Cal. 429, 1 Pac. 703
; Solon v. Williamsburg Sav. Bank, 35 Dun (N. Y.) 7.
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Ms. Patterson was ordered to invoke a fake extension under Section 6253, where no such
valid exemption exists as grounds to withhold documents. She withheld records that were never
exempt from dis’clqsure as admitted by respondent. (see Section 67.24(e).

(i) Neither the City, nor any office, employee, or agent thereof, may assert an exemption
for withholding for any document or information based on a finding or showing that the
public interest in withholding the information outweighs the public interest in disclosure. All |
withholdings of documents or information must be based on an express provision of this ordinance
providing for withholding of the specific type of information in question or on an express and
specyiﬁc exempﬁon provided by California Public Records Act that is not forbidden by this
ordinance. Same argument as noted above. [citations.] Accordingly, the invocation of the 14 day
extension by Ms. Patterson under the direction of her boss Tom DeCaigny is forbidden by the

Ordinance. .
IV. SEC. 67.26. WITHHOLDING MUST BE KEPT TO A MINIMUM.

“[N]o 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 ...”(underlined emphasis added.) A

In this case, respondent Arts Commission withheld documents in bad faith from disclosure
with knowledge aforethought that not all of the records requested by the Complainant were exempt
from production. To date respondent has continued to either “stonewall” or refuse release of the
‘records by denial and delay, under an innocuous pretext for not cbmplying with the Sunshine
Ordinance. Multip‘le acts of noncompliance, although within the same complaint nevertheless
constitutes misconduct, which require referral to the Ethics Commission in that Mr. DeC‘aigny is a
department head that is clearly implicated in willful obstruction of public records. |

Reviewing courts have consistently held obstruction of the public’s ﬁght to know is far more
serious that “willful blindness”. Here direct evidence shows that Mr. DeCaigny, a high level
department head and manager of a major city department duty-bound to protect the public’s interest
in open government, not only had constructive knowledge of a coordinated effort to withhold
nonexempt documents, but ordered it, even against the advice of his own counsel and staff. Id.

The 14-day extension invoked by the Arts Commission under the provisions cited is
inapplicable to requests for “Immediate Disclosure” appertaining to contract bidder information.

Thus, such is required for production immediately. Respondents documented attempts to
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manufacture a pretextural basis to employ tactics designed to deny disclosure by delay of public
* records have been to date, successful. Carefully aided by the City Attorney’s Office ran interference
towards causing unnecessary delays in afﬁrfnatively responding to the IDR. Id.

Next, Ms. Paterson initially agreed to cooperate with Complainant, after consultation with
the actors herein named, éhe moved to have Complainant submit the same IDR request to two
_ additional entities. Such machinations are an equally palpable injustice. Section 67.24(e)(1) of the
Sunshine Ordinance states under “Contracts, Bids and Proposal” and in relevant part provides:

“Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals and all
other records of communications between the department and persons or
firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection immediately after a
contract has been awarded.” (Underlined emphasis added.)

Thus, in her official role as supervising Custodian of Records, Ms. Patterson at all relevant
times was without jurisdiction to invoke a 14-day extension citing, Cal. Gov't Code §6253(c)(2) and
(3) as grounds to apply a 14-day extension intended solely for the purpose of delay. CAR: P. 224.

In relevant part these sections provide:

“(c) The requirements of subdivision (a) are in addition to any action required of a public agency by
Section 6253. '
“(2) The public agency determines that the request should be denied and bases that determination
solely on an exemption listed in Section 6254. 4

“(3) The public agency makes available an index of its records.”

No such exemption for a local public agency applicable to the operative Sunshine Ordinance
Request exists anywhere in Section 6254. In sum, the Arts Commission denied the request where
absolutely no exemption exist to do'so. Id. |

The Sunshine Ordinance specifically prohibits ‘an employee from interfering with other city
employees, including City Attorney staff from restricting access to public records. In an email such
a Violatioﬁ is manifest between Deputy City Attorney Lauren Curry aﬁd Ms. Kate Patterson on
August 17, 2017. Id. ;

In relevant part Ms. Patterson stated: Hi Lauren -It's just contracts with the City correct?
They don't have to turn over a contract they might have with a fobd vendor for example- right?
CAR: pp. 249-250. On the same date, Ms. Lauren Curry told Ms. Patterson that the Lease
Agreement required disclosure of records immediately upon request. Ms. Pattérson agreed, except

when later ordered by her boss not to release them anyway. Consequently, the delay in disclosure
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spanned several weeks even then, whereby the Arts Commission staff began releasing documents
that should have been produced the day after the IDA were still released only on “rolling basis. Id.

Notwithstanding, no citable grounds existed then and none now, for respondent to ‘have
continued stonewalling release of the remaining records requested on August 16® given that
respondents own counsel advised such should have beeﬁ released “upon requést.” Thanks, Kate.
The Cultural Centers are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below)
which is referenced in both the grant and lease agreements. CAR: 250.

After first agreeing to produce the requested documents in behalf of the Ruth Williams |
Memorial Theater BVOH, Mr. Patterson subsequently reneged after qonsulting with various staff,
including the City Attorney, who is actively coaching her on records not to disclose.

Accordingly, she is in constant contact with the City Attorney’s office because the
Complainant cited the proper standard of care from the Sunshine Ordinance. “Lauren~ See below.
Just keeping you in the loop in case this escalates. We have 14 days to respond.” CAR: 202. pp.
126-128, 136, 141-142.

HI Lauren- Actually, a colleague dug up an email that was sent to Barbara clarifying what
they need to turn over, so for now we have an answer. Kate how much grant funding does the city
provide annually? CAR: p. 275. |

| “HI Lauren- Quick question is the Bayview Opera House subject to Sunshine requests? As
you know the building is owned by the SFAC and they receive a large grant from us every year. My
guess Is that we would need to turn over docs because it is city funded.
Can you please verify? Thanks, Kate Patz‘érson—Murphy Director of Communications
San Francisco Arts Commission.” CAR: p. 276. '

Nothing explains why the records were not release immediately following that
acknowledgment discussed by them all. Initially, and before the September 26, 2017 Complaint
hearing Ms. Patterson stated that she had no documents responsive to the Complainant’s request for
BVOH Articles of Incorporation,iMinutes, or Lease Agreements. “The Arts Commission has no
records responsive to this request.” CAR: p. 332.

Again on August 17, 2017 email conversations between the Arts Commission Executive
Director, Tom DeCaigny, Ms. Patterson, and several other Arts Commission staff with BVOH'
Executive Director Barbara Ockel further reflect that the public records previously denied and those

presently denied for production reveal a “willful intent” withhold them. Id.
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_ After analyzing the apparent informality of the email exchanges between the aforesaid
actors, from the objective standard o'f a reasonable person, the Arts Commission’s claim that it has
no documents responsive to the Complainant’s requests for full disclosure not only violates both the
fundamental purpose of the Sunshine Ordinance, but its spirit and intent. CAR: p. 267. Thus, it may
readily be deduced from the excessively long delays, the Arts Commission management is
predisposed to resist full disclosure and compliance because the order not to cooperate with the
lawful submitted IDR directly emanates from Mr. DeCaigny at the executive level. Id. His
infractions are more serious since as a matter of law such allegations require referral for
enforcement to the Ethics Commission for an investigation.

The above-stated documents were released six (6) weeks from the date of filing the operative
Complaint. This wholly unacceptable acts bf resistance to full and proper disclosure ignores direct
advice from the City Deputy Attorney, citing cultural centers in Leasé Agreements with the city
require immediate production of public records. “Thanks, Kate. The Cultural Centers are also
subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below) which is referenced in both the

grant and lease agreements.” CAR: pp. 177-178. _
V. SUMMARY OF PRIMA FACIE VIOLATIONS OF SUNSHINE ORDINANCE:

NO OF SPECIFIC CITE. TO SOTF
VIOL.(s)  VIOLATION IMPROPER OR ILLEGAL ACT(s) RECORD
Count 1: Sec. 67.21: Supervising Custodian of Records Kate Patterson CAP: pp. 167.

stated the records requested are public, but did not 188-189, 197, 203.
upon written receipt of Complainant’s petition within

5 days and no later than 45 days notify the district

attorney or attorney general to take measures to

' insure compliance.

Count 2: Sec. 67.21 (i) From the initial filing of the IDR to the response CAP: pp. 184-
shows that the Custodian of record and indeed the 191,274-275, 280,
department head was represented by the City

Attorney’s Office in violation of the provisions of the

ordinance cited.

Count 2: Sec. 67.24 (e) Supervising Custodian of Records Kate Patterson ‘CAP: pp. 177,
failed to produce records for which the Arts 179,250, 252, 265,
Commission’s Lease Agreement for rental of the 268-269.

Ruth Williams Bayview Opera House required

immediate disclosure of all documents, including

those related to bid and award of contracts.

The procurement information was due the next

pb%
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Count 3:

Count 4:

Count 5:

Count 6.

Count 7.

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

.67.25:

. 67.26

. 67.50:

. 67.53:

.67.34

business day. Rather than comply, the supervising
Custodian of Records illegally invoked the 14-day
California Public Records Act in direct contravention

~ to Section 67.24 subsections (g), (h) and (i).

Complainant’s IDR met all criteria for disclosure of
cited bid and contract awards documents, including
other nonexempt public records. Maximum time
allowed is 10 days, not 14 days as illegally invoked
by supervising Custodian of Records. The need to
consult with another interested city department still
does not extend the time allotted beyond the 10 day
limit.

A prima facie violation occurred because Custodian

. of Records withheld all records from Complainant in

their entirety, including those that admittedly were
non-exempt. This act substantially failed to keep
withholding of records to a minimum.

No exempt records were requested in the IDR.and the
supervising Custodian of Records has not asserted
that any of the records do not exist or that they are
exempt and thus, not public.

For the same reasons noted above, citation to Section
6253 cites improper authority and is further invalid
because that authority is precluded by Section 67.26
All of the public records were withheld despite none
being exempt from disclosure.

The 7 month delay come March 16, 2018 must be
regarded as “willful” attributable to the long delay
with multiple acts of noncompliance must be
regarded as “official misconduct”.

CAP: p. 192.

CAP: p. 291.

CAP: p. 260.

CAP: p. 260.

CAP: pp. 166-167

THE REAL REASON ARTS COMMISSION REFtISES TO ACCOUNT FOR $3.1
MILLION DOLLARS ALLEGEDLY SPENT ON THE BYOH RENOVATION --

- CORRUPTION

The Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater ("BVOH") is a California -

nonprofit- 501(c) (3) organization with a Board of Directors, whose function is ostensibly

"cultivation of arts-and culture" according to its Articles of Incorporation on file with the State of

California Secretary of State. See attached. However, the BVOH IRS 990 Tax Returns show that
the BVOH is engaged in prohibited unreported "economic development" business activities. Both

the BVOH Executive Director Barbara Ockel and certain members of the Board have direct ties

both to the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard and to rouge developers Lennar Developers, Inc.

Although the Opera House is a historic landmark, built in 1888 and officially zoned for

theater, it has long been and continues to be used as a conduit for both City sponsored corrupt
economic development and political money laundering in complicity with large prominent San
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Francisco politicians. Specifically, two of its current board members Mr. Thor Kaslowsky, a former
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency Executive Manger and Theo Ellington, own and operate
economic development firms with deep ties to the Hunters Point Naval Ship Yard Developer
Lennar, have each received various board and commiission political appointments. Mr. Ellington is
currently a proposed candidate for San Francisco Board of Supervisors for District 10 in Bayview
Hunters Point ("BVHP") where the opera house is located.

Ellington also has close affiliations with the Oakland Warriors Basketball team. Current
Supervisor Malia Cohen and Ellington use Ockel as "gatekeeper" for advertising and promoting
numerous political campaigns and events that have promoted voter approved initiatives to allow
Lennar Developer to build condos and homes on contaminated soil. No less importantly, added to
this patronage army, Supervisor Cohen's aunt Jackie Cohen also sits on the same BVOH board.

For decades the community has complained of the corruption between this rouge developer
and local politicians vying for power. This interplay of corruption is well-known, well-reported, and
well-documented in that poverty stricken, violent, and frustrated populous of BVHP. However, for
the same political reasons no governmental agency has evinced the temerity to even remotely
challenge such transparent bright-line criminality. Accordingly, poor residents in particular are
susceptible to the appeal of payola guided by the cleaver hand of Ockel and similar surrogates like
her who work for and give unconditional allegiance to a malignant and corrupt patronage army that
exits. Under a pretext of uplifting the community with festivities through donated food, alcohol, live
music, and dancing, individuals and organizations that support this political agenda are rewarded
with city financed grants, business contracts, giving the appearance of open opportunities to the
poor. Ockel refuses to give a full accounting of $5.6 million dollars purportedly spent to renovate
the building. Only $2.5 million dollars has been accounted for with respect to the hiring of the
construction contractions. The balance of millions of dollars remains a secret, including the
donations

However, neither the Arts Commission nor Ockel will produce any financial records
showing how the remaining balance of $3.1 million dollars was allocated. On information and
belief, the balance of this unaccounted money has been used, in part, to reward cronies for political
favors. The Arts Commission charges Ockel only $1.00 per year for rental of the Opera House and
receives a City six figure annual salary from Arts Commission in grants exceeding $500,000 (2012-
2016, now over $700,000) that continued uninterrupted for four (4) consecutive years, even during
the entire period in which the Opera House was closed for renovation.

Ockel previously served on the Opera House Board of Directors, as a former ship yard artist
with strong present day political ties to Lennar Developers, but saw an opportunity to orchestrate
removal of the former Executive Director to then assume control of the Board in furtherance of
powerful political player’s towards promoting “housing and commercial development” at the
Hunters Point Naval Ship Yard through using starving artistic and former city employees to subvert
and indeed infiltrate once independent and viable non-profit community based organizations.

Rather, the facility has become a conduit for political fundraisers, economic criminality, and
a main artery to promote systematic depopulation of indigenous BVHP residents to make room for
development through past and future political ballot initiatives. The actors and interchange between
the political players who have actively participated in the process of subluxation of heretofore
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independent individuals and nonprofit community-based organizations now under government
control are motivated purely by payola and cronyism towards Redevelopment Urban Renewal style
displacement of economically marginalized African Americans targeted for gentrification with little
ability to fight back. The Arts Commission has become a principal financier of corruption of “play
we pay” politics. That is the real reason the respondent refuses to show me the money. '

VII. CONCLUSION

There can be neither a rational nor logical explanation' for nearly a 6 month delay in
producing the records requested last year on August 16, 2017, except for willful disregard of and
disrespect for the Sunshine Ordinance. Based solely on the record, application of the Ordinance’s
principles to the operative complaint a minimum of seven (7) distinct counts of violations are cited
above. The listed violations are supported by the Compliance Amendments Agenda Record.
However, it is entirely understandable why respondents’ would feign compliance with open
government law by positing voluminous résponses that are full on form and émpty on substance.

-Simply stated, the records requested are public and available to the Custodian of Records.
Respondents admit they are public under Section 67.24,‘ but refused to release them anyway. A
- transparent pretext for refusing disclosure constitutes improper governmental activity constituting
moral turpitude and is independently sanctionable.

The Arts Commission would have the Taskforce members believe that it has no power or control
over (nonprofit) Bayview Opera House. That the records requested are unavailable to them even in
the legal capacity of grantor, and despite granting over 90% of the Bayview Opera House funding
~ is unable to obtain their records is both laughable and an insult to modern human intelligence.
Moreover, behind the needless and excessive delays are employees, including managers and
department heads that fear no consequences for failing to comply. This is because these city
employees are afforded free and effective represéntation of counsel through the City Attorney’s
Office, even before litigation and despite the Sunshine Ordinance’s preclusion against legal
representation of city employees.lNot once did any Deputy City Attorney ever write or telephone
me, a citizen of San Francisco and taxpaying client. The policy provisions of the Ordinance clearly
state I am the party with a guaranteed right to must be protected over that of any city employee, as a
matter of law. -

| Finally, Ruth Williams Memorial Theater Bayview Opera House was named by the City and
County of San Francisco in honor of my dearly departed mother. She is credited with saving that

historic structure from certain demolition (by the city) in the late 60’s. The unassailable and
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documented history of proof is narrated in a 26 minute and 17 second video titled “Point of Pride”,
which explains the cultural significance of the landmark building for which the Arts Commission is
attempting to systematically eviscerate in stone cold secrecy. The respondent and all its
collaborators are employing nefarious tools of secrecy essential to accomplish a broader objective.

The poorest-of-poor residents of Bayview Hunters Point through these very same evﬂ
devices of darkness and deception are effectively being denied access to a building and indeed their
very own culture. Ruth Wﬂhams gave her life to preserve a place for the disenfranchise residents of
that area and future generations to come. Egz?n/t/;:;ﬁ?;hggcﬁzx—iﬁiﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁgggdﬁSan+Frmsco+Humers

At this juncture, the respondent insists that the community has no right to know among other
things the education, eiperience, and related background of a siting Board and its staff.
Notwithstanding, the community has no right to know who is using the building whether or not they
are individuals, business, or churches from outside or within the community. Records exit showing
arbitrary excessive differential rentals of space to community residents at unaffordable prices while
political fundraisers prohibited under state law are free. Respondent Arts Commission endorses the
prohibitive rents that restrict the poverty stricken residents of Bayview Hunters Point access to the
oldest historic landmark of its kind in the City. Respondent rents to Ockel for only $1 dollar perr year.

I submit to this honorable Taskforce, if it has taken me all of 6 months without success to
obtain public records whose namesake is indelibly etched on the building for perpétuity, then how
long would it conceivably take for an interested citizen to obtain them? Not only must respondent
be ordered to produce the public records sought, but every applicable sanction must be invoked to
discourage such willful misconduct in the foreseeable future and to further insure the good people
of San Francisco the well-deserved tangible benefits of open governmént. That benefit will never
manifest from a mere florescent appearance, but from the warm and reassuring confidence of
natural sunlight required to effectively expose the darkness of deception of these perpetrators. Only
if the rules of the Ordinance are properly obeyed are the citizens protected from governmental
wrongdoing precipitated by arrogant acts of misconduct of public officials with impunity. |

Respectfully submitted,
Dated: February 13, 2018

/s/ Kevin B. Williams, Complainant
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EXHIBIT A

[Complainant’s Reply to Custodial of Records Kate Paterson]

REVISED IMMEDIATE DISCLOSURE REQUEST

Contracts & Procurement:

1) Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts, grants, loans,
bids, and any purchase orders of whatever kind that are directly related to -or indirectly pertain
to the $5.6 million dollar historic renovation of the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams
Memorial Theater. Please also include, where and in what trade publication(s) the contract was
advert1sed prior to bid;

REBUTTAL:

» Respondent produced only $2.5 milliori dollars representing the prime contractor M H
Construction therewith nine (9) change orders of approximately 800k. Thus, $3.1 million
dollars does not appear to be accounted for as no explanation accompanied the response.

2)  Submit copies of the progress payments issued covering each phdse of the renovation work
leading up to and including project completion;

REBUTTAL:

(See rebuttal at SOR No. 1.)

3)  Produce copies of all notices soliciting public comment or public participation prior to the‘
design and rebuild phase of the renovation pI‘OJ ect, including sign-in sheets;

- REBUTTAL:

» Respondent has failed to disclose public records respohsive to the request, to date.

4)  Provide conformed copies of the bid documents, list of bidders, competitive bid amount and
ALL documents, which reflect the selection of the lowest, responsive, responsible bidder
chosen for the work. Include a list of the subcontractors and any change orders submitted,
which might have increased the contract base bid amount.

REBUTTAL:

> Bid documents and related bidder lists were produced reflecting award of the renovation
prime contract with subcontractors. However, the contract award does not account for the
balance of $3. 1 million dollars of the total pubhshed expenditure of $5.6 million dollars.

5)  Submit a copy of ALL bids for the commercial painting, including pre-renovation signage
advertisement of public notice of temporary closure of the building followed by the grand

L]
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opening, broken down by race, gender, or sex approved either by the BVOH Board and/or
Arts Commission between 2013-2017;

REBUTTAL:

» Respondent has failed to produce disclosure of public records responsive to the request, to
date with respect to pre-renovation advertisement of public notice of temporary closure.

6)  Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL proposals received by the
BVOH pertaining to any selection panel comprised either of a “Committee” and/or,
Commission person with respect to construction, architectural/engineering, personal,
professional services, and consulting contracts awarded by the BVOH Board or Arts
Commission between 2013 and 2017,

REBUTTAL:
Request is waived.
> Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request has been produced
to date with respect to any proposals received pertaining to any selection panel or committee

and/or Commission person with respect to consulting contracts awarded between 2013 and
2017,

Events Revenue

7)  Produce for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts, purchase
orders, or vendor agreements obtained via competitive bid and/or Request for Proposal
(“RFP”), and revenue therefrom, broken down by race, gender, and sex, and approved by the
BVOH Board and/or Art Commission or in any instance where there was no competitive
bidding between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:
Request is waived.

» Respondent has refused to produce but two purchase orders covering the entire period
requested without identification of any signed and executed contracts.

8)  Submit for public disclosure ALL “Public” as well as “Private” events and ANY
corresponding signed and executed contracts with corresponding dollar amount for each

space rental paid and revenue generated therefrom, broken down by race, gender, and sex
between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request to identifying the
renters for each “public” or “private” event and dates pertaining to payments for space and
revenue generated therefrom between 2013 and 2017.

9) Provide for public disclosure, ANY and ALL contracts, including but not limited to ANY
short term or long term agreements, purchase orders, or contract modifications of ANY dollar
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amount awarded, broken down by race, gender, or sex and approved by the BVOH Board or
Arts Commission between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

» Request minutes between 2013 to 2017 in readable format word or PDF format. Submission
is responsive, but unable to open document as submitted.

» Unsigned and unexecuted leasehold agreements between the Arts Commission and Bayview
Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, is nonresponsive due to lack of official
signatures. ‘ ‘ '

10) Produce for public disclosure, the total revenue of ANY and ALL sources of income within
each fiscal year beginning 2013 through 2017,

REBUTTAL:

(See refusal to disclose is same as No. 8)

11)  Submit for public disclosure, copies of ANY and ALL consultant contracts, including but not
limited to professional, personal, legal, office equipment, furniture, maintenance, and
accounting contracts or vendor agreements of any kind issued between 2013 and 2017, and
total payments related thereto, broken down by race, gender, and sex;

REBUTTAL:

Request is substantially waived to identification of “legal services” and the amount paid. -

» No- disclosure of public records responsive to the request has been produced to date
professional, personal, legal, office equipment, furniture, maintenance, and accounting
contracts or vendor agreements of any kind issued between 2013 and 2017, and total
payments related thereto, broken down by race, gender, and sex.

12) Provide federal and state tax returns filed for tax years 2013 through 2017;

REBUTTAL:

» The submissions of 990 federal tax returns were responsive to the SOR.

13) Produce conformed copies of ANY and ALL documents, reflecting donations of food, liquor,
and wine, including but not limited to ANY other source of donations for anything else
properly related to BVOH goals and objectives; : ~

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request reflecting dates of
in-kind donations of food, liquor, and wine from any source.

BVOH Board of Directors
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14)  Submit for public disclosure, the resumes of each BVOH Board member?® from 2009 through
12017. Identify by name whether any former member of the Board subsequently became an
employee during any calendar year(s);

REBUTTAL:

> Effecﬁve on September 28, 2017, Ms. Patterson via email informed Complainant that the only
resume to be disclosed will be the resume of Executive Director Barbara Ockel because she
(Patterson) does not have a copy of it.

11) Provide conformed copies of unredacted Board Minutes, therewith related correspondence
reflecting the location where each meeting was held, if other than at 4702 Street, covering the
period between 2013 through 2017. In addition, identify rents paid at both the main Opera
House facility and the new Third Street, San Francisco BVOH satellite office with a copy of
the rental agreement;

REBUTTAL:

(See SOR Nos. 9 and 14)

12) Respondent produced a conformed copy of the BVOH Articles of Incorporation only after
appearing before the Sunshine Taskforce;

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent provided documents following Sunshine Taskforce Complaint Committee
hearing on September 28, 2017 and is responsive to August 16, 2017 SOR.

13)  Submit a copy of ALL Board and Staff reports covering the period between 2013 and 2017;
REBUTTAL:

Request Waived.
» Staff and Board reports shown in minutes having been discussed, but to date not produced for
public consumption.
14) Provide ANY and ALL BVOH funding sources between 2013 and 2017;

REBUTTAL:

» On information and belief, BVOH has served as fiscal agent for other non-profits and
received income therefrom, but either fails to disclose or refuses to produce fiscal documents
of such revenue. Thus, respondent is nonresponsive in that complete disclosure has been
requested, but denied by unreasonable delay. ‘

BVOH Staff

15)  Produce a copy of ALL job descriptions and methods of advertisement, recruitment, and
retention of employees, therewith Equal Employment Opportunity Policy and Procedures
Handbook;

- REBUTTAL:

3 Section 67.21
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> Respondent refuses to produce job descnptlons for any pos1t10n except for the BVOH
Executive Director. :

16) Submit for public disclosure, the total number and respective salaries of ALL BVOH
employees, identify each job classification up to and including, administrative, management,
and supervisorial occupations with respective dates of hire, delineated by race, gender, and
sex employed between 2013 and 2017,

‘ REBUTTAL:

» Respondent refuses to produce public documents responsive to the request for staff salaries,
delineated by job classification; therewith dates of hire have been produced as a public record
for disclosure.

17) Provide documents or records, which clearly identifies the exact Board/Management
person(s) authorized to make hiring and firing decisions;

REBUTTAL:
Request is waived.
» Respondent refuses to identify whether the board or management is authorized to make hiring
and firing decisions. '

18) Respondent refuses to produce the EEO statistical data (without names) of staff, including
interns fired or discharged for cause delineated by race, gender, and sex between 2013 and
2017, '

REBUTTAL:

» Request for statistical ‘information on BVOH hiring and retention of women and minorities
denied, and as such is deemed nonresponsive to the SOR.

19)  Submit a list of paid staff presently employed with the BVOH, whether part-time or full time '
delineated by race, gender, sex, including residency status or domicile, either within, or
outside of the City and County of San Francisco;

REBUTTAL:

» Request for statistical information on BVOH full-time and part-time hiring and retention of
women and minorities was denied for both employees domiciled within and outside of the
City and County of San Francisco, and as such is deemed nonresponsive to the SOR.

20) Produce ANY and ALL documents, records, or correspondence of any kind relating to
' authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit funds under the
name of the late Karla Johnson of the Mayor's Office on Disability. In addition thereto, please
produce an accounting as to the total use of these funds;

REBUTTAL:

» Respondent disclosed only the balance of unused funds solicited under the name of the late
Karla Johnson through the BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, without either
identifying any person(s) that authorized the public solicitation for private funding or
producing an accounting of monies heretofore expended.
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21) Submit ANY and ALL documents, records, or correspondence of any kind relating to
authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit funds or
authorize any grants towards education related to contributions to San Francisco theater arts
made by the late Ruth Williams following the September 1995 renaming of the historic
landmark honoring her name;

REBUTTAL:
Request is waived.
> Respondent has refused disclosure of public records relating to any authorization by the
BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit funds or any grants towards education
related to contributions to San Francisco theater arts by the late Ruth Williams following the

September 1995 renaming of the historic landmark honoring her memory responsive to the
SOR. ' .

E-mail, Letter, Community/Event Notices, Correspondence

22) Provide ANY and ALL email, community, or event notices and incoming and outgoing
correspondence between 2013 and 2017,

REBUTTAL:

» Respondent refused to produce any email, community, or event notices and incoming and
outgoing correspondence between 2013 and 2017 responsive to the SOR.

23)  Produce names, fliers, posters, and related notices of ALL plays or theatrical productions
performed at the Ruth Williams Memorial Theater;

REBUTTAL:

. » Respondent refused to produce names, fliers, posters, and related notices of ALL plays or
theatrical productions performed at the Ruth Williams Memorial Theater responsive to the
SOR.

24) Submit ANY and ALL payments made to musicians, dancers, bands, music or dance
instructors related to performing arts occurring between 2013 and 2017; and

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent produced no proof of payments made to musicians, dancers, bands, music or
dance instructors related to performing arts occurring between 2013 and 2017 responsive to
the SOR.

25) Provide ALL other sources of income, including public grants and private grants;

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent produced no records of all sources of income from private and public rentals of
the facility, including other income as a fiscal agent to other non-profits and “unreported
- economic development” related activities.
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‘BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
Community Contacts & Resource Lists

26) Submit ALL contact lists covering each organization, business, and individuals utilized for
* notifying the public of special events, meetings, and conferences;

REBUTTAL:

> Respondent refused to produce email and physical addresses of contact lists of organizations,
businesses, and individuals submitted for which the BVOH interacts with appertaining to the arts,
culture, and community educational activities. Respondent lists only names of individuals,
businesses, and organization while completely omitting the contact information.
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"I'”KEVIN B. WILLIAMS

176 Bradford Street | San Franeisco, CA 94110-5704
Ph. 415.424.8221 | Fax 415.926.5530
e-mail; williams532001@yahoo.com

August 16, 2017

VIA E-MAIL only: barbara@bvoh.org.

Barbara Ockel

Bayview Opeéra House

Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
4705 Third Street

San Francisco, CA 94124

SUBJECT: SUNSHINE REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE

DISCLOSURE OF PUBLIC RECORDS

Dear Ms. Ockel or Custodian of Records:

Under the Sunshine Ordinance, I respectfully request the following public records

be produced to me IMMEDIATELY as required by Chapter 67.25 of the San Francisco
Administrative Code, notwithstanding a ten (10) day period allotted for response pursuant
to Government Code Section 6256:

1)

2)
3)

4)

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS

Contracts & Procurement:

Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts, grants,
loans, bids, and any purchase orders of whatever kind that are directly related to or
indirectly pertain to the $5.6 million dollar historic renovation of the Bayview Opera
House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater. Please also include, where and in what
trade publication(s) the contract was advertised prior to bid;

Submit copies of the progress payments issued covering each phase of the
renovation work leading up to and including project completion;

- Produce copies of all notices soliciting public comment or public participation prior

to the design and rebuild phase of the renovation project, including sign-in sheets;

Provide conformed copies of the bid documents, list of bidders, competitive bid
amount and ALL documents, which reflect the selection of the lowest, responsive,
responsible bidder chosen for the work. Include a list of the subcontractors and any
change orders submitted, which might have increased the contract base bid amount.
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

- 10)

11)

12)

13)

Submit a copy of ALL bids for the commercial painting, including pre-renovation
signage advertisement of public notice of temporary closure of the building
followed by the grand opening, broken down by race, gender, or sex approved
cither by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission between 2013-2017;

Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL proposals
received by the BVOH pertaining to any selection panel comprised either of a
“Committee” and/or, Commission person with Trespect to construction,
architectural/engineering, personal, professional services, and consulting contracts
awarded by the BVOH Board or Arts Commission between 2013 and 2017;

Events Revenue

Produce for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL contracts,
purchase orders, or vendor agreements obtained via competitive bid and/or Request
for Proposal (“RFP™), and revenué therefrom, broken down by race, gender, and
sex, and approved by the BVOH Board and/or Art Commission or in any instance
where there was no competitive bidding between 2013 and 2017,

Submit for public disclosure ALL “Public” as well as “Private” events and ANY
corresponding signed and executed contracts with corresponding dollar amount. for
each space rental paid and revenue generated therefrom, broken down by race,
gender, and sex between 2013 and 2017;

Provide for public disclosure, ANY and ALL contracts, including but not limited to
ANY short term or long term agreements, purchase orders, or contract
modifications of ANY dollar amount awarded, broken down by race, gender, or sex
and approved by the BVOH Board or Arts Commission between 2013 and 2017;

Produce for public disclosure, the, total revenue of ANY and ALL sources of

income within each fiscal year beginning 2013 through 2017;

Submit for public disclosure, copies of ANY and ALL consultant contracts,
including but not limited to professional, personal, legal, office equipment,
furniture, maintenance, and accounting contracts or vendor agreements of any kind
issued between 2013 and 2017, and total payments related thereto, broken down by
race, gender, and sex;

Provide federal and state tax returns filed for tax years 2013 through 2017;

Produce conformed copies of ANY and ALL documents, reflecting donations of
food, liquor, and wine, including but not limited to ANY other source of donations

_ for anything else properly related to BVOH goals and objectives;
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14)

A)

B)

C)

D)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

BVOH Board of Directors

Submit for public disclosure, the resumes of each BVOH Board member from
2009 through 2017, Identify by name whether any former member of the Board
subsequently became an employee during any caléndar year(s);

Provide conformed copies of untredacted Board Minutes, therewith related
correspondence reflecting the location where each meeting was held, if other than
at 4705 Street, covering the period between 2013 through 2017. In addition,
identify rents paid at both the main Opera House facility and the new Third Street,
San Francisco BVOH satellite office with a copy of the rental agreement;

Produce a conformed copy of the BVOH Articles of Incorporation;

Submit a copy of ALL Board and Sfaff reports covering the period between 2013
and 2017;

Provide ANY and ALL BVOH funding sources between 2013 and 2017;
BVOH Staff

Produce a copy of ALL job descriptions and methods of advertisement,
recruitment, and retention of employees, therewith Equal Employment Opportunity
Policy and Procedures Handbook;

Submit for public disclosure, the total number and respective salaries of ALL
BVOH employees, identify each job classification up to and including,
administrative, management, and supervisorial occupations with respective dates of
hire, delineated by race, gender, and sex employed between 2013 and 2017,

Provide documents or records, which clearly identifies the exact
Board/Management person(s) authorized to make hiring and firing decisions;

Produce the NUMBER. (only without names) of staff, including interns fired or
discharged for cause delineated by race, gender, and sex between 2013 and 2017;

Submit a list of paid staff presently employed with the BVOH, whether part-time or
full time delineated by race, gender, sex, including residency status or domicile,
either within, or outside of the City and County of San Francisco.

Produce ANY and ALL documents, records, or correspondence of any kind relating
to authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit
funds under the name of the late Karla Johnson of the Mayor's Office on Disability.

~ In addition thereto, please produce an accounting as to the total use of these funds.
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21)

24)

25)

26)

associated with recovering the information in any retrievable format such as CD-ROM,

Submit ANY and ALL documents, records, or correspondence of any kind relating
to authorization granted by the BVOH Board and/or Arts Commission to solicit
funds or authorize any grants towards. education related to contributions to San
Francisco theater arts the late Ruth Williams made following the September 1995
renaming of the historic landmark honoring her name. '

E-mail, Letter, Community/Event Notices, Correspondence

Provide ANY and ALL email, community, or event notices and incoming and
outgoing correspondence between 2013 and 2017,

Produce names, fliers, posters, and related notices of ALL plays or theatrical
productions performed at the Ruth Williams Theater;

Submit ANY and ALL payments made to musicians, dancers, bands, music or
dance instructors related to the performing arts occurring between 2013 and 2017;
and

Provide ALL other sources of income, including public grants and private grants;

BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
Community Contacts & Resource Lists
Submit ALL contact lists covering each organization, business, and individuals
utilized for notifying the public of special events, meetings, and conferences.

Please note that I will promptly pay for any copying fee or other reasonable costs

thumb-drive, or electronic mail. If you should require any additional time in which to
produce these public records, please don’t hesitate to contact me at (415) 424-8221
within one business day of receipt of this request in accordance with San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 67.25, as amended.

If after this submission, there may subsequently appear any unreasonable delay in

production of these public records, please be advised that I will promptly take appropriate
steps to secure them. Thank you in advance for your anticipated prompt response to this
Sunshine Ordinance request for production of public records.

Kev;‘ﬁ B. Wﬂliams
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 3:13 PM

To: _ 'kevin williams'

Cc: -Celaya, Caroline (MTA); Takayama, Roby_nn (ART); Mumby, Barbara (ART); Steinberg,
David (DPW)

Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Dear Mr. Williams,,

l'am in the process of responding fully to your records request and | am confident that we willmeet the deadline of
August 30 (the deadline after the 14 day extension, which was invoked on August 17, 2017).

The Arts Commission does not have many of the documents requested in the section “Contracts & Procurement”. { did
in fact speak with the City Attorney who confirmed that | should help assist you in getting the requested records from
other City departments, namely the SEMTA and DPW. | fulfilled my responsibility in helping facilitate the transfer of
records responsive to this request in-an email introduction to both Custodians of Records for DPW and SFMTA in which |
included your original letter.

The SEMTA and DPW asked that you please submit a separate request so that they could assist you —that is their
process. | believe everyone is doing their best to comply with your request, which is voluminous in nature. We would
appreciate your patience as we gather these records.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avernue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 84102

T: 415-252:2229.
sfartscommission.org

e-Nowsletter | Twitter | Facebopk | YouTube | Elickr

B AR S M S SRR R A R R L ML LA

NOTICE: Please be mindful that ail correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records-and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mallto:williams532001@yahoo.com)

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 2:46 PM-

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson @sfgov.org> v

Cc: Celaya, Caroline (MTA) <caroline:celaya@sfmta.com>; Takayatna, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>;
Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumhy@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker
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" Respectfully, neither will I complete any forms nor direct them to three différent-departments since the.
Sunshine Ordinance requires only that such requests be made by definition to "a department" of the City and
County of San Francisco. (See Gov. Code sec. 6252(a)(d)) To that extent, any tier of fact whether it be the
Sunshine Task Force, Board of Supervisors, or a court of competent jurisdiction would find it unreasonable and
indeed sanctionable as bad faith conduct, to have a member of the public go to three separate agencies of the
same City government for disclosure of public documents appertaining to a single contract. For that reason
specific reason, I find particularly troubling that you have carbon copied Ms. Caroline Celaya, the custodian of
ecord for the MTA on this very email, which is attached to the actual recently submitted 4-page Sunshine
Ordinance Request. Ifthe same transfer of information could be done with the MTA, would it not be reasonable
to conclude that the custodian of records for the DPW could have been provided with the same exact request as
you have already demonstrated is possible with the MTA?

In any event, after first offering to provide the information unabated, now over the the course a weekend
there appears a refusal to comply with a previously agreed upon method and timetable for public disclosure,
Thereon, you requested a fourteen (14) day extension with no such hitches. Did you consult with the City
Attorney's Office before requesting that I daplicate my request for production pubic records?

With all due respect, I must therefore construe these nonsensical and unnecessary machinations as'being
orchestrated purely for the sake of delay. All of the $5.6 million dollar renovation contract work was advertised,
signed, and executed at the (BVOH) Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, a property owned and controlled by the
San, Francisco Arts Commission, an entity created by Board of Supervisors resolution.

In closing, please comply with the request as agreed and provide the information requested as clearly
written. If for any reason the Arts Commission will not keep its written promise to timely produce the
documents for public disclosure, please accept this as my Petition to your supervisor herein submitted pursuant
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 67.21(d) shown below. Be advised that I will promptly proceed
to have this Sunshine Ordinance Request vigorously enforced, either by the district attorney or the attorney
general as authorized under law.

SEC. 67.20. DEFINITIONS. ,

‘Whenever in this article the following words or phrases are used, they shall mean:

(8) "Department' shall mean a department of the City and County of San Francisco. (Italics added)

‘(b) "Public Information" shall mean the content of "public records" as defined in the California Public
Records Act (Government Code Section 6252), whether provided in documentary form or in-an oral
¢ommunication... "

SEC. 67.21. PROCESS FOR GAINING ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS;

(d) Ifthe custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request described in (b), the.
person making the request may petition the supervisor of records for a determination whether the record
requested-is public. The supervisor of records shall inform the petitioner, as soon as possible and within 10
days, of its determination whether the record requested, or any part of the record requested, is public. Where
requested by the petition, and where otherwise desirable, this determination shall be in writing. Upon the
determination by the supervisor of records that the record is public, the supervisor of records shall immediately
order the custodian of the public record to comply with the person's request. If the custodian refuses or fails to
comply with any such order within 5 days, the supervisor of records shall notify the district attorney or the
attorney general who shall take whatever measures she or he deems necessary and appropriate to insure
compliance with the provisions of this ordinance.
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If you have any further questions, please.feel free to contact me directly at (415) 424-8221.

Thank you,

Kevin B, Williams

On Monday, August 21, 2017 11:36 AM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr, Williams, ‘

After reviewing the attached letter with my colleagues, please note that for item 1-4 under “Contracts & Procurement”
you will also need to contact the SFMTA’s Custodian of Records Caroline Celaya, cc’d here for your convenience.

The SFMTA was the lead agency for Phase One-of the construction project. Please reach out to Ms. Celaya with a
separate request for records outlining just the things you need from this Agency.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

-San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newstetter I Twitter T Facehook I YouTube ¥ Flicke

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all corfespondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto;williams532001 @yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17,2017.12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfeov.org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfeov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,

which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held

perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
‘ 3
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I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
‘prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, somie of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discrétion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth: Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on-a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action, Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
ocecur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission,

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board mieeting will be held and consider having |
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM; "Patterson, Kate (ART)""<kate.patterson@sfrz0v.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concetns about how. the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and ¢oncerns.in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102,

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission,org

e-Newsletter I'Tywitter T Fucebook I YouTube I Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshiné Ordinance and can be requested by the publie. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information; such as:-Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.
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From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate,patterson(@sfgov.org>;
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

_Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any conitact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet,

» Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at.4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Per our conversation, I’m writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that-the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.
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1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opp-)ortun‘ities»for a memorial
‘plaque, which will-be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
woinen, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits ~ You could commission a local artist to-create two painted portiaits of the women, which
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3, Commemorative bust —like the ories at City Hall — these ate very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure. '

4, Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fiand is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our-guidelines: http://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Puiblic-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you.
thiough the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions. '

I will Jook ifito-your-outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, ete. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”

we would need to keep that.

Barbara = if you have answets to thiese:questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and 1ét me know if you have any questions.

Best;

Kate Pattersén-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission -
40{ Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco; CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartsoommission.org

g=Newslettei 1 Twitter ¥ Facebook | YouTube I Flickr

NOTICE: Pieasé be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San.Francisco Arys
Commission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the
public. If this. happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted.
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 2:49 PM

To: . Curry, Lauren (CAT)

Cc: ' Krell, Rebekah (ART); Mumby, Barbara. (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)’

Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Lauren — See below. Just keeping you in the loop in case this escalates. We have 14 days to respond.

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications.

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslstier | Twittér | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the:public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 2:46 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate. patterson@sfgov org>

Cc: Celaya, Caroline (MTA) <caroline.celaya@sfmta.com>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <rabynn. takavama@sfgov org>;
Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Respectfully, neither will I complete any forms nor direct them to three different departments since the
Sunshine Ordinance requires only that such requests be made by definition to "a department™ of the City and
County of San Francisco. (See Gov. Code sec. 6252(a)(d)) To that extent, any tier of fact whether it be the
Sunshine Task Force, Board of Supervisors, or a court of competent jurisdiction would find it unreasonable and
indeed sanctioriable as bad faith conduct, to have a member of the public go to three separate agencies of the
same City government for disclosure of public documents appertaining to a single contract. For that reason
~ specific reason, I find particularly troubling that you have carbon copied Ms. Caroline Celaya, the custodian of
record for the MTA on this very email, which is attached to the actual recently submitted 4-page Sunshine
Ordinance Request. If'the same transfer of information could be done with the MTA, would it not be reasonable
to-conclude that the custodian of records for the DPW could have been provided with the same exact request as
you have already demonstrated is possible with the MTA?

In any event, after first offering to provide the information unabated, now over the the course a weekend
there appears a refusal to comply with a previously agreed upon method and timetable for public disclosure.
Thereon, you requested a fourteen (14) day extension with no such hitches. Did you consult with the City
Attorney's Office before requesting that I duplicate my request for production pubic records?
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With all due respect, I must therefore construe these nonsensical and unnécessary machinations as being
orchestrated purely for the sake of delay. All of the $5.6 million dollar renovation contract work was advertised,
signed, and executed at the (BVOH) Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, a property owned and controlled by the
San Francisco Arts Commission, an entity created by Board of Supervisors resolution.

In closing, please comply with the request as agreed and provide the information requested as cleatly
written. If for any reason the Arts Commission will not keep its written promise to timely produce the
documents for public disclosure, please accépt this as my Petition to your supervisor herein submitted pursuant
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 67.21(d) shown below. Be advised that I will promptly proceed
to have this Sunshineé Ordinance Request vigorously enforced, either by the district attorney or the attorney
general as authorized under law.

SEC. 67.20.. DEFINITIONS. ,
Whenever in this article the following words or phrases are used, they shall mean:
(a) ""Department" shall mean a department of the City and County of San Francisco. (Italics added)
(b). "Public Information" shall mean the content of "public records" as defined in the California Public
Records Act: (Government Code Section. 6252), whether provxded in documentary form or in an oral
- commumcatlon .

SEC. 67.21: PROCESS FOR GAINING ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS;

(d) Ifthe custodian refuses, fails to comply, or incompletely complies with a request described in (b), the
person making the request may petition the supervisor of records for a determination whether the record
requested is public. The supervisor of records shall inform the petitioner, as soon as possible and within 10
days, of its determination whether the record requested, or any part of the record requested, is public. Where
requested by the petition, and where otherwise desirable, this determination shall be in writing, Upon the
determination by the supervisor of records that the record is public, the supervisor of records shall immediately
order the custodian of the public record to comply with the person's request. If the custodian refuses or fails to
comply with any such order within 5 days, the supervisor of records shall notify the district attorney or the
attorney general who shall take whatever measures she or he deems necessary and appropriate to insure
compliance with the provisions of this ordinance.

If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact me directly at (415) 424-8221..

Thank you,

Kevin B. Williams

On Monday, August 21, 2017 11:36 AM, "Patterson, Kate (ART}" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,

8
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Aftér reviewing the attached letter with my colleagues, please note that for item 1-4 under “Contracts & Procurement”
..you will also need to contact the SFMTA’s Custodian of Records Caroline Celaya, cc’d here for your convenience.

The SFMTA was the lead agency for Phase One of the construction project. Please reach out to Ms. Celaya with a
separate request for records outlining just the things you need from this Agency.

Sincerely,.

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Fiancisco.Arts Commission’
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102
T:415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslettor 1 Twitter T Facebook I You'Tube I Flickr

NOTICE: Pledse be miindful that all corvespondence and documents submitted to ‘the San Francisco Arts Commission are-public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
‘information, such. as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin_williams [mailto:williamg532001 @yahog.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17,2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfoov.org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfpov.org>
Subject: Re; Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is-attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally altended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black commumty-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordmgly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.
9
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Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18,2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfoov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williains,
Nice speakin_g toyou. Please firid Below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your candor-and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types.of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
‘that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commissign
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229.
sfartscommission. org

e-Newsletter I Tywitter I Facébook I YouTube I Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Aris Commission are public
records and as such, aresubject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted,

From: Barbara.Ockel [miailto:barbara@bvoh.org)

Sent: Monday, July 17, '20175:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate patterson@sfgov.or g>
‘Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby(@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including . me in the conversation, we are.always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas. :

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk; but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
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one grant to place a large memotial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet,

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bveh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate.(ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Per our convérsation, I'm writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayv1ew Opera House: First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a-way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, wé& would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for youand the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that:the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemdrative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two.
women, so that; as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust — like the onesat City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4. Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As T mentioned; Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House, The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commermorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project:would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section § of
our guidelines: http://www. sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.
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I will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to'these questions, please chime in,
Thanks agairi, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229

e-Newsletter I Twitter T Facehook I You'T'ube T Flicke

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted io the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted. :
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Patterson, Kate. (ART)

TR
From: ‘Patterson, Kate (ART)
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 11:37 AM
To: : *Kevin williams'
Cc Celaya, Caroline (MTA); Takayama, Robynn (ART); Mumby, Barbara (ART)
Subject: : FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker '
Attachments: Sunshine Ordinance Request for Public Records.docx.pdf

Dear Mr. Williams,

After reviewing the attached letter with my colleagues, please note that for item 1-4 under “Contracts & Procurement”
you will also need to contact the SFMTA’s Custodian of Records Caroline Celaya, cc’d here for your convenience.

The SFMTA was the lead agency for Phasé One of the construction project. Please reach outto Ms. Celaya with a
separate request for records outlining just the things you need from this Agency.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco. Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 84102

T: 415-252.2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all corréspondence ahd dociiments submitted fo the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@vyahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
‘Subject:-Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms, Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,

which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held

perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More 1mportantly, a rash of complaints that

I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
13

P295



1 personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I'was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building, T am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
ocour Ms, Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know. when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission presént to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to yoﬁ. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your ¢andor and for sharing some of the community’s conceins about.how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Comitiunications

San Francisco Arls Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Mewsletter LTwitter [ Eacebool 1 YouTube I Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted o the Sdn Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted,
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From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@@sfgov.ore>;
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

1 found the stack of signatures you collécted on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information; so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions -
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www:bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Per our conversation, I’m writing to mémorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registeréd historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on'the exterior of the builditig. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that' the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.
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1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking fiinding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung it a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust - like the ones at City Hall — these aré very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4, Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale.and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securitig city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House: The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms, Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see-section 5 of
our-giidelines: htip://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something, like this would cost depending on-what
the community envisions.

1 will look into your optstanding questions regarding the paint-colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, efc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building lustoncally said “South San Francisco™
‘we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let' me know if you have ‘any questions.

Best,

Kate Patferson-Murphy
Director of Communications

8an Francisco Arts Commission
401- Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
startscommission.org

e-MNewslefter I Twitter 1 Facebook 1 YouTube 1 Flicky

NOTICE: Please-be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco 4ris
Commission-are public.records and as such, are subject 16°the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted.
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Patterson, Kate.(ART)

From: Steinberg, David (DPW)

Sent: ‘Monday, August 21, 2017 11:35 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART); kevin williams

Ce: ‘ Takayama, Robynn (ART); Mumby, Barbara (ART).
Subject: * RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker
Attachments: Public Records Request Form 2017 pdf

Hi Kate,

Thanks for passing along the information.

Mr. Williams: Attached please find a copy of the Public Works records request form, which you can return to me, Or if
you prefer, you can send your request in a letter directly to me at this email address.

Regards,

David Steinberg ‘
Principal Administrative Analyst & Custodian of Records
San Francisco Public Works | City and County of San Francisco

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Monday; August 21, 2017 11:30 AM

To: kevin williams <williams532001@yahoo.com>

Cc: Steinberg, David (DPW) <david.steinberg@sfdpw.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn takayama@sfgov org>;
Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Deat Mr. Williams;,

After reviewing the attached letter with my colieagues, please note that for items 1, 2 and 4, under “Contracts &
Procurement” you will need to contact San Francisco Public Works’ Custodian of Records David Steinberg, cc’d here for
your convenience.

Public Warks managed Phase Two of the construction project, which included all landscape, exterior, building repair,
restroom upgrades and balcony stabilization.

Mr, Williams, you will need to reach out to Public- Works with a separate records ré’quest.

Sincerely, .

Kate Patterson:Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
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San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415-252:2229
sfartscommission.ory

e-Newslatier | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE; Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the publio. If this happens, all
sensitive personal infarmation, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

Erom: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@vyahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorlal to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson;

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain-all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held -
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. T have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable 1nc1dents
oceurMs, Ockel remarks that she is followmg the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board-me’e,ting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 5'8; 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:
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Dear Mr, Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate PattersonsMurphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco. Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T 41540522229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter T Facebook 1 YonTube 1 Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such; are subject to the Sunshine Ordinunce and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Soclal Security numbeis and phone numbers, will be redacted,

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5,19 PM

Toe: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>;
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for -
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

[ found the stack-of signatures you collected on'my desk, but-was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant fo place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very. interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community, There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director -
19.
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BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE .
4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17,2017, at-4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson/@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this aftetnoon. Per our conversation, I'm writing to memotialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in 4 way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I'mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the extérior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the-.community would need to. fundraise for this artwork.

1 Commemorative plaque Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, $o that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits —You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraxts of the women, which
coiild be hung in a prominerit place inside the Opera House.

3. CommemoratiVe‘bust—« like the ones at City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure:

4. Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale arid Third — As I'mentioned; Carla Johnson, 4 city employee who was
eritical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: hitp://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidetines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Colleetion. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a senise of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions..

I will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that

“South” be-taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these quéstions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,
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IKate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Site 325
San Francisco, CA 94102 ’
T: 415-252-2229
sfartscomimission.org

e-Newsletter T Twitter 1 Facebook 1 YouTube I Flickr

NOTICE: Pleasé be inindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the
public., If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phoné numbers, will
be redacted. :
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

~ Sent; _ Monday; August 21, 2017 11:33 AM
To: Celaya, Caroline (MTA)
Subject: Bayview Opera House Records Request
Hi Caroline,

Shortly | willintroduce you to Mr. Kevin Williams-who is requesting information about the Bayview Opera House
renovation. According to our colleagues at DPW, the Arts Commission with a consultant Deborah Friedan worked with
SFMTA on Phase 1 of the project. The Project Manager was Kenny Ngan.

Hopefully this will make it easy for you to track things down. 'l ask-Mr, Williams to send a s;eparate request.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252.2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Elickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all corresporidence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 11:30 AM

To: : 'kevin williams'

Cc: ‘Steinberg, David (DPW); Takdyama, Robynn (ART); Mumby, Barbara (ART)
‘Subject: FW:Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Attachments:. Sunshine Ordinance Request for Public Records.docx.pdf

Dear Mr. Williams, *

After reviewing the attached letter with my colleagues, please note that for items 1, 2 and 4, under “Contracts &
Procurement” you will need to contact San Francisco Public Works’ Custodian of Records David Steinberg, ¢c'd here for
your convenience.

Public Works managed Phase Two of the construction project, which included all landscape, exterior, building repair,
restroom upgrades and balcony stabilization. : '

Mr. Williams, you will need to reach out to Public Works with a separate records request.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Comimunications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229.
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTubs { Flickr

- NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and doctiments submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensifive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williamis [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August.17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate {ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms, Patterson;

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
: 23
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percepuon that the residents don't have proper-access to the facility. More 1mportantly, arash of complamts that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, 1
received a report that she-called the police on a Black commumty-based labor organization named ABU
(Abongmal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action, Whenever, these highly quest1onable incidents
oceur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission. ‘

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in-authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

- Thank you,

Kevin Williams:
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July-18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate. patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr, Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain reltated to the mural petition,

Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the. center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate __l’attcrsoxi~Murph y
Director of Communications

San Francisco-Arts. Coinmission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San‘Francisco, CA 94102

T 415.252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslerer 1 Pwiter | Facebook I YouTube I'Flicke

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and: documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as-such, are subject 1o.the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, dll sensilive personal
. information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted,
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From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>;
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara. mumby@sfpov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that -
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, 1 already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat. we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara QOckel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640. 6626

On Jul 17,2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela;

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Per our conversation, I’'m writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayvxew Opera House. First Jet me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered histotic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
‘community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the ¢ity’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.
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1. Commemorativé plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
wotnen, so.that, as you said, generations will know what these wemen looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to-create two painted portraits of the women, which-
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust— like the ones at City Hall —these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4, Public Aﬂ/Sculpture for Oakdale-and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employes who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for 2 public art project at the Opera.
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: http://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you:
-through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
thé community envisions,

I will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exteriot of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South™ be taken: off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please:chime in.
Thanks again, and let me knoW if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Dlrector of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission-
‘401 Van Ness Avenue; Suite 325
San Prancisco, CA 94102

T; 415.252-2229
sfuriscomniission.org

e=Newsletter T Twifter I Fnceboolk I YouTube } Flicke

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted 1o the San Francisco Arts.
Comntission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted.
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: . Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent:. _ Monday, August 21, 2017 11:20 AM _

To: Steinberg, David (DPW); Taylor, Rommel (DPW); Gordon, Rachel (DPW)
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi David,

1 will write an intro to you to Mr, Williards now.: Thank you for your help!

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA.84102

T: 415.252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslgtter { Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco /}rts Cqmmission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requesteq by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phane numbers, will be redacled.

From: Steinberg, David{DPW)

Sent; Friday, August 18, 2017 3:03 PM

To: Taylor, Rommel (DPW) <Rommel.Taylor @sfdpw.org>; Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>; Gordon,
Rachel {DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org>; Sue, Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue@sfmta.com>; Khambatta, Arfaraz
(ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org> .

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker :

Hiali,

For Public Works, all inquiries should be directed to me, The standard way of doing is this is for the person from the Arts
Commission responding to the Public Records Request to inform the requester that the Arts Commission doesn’t have

the documents being sought, inform the person that Public Works is likely to have them and give the person my contact
information {or direct the person to the Public Records Request portion of the Public Works website). The person would

need to submit a new/separate request to Public Works, which triggers a new set of deadlines, and we take it from
there.

Rommel: It's great that you already have a jump on finding the documentation. Once | receive a formal Public Records

Request,vl’ll touch base with you and collect the documents. | haven’t actually seen the request, so if you wouldn’t mind
forwarding it to me, I'd appreciate it.

Thanks.
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David Steinberg

Principal Administrative Analyst & Custodian of Records

San Francisco Public Works | City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 348 - 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI. | San Francisco, CA94102 | (415) 554-6950
sfpublicworks.org - twitter.com/sfpublicworks

AL
CEAR FRAMCINED

PUBLIC
WORKS

From: Taylor, Romimel (DPW)

Sent: Friday, August 18,2017 2:26 PM"

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>; Gordon, Rachel (DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.orgs; Sue,
_Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue @sfmta.com>; Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org>; Steinberg,
David (DPW) <david. steinberg@sfdpw.org>

Cc; Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn {ART) <robvnn Jakayama@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Willlams and Mary Booker

Ka te,

I can provide documents related to items 1,2 and 4-under the Contracts & Procurement section for the Phase two
pottion of the project { all landscape, exterior building repair, restroom upgrades and balcony stabilization). Regarding
item 3 under the same section, DPW was not involved in the design phase of this work. That process was managed by
the SFAC staff, your project consultant Deborah Frieden and BVOH. The request describes a 5.6 M project. | presume
this is referencing the Phase 1 portion of the project which included site modifications, underground utilities and
sidewalk-work. DPW was not part of the project. The Phase 1 project was also managed by SFAC and your consultant
Deborah Friedan. SFMTA was the lead agency that contracted and executed the project. Kenny Ngan was the project

manager if my recollection is correct. | have copied him in this response. If he is not the appropriate person he can direct
you. ’ : ,

Rachel,

Should I coordinate submission of the information { compile with your office? Will you be the respondent for Public
Works? Please advise. | will have my documents ready by Wednesday next week if not sooner.

Thanks,
RT

Rommel Taylor

Building Design and Construction | $an Francisco Public Works | City and County of"San’ Francisco
30 Van Ness Suite'4100 | San Francisco, CA 94612 | (415) 557-4615 | rommel.tavlor@sfdpw.org - sfpublicworks.org

From: Pattersoh, Kate {(ART)

Sent: Thursday; August 17, 2017 5:20 PM

To: Gordon, Rachel (DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org>; Sue, Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue@sfmta.com>; Khambatta,
Arfaraz (ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Rommel (DPW) <Rommel.Taylor @sfdpw.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART)} <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW:-Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Everyane,
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‘Please see the email below and the attachment, which is a Sunshine request from a Mr. Kevin Williams, a resident of
the Bayview.

I'm heading out for a long weekend, so [ will be in touch again on Monday, but | just wanted to give you a heads up
about this. He is interested in every detail related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Look at'the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”,

Your réspective agencies, | believe, have the lion’s share of these documents — especially Public Works, which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc.

Please let me know who from your office you would like to designate as the respondent and | will make a formal
introduction to Mr. Williams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

| have already invoked a 14-day extension - fyi.

Thanks!

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Cornmunications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Vah Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org -

e-Newslefter | Twitter | Fagebook 1 YouTube | Flickr

NOTIGE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco.Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens; all
Sensitive-personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

‘To: Patterson, Kate {ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

T will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
‘which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
1 have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I'personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
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prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I'have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building, [ am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordmgly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tcl.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr, Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for-your candor and for-sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the centet is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,.

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Conimunications

San Francisco Arts Commission .
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francigco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.arg

e-Newsletter 1 Twitter | Facebook | YouTube T Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Frarcisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public, If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org)

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfoov.org>;
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Ré: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker
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Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you.collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfpov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Pet our conversation, ['m writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create -a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that'adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As 1 mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project: and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for:a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can'also feature i images of the two-
wortien, so. that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits —You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which

could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.
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3. Commemorative bust — like the-ones at City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4. Public' Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing eity funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House, The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: http://www .sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-AttCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions. : '

[ will look info your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we:would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions; please chime in,
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

‘I{nté,lfatt,erson-Muvrph'y ‘
Director of Commuhications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avénue, Suite 325
San PFrancisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfurtscommission.org

NOTICE: Please be mina’ful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission aré public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the
public. If this happens; all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
beredacted.
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Steinberg, David (DPW)

Sent: Friday, August 18, 2017 3:03 PM

To: Taylor, Rommel (DPW); Patterson, Kate {(ART); Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue, Candace
' (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM)

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hiall,

For Public Works, all inquiries should be directed to me. The standard way of doing is this is for the person from the Arts
Commission responding to the Public Records Request to inform the requester that the Arts Commission doesn’t have
the documents being sought, inform the person that Public Works is likely to have them and give the person my contact
information (or direct the person to the Public Records Request portion of the Public Works website). The person would
need to submit a new/separate request to Public Works, which triggers a new set of deadlines, and we take it from
there.

Rommel: It's great that you already have a Jump on finding the documentation. Once | receive a formal Public Records
Request, I'll touch base with you and collect the documents. | haven’t actually seen the request, so if you wouldn’t mind
forwarding it to me, I'd-appreciate it.

Thanks.

David Steinberg

Principal Administrative Analyst & Custodian of Records

San.Francisco Public Works | City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 348 - 1 Dr: Carlton B, Goodlett Pl. | San Francisco, CA94102 | (415) 554-6950
sfpublicworks.org - twitter.com/sfpublicworks

From: Taylor, Rommel (DPW)

-Sent: Friday, August 18, 2017 2:26 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>; Gordon, Rachel (DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org>; Sue,
Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue@sfmta.com>; Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org>; Steinberg,
David (DPW) <david.steinberg@sfdpw.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby @sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn. takayama@sfgov org>
Subject: RE: Memarial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Kate,

| can provide docaments related to items 1,2'and 4 under the Contracts & Procurement section for the Phase two
portion of the project ( all landscape, exterior building repair, restroom upgrades and baicony stabilization). Regarding
item 3 under the same section, DPW was not involved in the design phase of this work. That process was managed by
the SFAC staff, your project consultant Deborah Frieden and BVOH. The request describes a 5.6 M project. | presume
this is referencing the Phase 1 portion of the project which included site modifications, underground utilities and
sidewalk work. DPW was not part of the project. The Phase 1 project was also managed by SFAC and your consultant
Deborah Friedan. SFMTA was the lead agency that contracted and executed the project. Kenny Ngan was the project

manager if my recollection is correct. | have copied him in this response. If he is not the appropriate person he can direct
you. '
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Rachel,

Should | coordinate submission 6f the information | compile with your office? Will you be the respondent for Public
Works? Please advise. | will have my documents ready by Wednesday next week if not soonér.

Thanks,
RT

Rommel Taylor

Bullding Design and Construction | San Francisco Public Works | City and County of San Francisco
30 Van Ness Suite 4100 | San Francisco, CA 94612 | (415) 557-4615 | rommeltaylor@sfdpw.org - sfpublicworks.org

From: Patterson;, Kate (ART) .
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:20 PM
To: Gordon, Rachel (DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org>; Sue, Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue@sfnmta.com>; Khambatta,
Arfaraz (ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Rommel {DPW) <Rommel.Taylor@sfdpw.org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Everyone,

Please see the email below and the attachment, which 15 a Sunshine request from a Mr, Kevin Williams, a residént of
- the Bayview.

I'm heading out for a long weekend, so | will be in touch again on Monday, but | jJust wanted to give you a heads up
about this..He is interested in every detail related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Look at the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”.

Your respective agencies, | believe, have the lion’s share of these documents — especially Public Works, which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc. '

Please let me know who from your office you would like fo designate as the respondent and | will make a formal
introduction to Mr. Williams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

I have already invoked a 1_4~day'extensidh —fyl.

Thanks!

Kate- Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arfs Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Sulte 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfarlscommission.org

a-Newsletter { Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr
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NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts_Commiésion are
public records and as such, are subject fo the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. if this happens, all
saensitive personal information, such-as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mallto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumbyv@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello'Ms, Patterson:

1 will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the résidents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
1 have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I'personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts'and know they found are grounded in truth, Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms: Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please ylet»fme. know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
'someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,.

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfqov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr, Williams,

Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural pétition.
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Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.’

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Franicisco, CA 94102

T: 415.252.2229
sfartscommission,org.

e-Newsletteir T Twvitter | Facebook T YouTube ¥ Rlickr

‘NOTICE: Please be mindful that al] correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, -are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public, If this happens, all sensitive-personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

‘From: Bérbafa Oéke] [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 5:19 PM »
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfoov.org™;

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate;

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on-my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got-in touch with-the SFAC. Woild love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the. Bayview Opeta House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for

one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very-interested in-chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the stery of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE
4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
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.

www.bvoh.org | Facebook
Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17; 2017, at 4:52:PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson{@sfgov.org> wrote:

. Hi Leela, ‘ :

It was lovely speaking fo you this afternoon. Per our conversation; I’m writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayvxew Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I'menticned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to placea
mural on the exterior of the building, Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two pamted portraits of the women, wh1ch
- could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust— like the ones at City Hall — these ‘are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4, Public Art/Sculpture for Qakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000, The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: http://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection, If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you

“through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

I will Iook into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of"
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South™ bie taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building lnstortcally said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these ‘questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications
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San Francisco Arts Commissjon
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
‘Sant Fraricisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter I'Twitter T Facebook I YouTube I Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted.
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Taylor, Romme| (DPW)

Sent: , Friday, August 18, 2017 2:26 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART); Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue, Candace (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz
(ADM); Steinberg, David (DPW) ‘ .

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Kate,

I can provide documents related to items 1,2 and 4-under the Contracts & Procurement section for the Phase two
portion of the project ( all landscape, exterior building repair, restroom upgrades and balcony stabilization). Regarding
item3 under the same section, DPW was not involved in the design phase of this work. That process was managed by
the SFAC staff, your project consultant Deborah Frieden and BVOH. The request describes a 5.6 M project. I presume
this is referencing the Phase 1 portion of the project which included site modifications, underground utilities and
sidewalk work. DPW was not part of the project. The Phase 1 project was also managed by SFAC and your consultant
.Deborah Friedan, SFMTA was the lead agency that contracted and executed the project. Kenny Ngan was the project

manager if my recollection is correct. | have copied him in this response. If he is not the appropriate person he can direct
you.

Rachel,

Should I coordinate submission of the information | campile with your office? Will you be the respondent for Public
Works? Please advise. I'will have my documents ready by Wednesday next week if not sooner,

‘Thanks,
RT :

Rommel Taylor

Building Design and Construction | San Francisco Public Works | City and County of San Francisco
30Van Ness Sulte 4100 | San Francisco, CA 94612 | (415) 557-4615 | rommel.tavior@sfdpw.org « sfpublicworks.org

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:20 PM

To: Gordon, Rachel (DPW) <Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org>; Sue, Candace (MTA) <Candace.Sue@sfmta.com>; Khambatta,
Arfaraz (ADM) <arfaraz.khambatta@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Rommetl (DPW) <Rommel.Taylor@sfdpw.org> _
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Everyone,

Please see the email below and the attachment, which is a Sunshine request from a Mr. Kevin Williams; a resident of
the Bayview.
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I’m heading out for a long weekend, so | will be intouch again on Monday, but | just wanted to give you a heads up
about this. He is interésted in every detail related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Look at the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”,

Your respective agencies, | believe, have the lion’s share of these documents — especially Public Works; which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc.

Please let me know who from your office you would Iike to designate as the respondent and | will make a formal
introduction ta Mr. Willlams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

I have already invoked a 14-day extension — fyi,

Thanks!

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Franclsco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
8an Francisco, CA 84102 -

T: 415-252-2228
sfartscommission.org

mNeWSIetfer | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NQTICE: Please be mindful that all-correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public-records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:wlilliams532001 @vyahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson @sfgov.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a-detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses.to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residerits don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally-attended its last months Board meeting in an:attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so.cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. T have copiously-documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth: Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
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3

(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building: I am committed to ending this
totally adversatial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questmnable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, “Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote;

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered, When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and-concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission N
"40% Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325. .

San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229 -

sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter 1Dwitter 1 Facebook 1'YouTube T Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence-and documents submitted tothe San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject 1o the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfzov.org>;
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfeov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,
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Thanks so much for including rie in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas. _

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

I would also be very mt‘ereste‘d in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
‘deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community, There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfeov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

Tt was lovely speaking to you this fternoon. Per our conversation, I’m writing to temborialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in-a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As 1 mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building, Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking.‘funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, 8o that, as yousaid, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits ~ You could commission a local artist to create two painted porfraits of the women, which
could be hung in-a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemoratlve bust —like the ones at City Hall - these are very expensive, but.a lasting tribute for
sure. .
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4, Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As T mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House, The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms, Williams and Ms. Booker, Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: hitp://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/aboui-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions,

T-will Took into your-outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of

the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the buﬂdmg historically said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.

Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions,

Best,

Kate Putterson-Murphy

‘Director of Communications

~ San Francisco Arts:.Commission

401 Van-Ness Avenue, Suite 325

-Sari Francisco, CA 94102

T 415-252-2229
sfartscominission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Fucebook I You'Tube 1 glickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that-all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject 1o the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted,
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

N 0
From:. Sue, Candace <Candace,Sue@sfmta.com>
Sent:. ~ Friday, August 18, 2017 10:57 AM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART)
“Ce Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART); Celaya, Caroline {MTA); Taylor,
Rommel (DPW); Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM); Gordon, Rachel (DPW)
Subject: RE: Memotial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker
Hi Kate.

MTA Sunshine Requests (non media) are handled by the office of the MTA Board Secretary. Caroline Celaya is the
contact and copied here.

Candace

From: Patterson, Kate (ART) ,

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:20:29 PM

To: Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue, Candace (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM) Taylor, Rommel (DPW)
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Everyone,

Please see the email below and the attachment, which is-a Sunshine request from a Mr. Kevin Williams, a resident of
the Bayview.

I'm-heading out for a long weekend, so { will be in touch again on Monday, but | just wanted to give you a heads up
about this. He is interesteéd in every detalil related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Look at the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”.

Your respective agencies; | believe, have the lion's share of these documents — especially Public Works, which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc.

Please let me know who from your office you would like to designate as the respondent and I will make a formal
introduction to Mr. Williams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

I have already invoked a 14-day extensidn ~fyi.

Thanks!

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director.of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Frangisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Fllkr
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NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondente and documents submitted fo the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Socfal Security numbers and phene numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday; August 17,2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> -
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memarial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is-attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held.
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, 1
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfqov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Pléase find below the email chain related to the mural petition.
Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s conceins about how the center is being run and the

types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.
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Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy.
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission-
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Prancisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommissjon.org

e-Newsletter [ Twitter [ Facebook T YouTube 1 Flicky

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted.to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunthine Qrdinance and can be requested by the public. [f'this happens,. all sensitive personal
information, such us Social Security munbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>;
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby(@sfpov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for includinig me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC, Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions -
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again.

1 would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet. ‘

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626
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On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@stpov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon. Per our conversation, I'm writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As'mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding oppartunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2 Portraits — You-could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in 4 prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust —Tike the ones at City Hall - these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure,

4. Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As 1 mentioned, Carla Johnson, a.city employee who was.
‘critical in-securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms, Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of”
our guidelines: http://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do.decide to go this route, we can help guide you

- through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

1 will Took into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we-would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions,

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San PFrancisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
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e-Newsletter I'Twitter T Facebook I YouTube I Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts

Commission-are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be requested by the
public. [f this happens; all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
beredacted. ~ ' '
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: . Taylor, Rommel (DPW)

Sent: , . Friday, August 18, 2017 8:23 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART); Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue Candace (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz
(ADM)

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subjéct: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

I will talk with my supervisor and get back to you later today.

Get Qutlook for 10S-

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:20:29 PM

To: Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue, Candace (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADMY); Taylar, Rommel (DPW)
Cec: Murnby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)

Subject: FW; Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Everyone,

Please see the email below and the attachment, which is'a Sunshine request from a Mr. Kevin Wllliams, a resident of
the Bayview.

I'm heading out for a long weekend, so I'will be in touch again on Monday; but | just wanted to give you a heads up
about this. He is interested in every detail related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Lock at the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”.

Your respective agencies, | believe, have the lion’s share of these documents — especially Public Works, which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc.

Please let me know who from your office you would like to designate as the respondent and | will make a formal
introduction to Mr. Williams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

{ have a!ready invoked a 14-day extension — fyi.

Thanks!

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 84102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslettor | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flicks

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal-information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.
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From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

- Cer Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to:my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which.is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
1 personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable: Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion, I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded-in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BYOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.
Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offeréd. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so.
that we have them documeunted accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.
Sincerely,
50
P332



Kate Pattersou-Murphy
Director of Communications

‘San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Mewsletter 1 Ywitter 1 Facebook I YouTube [ Flickr

NOTICE: Please be-mindfill that all correspondénce and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordivance and can be requested by the public: If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phowe numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvah.org]

Sent; Monday, July 17, 2017 5:19 PM

To: Patierson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfeov.org>;
Cc: Mumby; Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby(@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

[ found the stack of signatures-you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got intouch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again,

1 would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we-can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17, 2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfeov.org> wrote:
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Hi Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon: Per our conversation, I’m Wwriting to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
'in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commiemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding oppottunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission & local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust — like the ones at City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure.

4. Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
‘House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant publi¢
-art project would be very costly and it would need to.meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidélines: hitp://www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

I will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, T will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco”
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if ',_ycu have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness. Avenie, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

Ty 415-252-2229
sfartscommigsion.org

g-Newstetter T Twitter1 Facebook ] YouTube I Flickr
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NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject io the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the
public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted,

53
P335



Patterson, Kate (ART)

U— A A T
From: - Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org
Sent: _ . Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:23 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)
Subject: RE: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth

_ Williams Memorial Theater

Yes, that's correct.

Lauren Curry, Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Caritorn B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 941024682

Telephone 415-5654-4670

Facsimile 415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.erg

This message is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product-brivilege and must.not be disclosed.

From: "Patterson, Kate. (ART)" <kate patterson@sfgov.org>

To: *Curry, Lauren (CAT)" <lauren.curry@sfgov.org>,

Ce; "Mumby, Barbara (ART)" <barbara.mumby@sfaov.org>, "Takayama, Robynn (ART)" <robynn. takayama@sfgov org>
Date! 08/17/2017 05:21 PM

Subject; RE: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request - $5.8 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Hi Lauren —It's just contracts with the City correct? They don’t have to turn over a contract they might have with a food vendor for
example — right?

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Diractor of Communications

$an Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ngss Avanue, Suite 325
San Franclsco, CA- 94102

Tt 416-252-2229
sfartscommissicn.org

e-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube I'Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
publicrecords and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org [mailto:Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org]

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 4:55 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -~ $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
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Thanks, Kate,

The Cultural Centers are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below) which is referenced in both
the grant and lease agreements.

(e) Contracts, Bids and Proposals. _

(1) Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals and all other records of communications
between the department and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection immediately after a
contract has been awarded. Nothing in this provision requires the disclosure of a private person's or »
organization's net worth or other proprietary financial data submitted for qualification for a contract or other
benefit until and unless that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit, All bidders and
contractors shall be advised that information provided which is covered by this subdivision will be made
available to the public upon request. Immediately after any review or evaluation or rating of résponses to a
Request for Proposal ("RFP") has been completed, evaluation forms and score sheets and any other documents
used by persons in the RFP evaluation or contractor selection process shall be available for public inspection.
The names of scorers, graders or evaluators, along with their individual ratings, comments, and score sheets or
comments on related documents, shall be made immediately available after the review or evaluation of a RFP
has been completed.

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of this Subdivision or any other provision of this ordinance, the Director
of Public Health may withhold from disclosure proposed and final rates of payment for managed health care
contracts if the Director determines that public disclosure would adversely affect the ability of the City to
engage in effective negotiations for managed health care contracts. The authority to withhold this information
applies only to contracts pursuant to which the City (through the Department of Public Health) either pays for
health care services or receives compensation for providing such services, including mental health and
substance abuse services, to covered beneficiaries through a pre-arranged rate of payment. This provision also
applies to rates for managed health care contracts for the University of California, San Francisco, if the contract
involves beneficiaries who receive services provided jointly by the City and University. This provision shall not

- authorize the Director to withhold rate information from disclosure for more than three years.

Lauren Curry, Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682

Telephone 415-554-4670

Facsimile 415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilede and must not be disclosed.

From:  "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.palterson@sfgov.org>.
To:  “Cury, Lauret (CAT)" <lauren.curry@sfaoy org>,
Date; 08/17/2017 01:31 PM

Subject: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request — $5.8 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Here you'go.
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Kate Patterson-Murphy.
Diractor of Communications

San-Francisco Aris Commission
401 Van Nass Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-262-2229
sfartscornmission.org

EALLU LRSI L1 2 LA LR gt LR L M2

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted fo the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as.such, are subject t6 the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by:the public. If this happens, all
.sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted. .

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 9:24 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: DeCalgny, Tom (ART) <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <mbvnn takayama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara
{(ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

‘Hi Kate and Tom,

Here is a documient Robynn sent me a while ago to clarify- Sunshme requirements, It would be great if you

could verify if this-applies as is, and spell out the specific documents including year that we need to turn over to
My, Williams.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel '
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124

www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626 [attachment "Sunshine requirements from Robynn 2-16-14.pdf" deleted
by Lauren Cutry/CTYATT] [attachment "Untitled attachmenl 00018.htm" deleted by Lauren Curry/CTYATT]
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

S ]
From: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:22 PM
To: : ‘Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org'
Ce Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)
Subject: RE: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth

Williams Memorial Theater

Hi Lauren.— It's just contracts with the City correct? They don’t have to turn over a contract they might have with a food
vendor for example — right?

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arls Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suité-325
-San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

é-Newslatter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org [mailto:Lauren.Curry @sfgov.org]

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 4:55 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Thanks, Kate.

The Cultural Centers are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below) which is referenced in-both
the grant and lease agreements.

(¢) Contracts, Bids and Proposals.

(1) Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals: and all other records of
communications between the department and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection
immediately after a contract has been awarded. Nothing in this provision requires the disclosure of a private
person's or organization's net worth or other proprietary financial data submitted for qualification for a contract
or other benefit until and unless that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit. All bidders and
contractors shall be advised that information provided which is covered by this subdivision will be made
available to the public upon request. Immediately after any review or evaluation or rating of responses to a
Request for Proposal ("RFP") has been completed, evaluation forms and score sheets and any other documents
used by persons in the RFP evaluation or contractor selection process shall be available for public inspection.
The names of scorers, graders or evaluators, along with their individual ratings, comments, and score sheets or
comments on related documents, shall be made immediately available after the review or evaluation of a RFP
has been completed.
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(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of this-Subdivision or any other provision of this ordinance, the
Director of Public Health may withhold from disclosure proposed and final rates of payment for managed health
care contracts'if the Director determines that public disclosure would adversely affect the ability of the City to
engage in effective negotiations for managed health care contracts. The authority to withhold this information
applies only to contracts pursuant to which the City (through the Department of Public Health) either pays for
health care services or receives compensation for providing such services, including mental health and
* substance abuse services, to covered beneficiaries through a pre-arranged rate of payment. This provision also
applies to rates for managed health care contracts for the University of California, San Francisco, if the contract
involves beneficiaries who receive services provided jointly by the City and University. This provision shall not
anthorize the Director to withhold rate information from disclosure for more than three years.

Lauren Curry, Deputy: City Attomey

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall;, Room 234

1 Dr. Carltan B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682

Télephone 415-554-4670

Facsimile 415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message:is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.

From: "Patteraon Kate (ART)" <kate patterson@sfgov.org>

To: - “"Cury, Lauren (CAT)“<auLen curry@sfaov,org>,
Date: 08/17/2017 01:31 PM

Subject: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request — $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth-Williams Memorial Theater -

Hereyou go.

Kate Pattarson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Franclsco Arts, Commlssﬂon
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 84102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

a-Newslettef | Twitter | Facebook § YouTube | Filckr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspohdence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mallto:barbara@bvoh.org]
Sent: Thursday, August 17,2017 9:24 AM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfpov.org>

Cc: DeCaigny, Tem (ART) <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn. takavama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara
(ART) <barbara; muniby@sfzov.org>

Subject: Re: Suhshine Ordinarice Requést - $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
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Hi Kate and Tom,

Here is a document Robynn serit me a while ago to clarify Sunshine requirements. It would be great if you
could verify if this applies as is, and spell out the specific documents including year that we need to turn over to
Mr. Williams,

Barbara.

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124

www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626 [attachment "Sunshine requirements from Robynn 2-16-14.pdf" deleted
by Lauren Curty/CTYATT] [attachment "Untitled attachment 00018.him" deleted by Lauren Curey/CTYATT]
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Patterson, Kate (ART) _

A — " ]
From: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:20 PM
To: . Gordon, Rachel (DPW); Sue, Candace (MTA); Khambatta, Arfaraz (ADM); Taylor,
'Rommel (DPW) _
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART); Takayama, Robynn (ART)
Subject: FW: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary. Booker
Attachments: Sunshine Ordinance Request for Public Records.docx.pdf

Hi Everyone,

Please see.the email below and the attachment, which is a Sunshine request from a Mr. Kevin Willlams, a resident of
the Bayview.

I'm heading out for a long weekend, so | will be in touch again on Monday, but | just wanted to give you a heads up
about this. He is interested in every detail related to the Bayview Opera House construction project from 2013-2017.
Look at the first section of his letter under “Contracts and Procurement”.

Your respective agencies, | believe, have the lion’s share of these documents — especially Public Works, which oversaw
the construction, bidding, etc.

Please let me know who from your office you would like to designate as the respondent and | will make a-formal
introduction to Mr. Williams on Monday to let him know where he can find specific information.

| have already invoked'a 14-day extension — fyi.

| Thanks!

Kate Patters onQMurphy
Director of Communications.

San Francisco Aris Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

SLELUUANR G- LA SR UL LR L LU L <L

o-Newsletter [ Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Elickr

NOTICE: Please be.mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens; all
Sensitive personal information, stch as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>
Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Mernorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker
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Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to.my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there,
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately 1 was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
brushed off'so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordmgly, lease let me-know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday,-duly 18, 2017-4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfqov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to-the mural petition.

Thank you for your-candor and for sharing some of the community’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offercd. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we-have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Smeevely,

Kate Pattorson-Murphy
Diréctor of Communications
San Francisco Arts Comtission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325

San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415-252-2229
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sfartscominission.org

e-Newsletter T Twitter T Facehook I YouTube T Flickr

. NOTICE: P]ease‘ be mindﬁd that all correspondence and documents submitted-to the San Francisco Aris Commission are public
records and as such; are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Sectirity numbers and phone numbers, will be reducted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfgov.org>;
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re; Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including ine in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the-stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
forthe Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one-grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again,

I'would also be very interésted in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultura] history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in .
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet,

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Direetor

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17,2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson(@sfgov.org> wrote:

‘H_i Leela,

It was lovely speaking to you this afternoon, Per our conversation, I’'m writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition fo create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
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Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
it a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would not be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the -
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commemorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.

2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in 4 prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust — like the ones at-City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lastirig tribute for
sure,. )

4, Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who.was-
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: http//www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

I will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco™
we would need to keep that.

Barbara —~ if you have answers to- these questions, please chime in:
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
4031 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfariseommission.org

e-Newsletter I Twitter | Facebook 1 Yon'Tube 1 Elckr

NOTICE: Please be miridful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and-as such, are subject to the Sunshine Qrdinance and can be equiested by the

public. If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted,
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

- T, R R
From: Patterson, Kate (ART) _
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:14 PM.
To: "kevin-williams'
Cc: ‘ ' Mumby, Barbara (ART)
Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Dear Mr. Williams,
Thank you for'the clarification:

In order to fulfill this request, please be advised that we are hereby invoking an extension of not more than 14:days from
-August 17, 2017 {which is the day the Arts Commission Received your letter) to respond to your request pursuant to the
California Public Records Act. Under the Public Records Act, the deadline can be extended for up to 14 days due to "the
need to search for, collect and appropriately examine a voluminous amount of separate and distinct records which are
demanded in a single request” and "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." (See Cal. Gov't Code §6253(c)(2) and (3)).

We will provide records ona rolling basis or as they become available. Please note, that some of the records you
requested will be held by other City Agencies, primarily San Francisco Public Works. | will forward your request to them
now and then follow up with a more detailed introduction when 1 return on Monday.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252.2229
sfartscommission.org

g-Newsletter 1 Twitter | Facebook i YouTube | Flickr

ERLE LR L AL SN A 1L

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, alf
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 4:23 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams-and Mary Booker

Yes! I have been informed by other BVHP community‘leaders that the Board has cancelled two consecutive
meetings and would not be meeting until November 2017. You may wish to verify this with Ms. Ockel. The

lackadaisical meeting schedule of the Board is utterly disappointing, but symptomatic of the larger problem I
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have attempted to describe with’ respect to their overall non-responsiveness specifically to me and my family
and generally to the BVHP community. We wish to have these issues properly calendared and heard before the
Arts Commission after we obtain the responses to our Sunshine Ordinance Request. I genuinely appreciate your
interest and involvement towards addressing the concerns of the residents who do not believe neither they, or
their culture is being respected, unlike other communities of San Francisco.

Thank you for your attention to these most important matters. T will await your response, accordingly.

Kevin B; Williams

On Thursday, August 17, 2017 1:34 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfaov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr. Williams,

Thank you for your einail.and for sharing your concerns. We do not know the next date of the board meeting, but we will
inquite on your behalf.

The attached document is not addressed to the Arts Commlssron it is addressed to Barbara. Did you wish for us to
respond? Please clarify.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Commumcatlons

San Francisco Affs Commissjbn
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter IF'Uwitter T Facehiook I You'Tube T Flickr:

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17,2017 12:38 PM

Tos Patterson, Ka’te,(ART) <kate.patterson@sfoov,org>

Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfeov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing a detailed comiplaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More 1mportamly, a rash of complaints that
I have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directors and Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its:last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to.share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
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brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
my family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in ttuth. Recently, 1
received areport that she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
oceur Ms, Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18,2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:.

Dear Mr. Williams,
Nice speaking to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the communityl’s concerns about how the center is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,.

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
startscommission.org

e-Newsletter T Twitter T Facebook | YouTiube 1 Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information, such as Social Security mimbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]
Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.paiterson(idstgov.org>;
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Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbata.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Meinorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in the conversation, we are always looking to connect with the community for
input and new ideas.

Hi Leela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
I glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had applied for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful. We will try again,

I would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St; San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17,2017, at 4:52 PM, 'Patfe,rson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was lovely: speaking to you this afterioon. Per our conversation, I'm writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker onthe
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I mentioned, because the building is a registered historic landmark, we would riot be able to place a
mural on the exterior of the building. Instead, we.have proposed the following ideas for you and the
community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and -
that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork,

1. Commemorative plaque —Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial
plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.
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2, Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3, Commemmorative bust— like the ones at City Hall — these are very expensive, but a lasting tribute for
sure,

4, Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third ~ As I'mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: http:/www.sfartscommission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivie-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what somethmg like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

1 will look into your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, etc. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name. Again, if the building historically said “South San Francisco™
we would need to keep that.

Barbara — if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Fiancisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscomunission.org

-e-Newsletter T Tywitter T Facebook T YouTube T Flicks

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all corréspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the
public, If this happens, all sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted. '
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Patterson, Kate (ART)
R

R
From: Lauren Curry <Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org>
Sent:. A Thursday, August 17, 2017 5:03 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) 7
Subject: - Re: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth

Williams Memorial Theater

Kate, | sh’o‘uld.say--the cultural centers are subject to.the lease and grant-agreements acknowledging 67.24(e), and the
grantee/lessee accepts it.

Grant Agreement. '

12.1 Sunshine Ordinance. ‘Grantee acknowledges and agrees that this Agreement and the Apphcatmn Documents are subject to
Section 67.24(e) of the Sah Francisco Administrative Code, which provides that contracts, including this Agreement, grantee’s bids,
responses to Requests for Proposals (RFPs) and all other records of communications between City and persons or entities seeking
contracts, shall be open to inspection immediately after a contract has been awarded. Nothing in such Section 67.24(e) (as it exists on
the date hereof) requires the disclosure of a private person’s or organization’s net worth or other proprietary financial data submitted
for qualification for a contract or other benefit until and unjess that person or organization is awarded the contract ar benefit.  All
information provided by Grantee that is covered by such Section 67.24(e) (as it may be amended from time to time) will be made
available to the public upon request.

Lease agreement o
27.31 Sunshine Ordinance

In accordance with Section67.24(e) of the San Francisco Administrative Code, contracts, contractors’ bids,
leases, agreements, responses to Requests for Proposals, and all other records of communications between City
and persons or firms seeking contracts will be open to inspection immediately after a contract has been
awarded. Nothing in this provision requires the disclosure of a private person’s or organization’s net worth or
other proprietary financial data submitted for qualification for a contract, lease, agreement, or other benefit until
and unless that person or organization is awarded the contract, lease, agreement, or benefit. Information
provided that is covered by this Section will be made available to the public upon request.

Lauren Curry, Depuity Cify Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City-and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682

Telephone 415-554-4670

Facsimile.415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message Is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.

From: Lauren CurryICTYATT

To;  "Patierson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>@SFGOV,

Date: . 08/17/2017 04:55 PM

Subject Re: FW: Sunshine Ordihance Request -- 55,6 Million Bayvlew Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

,'
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"Thanks, Kate.

The Cultural Ceri,ters- are also subject to Administrative Code Section 67.24(e) (copied below) which is referenced in both
the grant and lease agreements,

(e) Contracts, Bids and Proposals,

(1) Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals and all other records of
communications between the department and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection
immediately after a contract has been awarded. Nothing in this provision requires the disclosure of a private
person's or organization's net worth or other proprietary financial data submitted for qualification for a contract
or other benefit until and unless that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit, All bidders and
contractors shall be advised that information provided which is covered by this subdivision will be made
available to the public upon request. Immediately after any review or evaluation or rating of responses to a
Request for Proposal ("RFP™) has been completed, evaluation forms and score sheets and any other documents
used by persons in the RFP evaluation or contractor selection process shall be available for public inspection.
The names-of scorers, graders or evaluators, along with their individual ratings, comments, and score sheets or
comments on related documents, shall be made immediately available after the review or evaluation of a RFP
has been completed. :

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of this Subdivision or any other provision of this ordinance, the
Director of Public Health may withhold from disclosure proposed and final rates of payment for managed health
care cortracts if the Director determines that public disclosure would adversely affect the ability of the City to
engage in effective negotiations for managed health care contracts. The authority to withhold this information
applies only to contracts pursuant to which the City (through the Department of Public Health) either pays for
health care services or receives compensation for providing such services, including mental health and
substance abuse services, to covered beneficiaries through a pre-arranged rate of payment. This provision also
applies to rates for managed health care contracts for the University of California, San Francisco, if the contract
involves beneficiaries who receive services provided jointly by the City and University. This provision shall not
authorize the Director to withhold rate information from disclosure for more than three years.

- Lauren Curry, Deputy City Attorney _
Office of the City Attarney, General Government Team
City and County of 8an Francisco
City Hall, Room 234
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682
Telephone 415-554-4670
Facsimile 415-554-4699
Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.

From:  "Patterson, Kata (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>
To: "Curry, Lauren (CAT)" <ladren.curry@sfgov.org>,
Date: 08/17/2017 01:31 PM

Subject:  FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request — $5.6 Million. Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater
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Here'you go.

Kats Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 84102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslotter { Twitter | Facebook | YouTube 1 Flicke

NOTICE: Please be mindful that.all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh;org]

Sent: Thursday, August 17,2017 9:24 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate. patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: DeCaigny, Tom (ART) <tom. decalgny@sfgov. org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn;takayama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara
(ART)Y <barbara.mumby@sfgov. org>

Subject: Re: Sunshine Ordinance Request ~'$5‘.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Hi Kate and Toni,

Here is a document Robynn sent me a while ago to clarify Sunshine requirements: It would be great if you

could verify if this applies as is, and spell out the specific documents including year that we need to turn over to
Mr. Williams.

Barbarg

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco. CA 94124

www.bvoh.org | Facebook .

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626 [attachment "Sunshine requirements from Robynn 2-16-14.pdf" deleted
by Lauren Curry/CTYATT] [attachment "Untitled attachment 00018.htm" deleted by Lauren Curry/CTYATT]
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

e
From: Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 4:55 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Subject:. » Re: FW; Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth

Williams Memorial Theater

Thanks, Kate,

The Cultural Centers are also subject to. Administrative Code-Section 67.24(g) (copied below) which is referenced in both
the grant and.lease agreements.

(¢) Contracts, Bids and Proposals.

(1) Contracts, contractors' bids, responses to requests for proposals and all other records of
‘communications between the department and persons or firms seeking contracts shall be open to inspection
immediately after a contract has been awarded. Nothing in this provision requires the disclosure of a private
person's or organization's net worth or other proprietary financial data submitted for qualification for a contract
or other benefit until and unless that person or organization is awarded the contract or benefit. All bidders and
contractors shall be advised that information provided which is covered by this subdivision will be made
available to the public upon request. Immediately after any review or evaluation or rating of responses to a.
Request for Proposal ("RFP") has been completed, evaluation forms and score sheets and any other documents
used by persons in the RFP evaluation or contractor selection process shall be available for public inspection.
The names of scorers, graders or evaluators, along with their individual ratings, comments, and score sheets or
comments on related documents, shall be made 1mmed1ately available after the review or evaluation of a RFP
has been completed.

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of this Subdivision or any other provision of this ordinance, the
Director of Public Health may withhold from disclosure proposed and final rates of payment for managed health
care contracts if the Director determines that public disclosure would adversely affect the ability of the City to
engage in effective negotiations for managed health care contracts. The authority to withhold this information
applies only to contracts pursuant to which the City (through the Department of Public Health) either pays for
health care services.or receives compensation for providing such services, including mental health and
substance abuse services, to covered beneficiaries through a pre-arranged rate of payment. This provision also
apphes to rates for managed health care contracts for the University of California, San Francisco, if the contract
involves beneficiaries who receive services provided jointly by the City and University. This provision shall not
authorize the Director to withhold rate information from disclosure for more than three years.

Lauren Curry, Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr: Cariton B. Goodlett Place:

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682
Telephone4'15+554—4670

Facsimile 415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message Is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.
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From: “Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate patterson@sfgov.org>

To: *Cuy, Lauren (CATY <lauren.curry@sfgov.org>,

Date; 08/17/209701:31 PM ) _

Subject: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request — $5.8 Milliori Bayview Opera House Ruth Willfams Memorial Theater

Here you go.

Kate Patferson-Murphy
Director of Communications’

San Francisco Ars Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Franclsco, CA 94102

T: 415-262.2229.
sfartscommission.arg

e-Newslottor | Twitter | Facebook | YoiTube | Filckr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and dacuments submitted to the San Francisco Arts Conimission are
public records and as-such, are subject fo the: Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

Fromy: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh;org]

Sent; Thursday, August 17, 20179:24 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: DeCaigny, Tom (ART) <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara
- {ART) <barbara. mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Sunshine Ordinance Request - $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Hi Kate and Tom:

Here is a document Robynn sent me a while ago to clarify Sunshine requirements. It would be great if you

could verify if this apphes as is, and spell out the specxﬁc documents including year that we need to turn over to
Mr. Williams.

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124

www.bveh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626 [attachment "Sunshine requirements from Robynn 2-16-14.pdf" deleted
by Lauren Curry/CTYATT] [attachment "Untitled attachment 00018.htm" deleted by Lauren (,uny/CTYATT]
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

SRR
From: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 1:34 PM
To: , 'kevin williams'
Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART)
Subject: RE: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Dear Mr. Williams,

Thank you for your email and for sharing your concerns. We do not know the next date of the board meeting, but we
will inquire on your behalf.

The attached document is not addressed to the Arts Commission; it is addressed to Barbara. Did you wish for us to
respond? Please clarify.

Sincerely,

Kata Patterson-Murphy
Director-of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102
T:415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newslettar | Tuwitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flicke

NOT!CE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: kevin williams [mailto:williams532001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 12:38 PM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>.

Cc: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hello Ms. Patterson:

I will be providing. a detailed complaint once I obtain all of responses to my Sunshine Ordinance Request,
which is attached below. Quite frankly, a great deal of tension exists in the community over the widely held
perception that the residents don't have proper access to the facility. More importantly, a rash of complaints that
T have verified indicates the BVOH Board of Directorsand Barbara Ockel are not in sync with the people there.
I personally attended its last months Board meeting in an attempt to explain the need for cooperation, but
unfortunately I was completely ignored. No follow-up on any of my suggestions made. I find shocking that my
personal presence and desire to share legitimate concerns expressed from the community appear to have been
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brushed off so cavalierly. Director Barbara Ockel and the Board have refused to inform, even other members of
niy family when their next meeting will take place. This is unacceptable. Many complaints center on the
prohibitive costs for rental of the theater for private events, some of which are arbitrary and based solely on her
discretion. I have copiously documented these facts and know they found are grounded in truth. Recently, I
received a report that'she called the police on a Black community-based labor organization named ABU
(Aboriginal Black Unity) who demanded to participate in painting the building. I am committed to ending this
totally adversarial relationship through potent community action. Whenever, these highly questionable incidents
occur Ms. Ockel remarks that she is following the direction of the Arts Commission.

Accordingly, please let me know when the next BVOH Board meeting will be held and consider having
someone in authority for the Arts Commission present to hear from the community.

Thank you,

‘Kevin Williams
Tel.: (415) 424-8221

On Tuesday, July 18, 2017 4:01 PM, "Patterson, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org> wrote:

Dear Mr, Williams,
Nic’;e:speaking_ to you. Please find below the email chain related to the mural petition.

- Thank you for your candor and for sharing some of the comimunity’s concerns about how the ceiiter is being run and the
types of programs being offered. When you have some time, please rearticulate your thoughts and concerns in writing so
that we have them documented accurately and so that we can discuss potential next steps internally.

Sincerely,

Kate Patterson-Muiphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Franeisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsleiter I Twitter § Facebook I YouTube I'Flickr

NOTICE: Plegse be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are public
records-and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinapce and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all sensitive personal
information; such.as Social Security mumbers and phone numbers, will be redacted

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@byvoh.org]
Sent: Monday, July 17,2017 5:19 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgoyv.org>;
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Ce: Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby(@sfgov.orz>
Subject: Re: Memorial to Ruth Williams and Mary Booker

Hi Kate,

Thanks so much for including me in'the conversation, we are always lookirig to connect w1th the community for
input and new ideas.

HiLeela,

I found the stack of signatures you collected on my desk, but was unable to find any contact information, so that
1 glad you got in touch with the SFAC. Would love to connect with you and hear about your hopes and visions
for the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theatre. As Kate mentioned, I already had apphed for
one grant to place a large memorial plaque with the proper building name into the side walk, but unfortunately
that particular grant was not successful, We will try again.

1 would also be very interested in chatting with you about how we can better serve you and others who care
deeply about preserving the cultural history of the building and the community. There may be many ways in
which the story of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker.can be honored and celebrated hat we haven't thought of
yet. '

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Diréctor

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

On Jul 17,2017, at 4:52 PM, Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfeov.org> wrote:

Hi Leela,

It was. lovely speaking to you this afteriioon. Per our conversation, I'm writing to memorialize our
discussion regarding the petition to create a mural in honor of Ruth Williams and Mary Booker on the
Bayview Opera House. First let me say that the Arts Commission agrees these women need to be honored
in a way that adequately celebrates their contributions to the community and the arts.

As I'mentioned, because the building is.a registered historic landmark; we would not be able to place a.
mutal on the exterior of the building. Instead, we have proposed the following ideas for you and the
‘community to consider. Please note, that there isn’t funding through the city’s budget for this project and
‘that the community would need to fundraise for this artwork.

1. Commeniorative plaque — Barbara Ockel is currently seeking funding opportunities for a memorial

plaque, which will be placed where it can be seen by the public. It can also feature images of the two
women, so that, as you said, generations will know what these women looked like.
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2. Portraits — You could commission a local artist to create two painted portraits of the women, which
could be hung in a prominent place inside the Opera House.

3. Commemorative bust — like the ones at City Hall — these are very expensive, but-a lasting tribute for
sure.

4. Public Art/Sculpture for Oakdale and Third — As I mentioned, Carla Johnson, a city employee who. was
critical in securing city funds for the upgrades, established a fund for a public art project at the Opera
House. The fund is approximately $2,000. The community could use this as seed funding for a larger
public art project commemorating Ms. Williams and Ms. Booker. Please note, that any significant public
art project would be very costly and it would need to meet the Arts Commission’s criteria, see section 5 of
our guidelines: htip://www.sfartscominission.org/our-role-impact/about-commission/policies-
guidelines/Public-ArtCivic-Art-Collection. If you do decide to go this route, we can help guide you
through the process and even give you a sense of what something like this would cost depending on what
the community envisions.

I'will look-into:your outstanding questions regarding the paint colors being considered for the exterior of
the building, how the decision was made, ete. Also, I will inquire about the community’s desire to see that
“South” be taken off the building’s name; Again, if the building historically said “South San Fr. ancxsco"
we. would need to keep that.

Barbara ~ if you have answers to these questions, please chime in.
Thanks again, and let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Kate Pattersan-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.orn

edd 2NN T RGN B S D A

NOTICE;: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts
Commission are public ¥ecords and assuch, are subject to the Suynshine Ordinance and can be requested by the

public. If this happens, all:sensitive personal information, such as Soczal Security numbers and phone numbers, will
be redacted.
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-Patterson, Kate (ART)

From: Patterson, Kate (ART)

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 1:31 PM

To; A Curry, Lauren (CAT)

Subject: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -~ $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams
: Memorial Theater

Attachments: Sunshine requirements from Robynn:2-16-14.pdf; Untitled attachment 00018.htm

Here you go.

Kate Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arts Commission
401 VVan Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, GA- 941 02

T: 415-252.2228
sfartscommission.org

e-Newsletter| Twitter | Facebook i YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, all
sensitive personal information, such-as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Barbara Ockel [mailto:barbara@bvoh.org]

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 9:24 AM

Ta: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

Cc: DeCaigny, Tom (ART) <tom.decaigny @sfgov.org>; Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>; Mumby,
Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memonal Theater

Hi Kate and Tom,

Here is a document Robynn sent me a while ago to clatify Sunshine requirements. It would be great if you
could verify if this applies as is, and spell out the specific documents including year that we need to turn over to
Mz, Williams:

Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPERA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626
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Patterson, Kate (ART)

— ——
From: ‘ Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org ,
Sent:’ Thursday, August 17, 2017 1:29 PM
To: Patterson, Kate (ART)
Subject: RE: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -~ $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth

Williams Memorial Theater

Great. Thanks, Kate. Can you send me the email?

Lauren Gurry, Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City.and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 84102-4682

Telephone 415-554-4670

Facsimile 415-554-4699

Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.

From; ; "Paitarsoti, Kate (ART)" <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>

To: rourry, Lauren (CAT)" <fauren.curry@sfgov.org>,

Date: 08/17/2017-11:47 AM

Subject: RE:; FW: Sunshing Ordinance Request — $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Willlams Memorial Theater

Hi Lauren — Actually, a c_ollea_gue dug up an ermail that was sent ta Barbara clarifying what they need to turn over, so for now we
have an answer, '

" Kata Patterson-Murphy
Director of Communications

8an Francisco Arts Commission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA'04102-

T: 415-252-2229
sfartscommission.org

¢-Newslatier l rl acebooleouTubeIFnckr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public records and as such, are subject to the Sunshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens; all
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted.

From: Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org [mailto:Lauren Curry@sfpov.org]

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 11:28 AM

To: Patterson, Kate (ART) <kate.pattersdn@sfgov-.org>

Subject: Re: FW: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Kate, how much-grant funding does the city provide annually?
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he

Lauren Curry, Deputy City Attorney

Office of the City Attorney, General Government Team
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 234.

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682

Telephone 415-554-4670

Facsimile 415-554-4899

- Lauren.Curry@sfgov.org

This message is subject to attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product privilege and must not be disclosed.

From!  "Fatterson, Kate (ART)" <kate paiterson@sfaov.org>

Tao: "Curry, Lauren (CAT)" <lagren.curry@sfaov.one,

Date; 08/17/2017 09:05 AM )

Subject; FW;: Sunshine Ordinance Request - $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Willlams Memorial Theater

Ht Lauren — Quick question...is the Bayview Opera House subject to Sunshine requests? As you know the building is owned by the
SFAC and they receive a large grant from us every year. My guess Is that we would need to turn over docs because it is city funded.
€an you please verify?

Thanks,

Kate Patterson-Muiphy
Director of Communications

San Francisco Arls Commiission
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102
T:415-252-2229
sfattscommisslon.org

g-Newsletter | Twitter | Facebook | YouTube | Flickr

NOTICE: Please be mindful that all correspondence and documents submitted.to the San Francisco Arts Commission are
public racords and as. such, are subject to the Synshine Ordinance and can be requested by the public. If this happens, alf
sensitive personal information, such as Social Security numbers and phone numbers, will be redacted,

From: DeCaigny, Tom (ART)

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 7:48 AM

To: Patterson; Kate (ART) <kate.patterson@sfgov.org>; barhara@bvoh.org

Cet Takayama, Robynn (ART) <robynn.takayama@sfgov.org>; Mumby, Barbara (ART) <barbara.mumby@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater

Hi Barbara,

Thank you for forwarding. I don't believe that the nonprofit BVOH is subj ect to-the Sunshine Ordinance. It is
my understanding that the Ordinance only pertains to-public agencies in which case the request would need be
addressed to the SFAC, Public Works, etc. I'm copying our Public Information Officer, Kate Patterson-Murphy
to clarify and advise on next steps.

81

P363



Kate, how should Barbara respond to this request? I imagine she would inform him that the request needs to be
addressed and submitted to the appropriate City agencies, When received, we'll like need to invoke a
voluminous records extension as it's a pretty extensive request.

‘Thanks,
Tom

Sent from my iPhone, Please exéuse brevity and typos. -

Begin forwarded message:

From: Barbara Ockel <barbara(@bvoh.org>

Dates August.16, 2017 at 11:12:34 PM PDT

To: "Takayama, Robynn (ART)" <tobynn.takayama(@sfpov.org>

Ce: "DeCaigny, Tom (ART)" <tom.decaigny@sfgov.org>

Subject: Fwd: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayvnew Opera House Ruth Williams
Memorial Theater

Hi Robynn,

Just received this letter from Kevin Williams. Can we have a call about this tormorrow, Thuisday? He's
demanding a response within 24 hours.

 Barbara

Barbara Ockel
Executive Director

BAYVIEW OPEFRA HOUSE

4705 3rd St, San Francisco, CA 94124
www.bvoh.org | Facebook

Tel: 415.824.0386 | Cell: 415.640.6626

Begin forwarded message:

From: kevin williams <williams532001@yahoo.com>

Subject: Sunshine Ordinance Request -- $5.6 Million Bayview Opera House Ruth Wllllams
Memorial Theater

Date: August 16, 2017 at 8:10:41 PM PDT
To: Barbara Ockel <barbara@bvoh.org>
Reply-To: kevin williams <williams532001@yahoo.com>

Dear Ms. Ockel:

The number and frequency of complaints about the BVOH Ruth Williams Memorial Theater now requires-a
82
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serious lock at its financial accountability in tandem with programmatic and land use transparency for which
the Bayview Hunters Point community has come to look in large measure to its namesake and progeny to obtain
appropriate answers. Accordingly, in behalf of the community AT-large and as the son of Ruth Williams, the
foregoing Sunshine Ordinance Request is hereby attached and submitted to you as Executive Director and
Custodian of Records for formal response and disclosure of public records.

Please note that no unreasonable delays will be deemed acceptable or tolerated in releasing the information
heretofore demanded. Thereon, I strongly urge you to immediately seek legal counsel to review the attached
Sunshine Ordinance Request. Accordingly, if you need additional time to respond to this request, please review
the statutory deadlines established by the City and County of San Francisco. You may also contact me d1rectly
at (415) 424-8221.

Thank you,

/s/Kevin B. Williams[attachment "Sunshine Ordinance Request for Public Records.docx.pdf" deleted by Lauren
Curry/CTYATT] [attachment."ATT00001.htm" deleted by Lauren Curry/CTYATT]
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~ San Francisco Arts Commission

Edwin M. Lee
Mayor.

Tom DeCaigny
Director of Cultural Affairs

401 Van Ness Avenus, Suite 325
San Francisco, CA 94102

SFAC Galleries .
4071 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 126
San Francisco, CA 94102

Street Artists Licensing
401 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1248
San Francisco, CA 94102

tel 415-252-2100

fax 415-934-1022
sfartscommission.org
facebook.com/sfartscommission
twittercom/SFAC

City and County of San Francisco

February 2, 2018 *

Re:  Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Complaint 17096

Kevin Williams against the Arts Commission

Dear Mr. Young:

In File No. 17096, the complaint alleges fhat the Arts Commission
violated Section 67.25 of the Sunshine Ordinance for failing to respond
to an Immediate Disclosure Request in a timely fashion.

Per the Sunshine Task Force’s request, the following is a
comprehensive summary of the Arts Commission’s (SFAC) actions to
date with regard to this request. '

On August 16, an Immediate Disclosure Request was sent to Barbara
Ockel, executive director of the Bayview Opera House Ruth Williams
Memorial Theater (BVOH). The Bayview Opera House, Inc. isan
independent 501 C3 and a grantee of the Arts Commission. The
Agency also owns the Opera House building. As such, the BVOH is
subject to the City’s Admin Code, Sect. 12L.

According to the City’s Admin Code, Sec. 12L.1:

’ (a)  Theintent of this Chapter is to establish a policy wherein the
City ensures that nonprofit organizations with which the City chooses
to do business operate with the greatest possible openness and
maintain the closest possible ties to communities they intend to serve.
Nothing in this Chapter shall be construed to limit the level of
openness and democracy in nonprofit organizations and any
contracting nonprofit organization may establish policies that
guarantee additional openness to stakeholders.
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(b) This Chapter isintended to be cost-neutral in its effects upon
nonprofit organizatibns, and the requirements imposed by this
Chapter shall be subject to that intent. This Chapter is not intended to
impose obligations equal to those of governmental agencies upon
nonprofit organizations doing business with the City.

When it comes to public access to records, Sec.L.5 states:

(@) Disclosure of Financial Information. Subject to Section
12L.5.(c), each nonprofit organization shall maintain and make
available for public inspection and copying a packet of financial
infofmation conéemmg the nonprafit organization. The packet shall
include, at a minimum, (1) the nonprofit organization's most recent
budget as already provided to the City in connection with the
nonprofit organization's application for, or in connection with the
review and/or renewal of, the nonprofit organization's contract, (2) its
most recently filed State and federal tax returns émcept to the extent
those returns are privileged, and (3) any financial audits of such
organization performed by or for the City and any performance
evaluations of such organization performed by or for the City
pursuant to a contract between the City and the nonprofit
organization, to the extent that such financial audits and
performance evaluations (i) are in the nonprofit organization’s
possession, (i4) may be publicly disclosed under the terms of the
contract between the City and the nonprafit organization, and (iii)
relate to the nonprafit corporation's performancé under its contract
with the City within the last two years. A member of the public may
request additional financial information other than that described
above, pursuant to Section 18L.5(b) herein; however, the provision of
such additional financial information by a nonprofit organization
shall be voluntary, not compulsory. Members of the public, upon
giving ten days' notice to the nonprofit organization, shall be entitled
to inspect the packet of financial information during the nonprofit
organization's regular business hours or to receive a copy of the
packet of information for which the nonprofit organization may
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recover from the member of the public the organization's direct costs
of duplication. Notwithstanding the foregoing, a nonprofit
organization described within Sections 12L.4(a)(3) herein may
comply with Section 12L.5(a) herein by sending a copy of its financial
information packet, by first class mail, with the costs of such mailing
prepaid by the member of the public, to a member of the public who

has requested such information.

(b) Dispute Resolution. A member of the public who requests
additional financial information other than that described in Section
13L.5(a), above, or who has a complaint concerning a nonprofit
organization's compliance or noncompliance with this Chapter, may
submit that request or complaint to the City agency or department
which is a party to and/or which administers the nonprofit
organization's contract. That City agency or department shall
consider the request or complaint and shall recommend a resolution
thereof in accordance with procedures established by that City
agency or department. Following such consideration and
recommendation, the member of the public or the ﬁanprofit
organization may seek an advisory opinion concerning the request or

_complaint from the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, which that Task

Force shall be authorized to provide; provided, however, that failure to
seek such an advisory opinion from the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force shall not prejudice the right of the member of the public and/or
the nonpraofit organization to obtain a review of the City agency or

-department’s recommendation by the Board of Supervisors as

provided herein. The member of the public or the nonprofit
organization may request that the Board of Supervisors review the
recommendation of the City agency or department, which review
shall be conducted in accordance with procedures established by the
Board of Supervisors, provided that such request is made in writing to
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors within ten days of the issuance
of the City agency or department's recommendation or the Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force's advisory opinion, whichever is later. Subject
to Section 12L.7. herein, the recommendation of the City agency or
department, or the determination of the Board of Supervisors, with
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respect to any request or complaint by a member of the public shall be
nonbinding upon the nonprofit organization.

(¢c) Donor Confidentiality. No nonprafit organization shall be
required to make available to the public any document which would
reveal the identity of any of that nonprofit organization's donors or
the amount or nature of any individual donations to that nonprofit
organization. ‘

16.15  Public Accessto Meetings and Records. Ifthe Grantee
receives a cumulative total per year of at least $250,000 in City funds
or City-administered funds and is a non-profit organization as
defined in Chapter 12L of the San Francisco Administrative Code,
the Grantee shall cdmply with and be bound by all the applicable
provisions of that Chapter. By executing this Agreement, the
Grantee agrees to open its meetings and records to the public in the
manner set forth in Sections 12L.4 and 12L.5 of the Administrative
Code. The Grantee further agrees to make good-faith efforts to
promote community. membership on its Board of Directorsinthe

manner setforth in Section 12L.6 of the Administrative Code. The

Grantee acknowledges that its material failure to comply with any of
the provisions of this paragraph shall constitute a material breach of
this Agreement. The Grantee further acknowledges that such
material breach of the Agreement shall be grounds for the City to
terminate and/or not renew the Agreement, partially or in its
entirety.

The above Admin Code is addressed in Section 16.5 of the Arts
Commission’s Cultural Center Grant Agreement. Records belonging to
the nonprofit Bayview Opera House, Inc. (BVOH) that fall under this
Code will hereto be referred to as “12.L.” for brevity’s sake.

On August 17, 2017, in an email exchange, see original attachments
already provided to the SOTF, Mr, Williams clarified that the request
was also intended for the Arts Commission. In a subsequent email sent
on the same day, I invoked a 14—day\ extension pursuant to the
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California Government Code Section 8253(c) and included the
- following clause:

Under the Public Records Act, the deadline can be extended for.up to
14 days due to "the need to search for, collect and appropriately
examine a voluminous amount of separate and distinct records which
are demanded in a single request” and "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.” (See Cal. Gov't Code f6253(c)(2) and

(3)).

With the 14-day extension, the deadline to fulfill this request was
August 30, 2017.

On August 17, I sent an email to my colleagues at the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency, SF Public Works and the Mayor’s
Office on Disability alerting them to this IDR. I provided a copy of the
letter and asked who from each office would be the designated
respondent.

After ascertaining that many of the records Mr. Williams requested
were in fact not in the Arts Commission’s possession and as promised
to Mr. Williams, on Mohday, August 21, 2017, I sent an email
introducing him to the Custodians of Records at the aforementioned
agencies, which were lead agencies on the Bayview Opera House’s
construction project during various phases. '

The Custodian of Records at SF Public Works explicitly informed me
that Mr. Williams would have to reach out to him separately to register
a request. I informed Mr. Williams of this, and also reminded him that
I was not required to gather documents on his behalf but only to help
facilitate a connection with the appropriate record keeper at each
department, which I did. During this period, I also had a conversation
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with our City Attorney Lauren Curry who confirmed that that was the
extent of my role.

After making the introductions to the other departments, I received an
email from Mr. Williams on August 21 in which he stated that he
would not reach out to the other departments and accused me of
créating “unnecessary machinations as being orchestrated purely for
the sake of delay.”

I respondéd as follows and cc’d the other custodians of records at DPW
and SEMTA. '

Dear Mr. Williams,

T am in the process of responding fully to your records request and I
am confident that we will meet the deadline of August 30 (the

- deadline after the 14 day extension, which was invoked on August 17,

2017).

The Arts Commission doesnot have many of the documents
requested in the section “Contracts & Procurement”. I did in fact
speak with the City Attorney who confirmed that I should help assist
you in getting the requested records from other City departments,
namely the SEMTA and DPW. I fulfilled my responsibility in
helping facilitate the transfer of records responsive to this request in
an email introduction to both Custodians of Records for DPW and
SFMTA inwhich Iincluded your original letter.

The SEMTA and DPW asked that you please submit a separate
request so that they could assist you - that is their process. I believe
everyone is doing their best to comply with your request, which is
voluminous in nature. We would appreciate your patience as we
gather these records. ‘
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Mr. Williams’ has cited this email repeatedly during the SOTF
hearings, claiming that I “promised” that I would get him all of the
documents from the other departments. I want to clarify the public
record definitively. I did not make any such promise. I said that “I was
confident that we will meet the deadline,” and at the time of the
writing I felt that we would. I also reiterated in the SAME email that
“the SFMTA and DPW asked that you (Mr. Williams) please submit a
separate request so that they could assist you.” If I had, as Mr. Williams’
claims, made a promise, why would I then direct him to reach out to
the other departments? Mr. Williams’ accusation is patently false, and
‘I'wish the SOTF to acknowledge this fact.

Mr. Williams sent an Immediate Disclosure Request and obtained all
internal correspondence related to his request, including emails
between our office and Ms. Curry. This correspondence reveals that
the SFAC and BVOH staff had questions about our specific
responsibilities with regard to this request and sought advice from Ms.
Curry. While many of the items in the letter fall under the
requirements outlined in Admin Code Sec.L.5, some did not. The
Director of Cultural Affairs Tom DeCaigny also had similar questions
and directed me to seek clarity about the SFAC’s authority in
compelling the BVOH to turn over certain records since they are not a
City Agency and not subject to “obligations equal to those of
governmental agencies”, Admin Code, Sec 12.L.1(b).

These steps have been grossly mischaracterized in Mr. Williams’
October 2, 2017 letter to the Sunshine Task Force Complaint
Committee. He accuses the SFAC of “willfully” stonewalling “full
disclosure and compliance with the Sunshine Ordinance”. He states
that Mr. DeCaigny “instructs Patterson to invoke an improper and
patently illegal extension under an alternate pretext that the request is
voluminous in nature.”

Mr. Williams initial Immediate Disclosure Request contained 26
separate requests, many of which were not “simple, routine, or
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otherwise readily answerable,” as is required by San Francisco
Administrative Code Section 67.25(a). We acted appropriately and
lawfully by invoking an extension, and we provided the proper legal
bagis.

On August 22, I received an email from SFMTA’s custodian of records
Caroline Celaya informing me that she had acknowledged receipt of .
the requestin an email to Mr. Williams.

In the interim, the Arts Commission undertook an extensive search
through staff email records, accounting records and project folders
related to the Bayview Opera House.

On August 30, the Arts Commission sent Mr. Williams our detailed
response to each item enumerated in his letter for which we had
records, thus meeting the deadline. I created a dropbox file for easy
access of said documents. Mr. Young has a copy of our response.

On August 31, I received a series of emails from my colleague at SF
Public Works, which had yet to receive a direct request from Mr.
Williams, for records in response to the IDR. I forwarded those emails
to Mr. Williams and, fearing that some of the files were too large for his
inbox, I also uploaded them to a separate folder in the same dropbox
file to help facilitate easy access.

To date, the SFAC does not have any records from the SEMTA. Ms.
Celaya did email me to say that she had been in touch with Mr.
Williams.

On August 25, BVOH Executive Director provided Mr. Williams with
the following records: ‘

1. City Monitoring Letters

2. Current Budget
3. Tax Returns
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4. Financial Audit

Please note that as part of my December 12, 2017 letter, I also included
proof that these records were provided to Mr. Williams.

Following is a recapitulation of our responses to Mr. Williams’ initial
request. Per the Task Force’s request, following eachitem, we will
provide our response to Mr. Williams’ rebuttals from his October 2,
2017 letter.

I would like to reiterate again, for Mr. Williamg’ edification, that a
department need not create a record that does not already exist. In
several of his requests, he asked us to delineate the information by
“race, gender, and sex.” We do not have records that are organized in
this fashion and we are not required to manufacture records to fit these
criteria. ‘

Again, the records we have provided are those, which are solely in the
Arts Commission’s possession. There are many records that are held
outside of this agency or at the BVOH. The Arts Commission cannot be
responsible for records that it does not already have in its possession.
Nor are we responsible for providing further info'rmation‘on the
records, which DPW has provided to Mr. Williams. If Mr. Williams
wishes for clarity around any of the documents provided by DPW, he
will need to do so directly with their custodian of records.

Under “Contracts & Procurement”

Original Request: 4
1. Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL
contracts, grants, loans, bids, and any purchase orders of whatever
kind that are directly related to or indirectly pertain to the $5.6
million dollar historic renovation of the Bayview Opera House Ruth .
Williams Memorial Theater. Please also include, where and in what -
trade publication(s) the contract was advertised;
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In response, the SFAC provided the following records on
8/30/2017:

August 24, 2011 - San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
(SFRA) Grant Agreement

October 4, 2011, Personal Services Contract for cultural
capital and historic preservation consulting and adv1smg
service - Mayor's Office on Disability

January 1, 2012 - Deborah Frieden Services Agreement
Contract _

March 29, 2012 - Deborah Frieden Sole Source MCO HCAO
March 2012 - DPW MOU

June 6, 2012 - Review of Request for Approval of Proposed
Personal Service Contract Numbers 4126-11/12 Through 4132-
11/12; 4086-08/09; 3036-11/12; AND 4115-07/08

May g, 2012 - Personal Services Contract Summary - Capital
and Mayor's Office on Disability (#3036-1112)

June 25, 2012 - Transfer Funds Request for Disabled Access,
San Francisco Arts Commission, Bayview Opera House '
December 2, 2012 - Tom Eliot Fisch / KnappArchltects
Proposal '
Receipt for Filing Fees Paid

May, 8 2015 - Purchase Order Deborah Frieden & Associates.
May 8, 2015 - Purchase Order Rollo & Ridley Inc

March 2013 - Community Challenge Grant MOU

July 1, 2013 - Deborah Friedan Contract, Amendment 2

July 1, 2013 - PSC CSC approval

June 3, 2013 - Personal Services Contract Summary - Capital
and Mayor's Office on Disability (#3036-1112)

July 10, 2014 - KQ copy of Fund Summary Snapshot

July 25, 2013 - Transfer Funds Request - Disabled Access, San

Francisco Arts Commission, Bayview Opera House-

Restoration of final funding
September 16, 2015 - COSCO - Contract for Inspection and
Test of Fire Protection Equipment
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e June 5, 2012 - Deborah Friedan Contract, Amendment 1
e DProject Estimate Summary
e Bid Document Alternates List

Please note that in our 8/ 30/ 2017 letter we reminded Mr, Williams
upfront that the Department of Public Works (DPW) and the San
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) would also have
records responsive to this request. '

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal: v
Respondent produced only $2.5 million dollars representing the prime
contractor M H Construction therewith nine (9) change orders of
approximately S800k. thus, $3.1 million dollars does not appear to be
accounted for as no explanation accompanied the response.

SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

The SFAC provided all of the records in our possession. As we have
explained on numerous occasions, the DPW and the SFMTA had full
site control during different phases of the project. They managed all
aspects of the construction from bidding to hiring, etc. The SFAC does
not have a master budget document that provides details on every line
item that equates to $5.6 million.

Original Request: '
2. Produce copies of all notices soliciting public comment or public
participation prior to the design and rebwild phase of the renovation
project, including sign-in sheets;

In response to No. 2, the SFAC had no responsive documents. -

For item No. 2, Mr, Williams’ rebuttal was the same as item No. 1, and
accordingly, the SFAC’s response is also the same as above.
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Original Request:
3. ‘Produce copies of all notices soliciting public comment or public
participation prior to the design and rebuild phase of the renovation
project, including sign-in sheets.

The SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response:

In response to this request please find two documents: “Meeting 1 Comment
Cards” and “Meeting 1 Notes”. Please note that personal contact information
has been redacted in order to protect the individuals’ right to privacy under
Article 1, Section 1 of the California Constitution.

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:
Respondent has failed to disclose public records responsive to the request, to
date. :

SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:
The SFAC has provided all responsive records in its possession. Please
contact DPW or the SFMTA for further records.

Original Request:

4. Provide conformed copies of the bid documents, list of bidders,
competitive bid amount and ALL documents, which reflect the
selection of the lowest, responsive, responsible bidder chose for the
work. Include a list of the subcontractors and any change orders
submitted, which might have increased the contract base bid amount;

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response:
In response to this request, please find the following records:
e March 26, 2015 - MHC Engineers Proposal
¢ October 23, 2015 - Order for Additional Services (DPW)
e BVOH Construction Bid Cost
¢ Ordinance 85-13 - Waiving the as-needed contract modification
for Tom Eliot Fisch/Knapp Architects
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Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

Bid documents and related bidder lists were produced reflecting award of
* the renovation prime contract with subcontractors. However, the contract

award does not account for the balance of $3.1 million dollars of the total

published expenditure of $5.6 million dollars.

SFAC’S Response to this Rebuttal:
The SFAC has provided all responsive records in its possession. Please
contact DPW or the SEMTA for further records.

Original Request: ,

5. Submit a copy of ALL bids for the commercial painting, including
pre-renovation signage advertisement of public notice of temporary
closure of the building followed by the grand opening, broken down by
race, gender or sex approved either by the BVOH Board and/or the
Arts Commission between 2013-2017;

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response:

The exterior painting was funded and executed by Local Initiative
Support Corporation (http://www.lisc.org/), an independent nonprofit,
directly with BVOH. Therefore, the Arts Commission does not have
“bids” and/or “public notices”. The Arts Commission only approved the
exterior paint colors. Please find attached the schematic that was
presented to the Arts Commission and please also refer to the public
record links below: '

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

Respondent has failed to produce disclosure of public records responsive to
the request, to date with respect to pre-renovation advertisement of public
notice of temporary closure.
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SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

The SFAC has provided all responsive records in its possession. The
Bayview Opera House may have the outstanding records if they exist.

These records may fall under the City’s Admin Code, Sect. 12L.

Original Request:

8. Provide for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL
proposals received by the BVOH pertaining to any selection panel
comprised either of a “Committee” and/or, Commission person with
respect to construction, architectural/engineering, personal,
professional services, and consulting contracts awarded by the
-BVOH Board of Arts Commission between 2013 and 2017;

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response: :
In response to this request, please find the following records:
e January 5, 2012 - Final Combined Proposal Tom Eliot
Fisch/KnappArchitects
e September 3, 2013 - Hood Design Proposal
e May i, 2015 - Proposal Deborah G. Frieden

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request has
been produced to date with respect to any proposals received pertaining to
any selection panel or committee and/or Commission person with respect to
consulting contracts awarded between 2013 and 2017.

- SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

The SFAC has provided all responsive records in its possession. Please
note that a “BVOH Board of Arts Commission” does not exist. There is
the Arts Commission and the Board of the Bayview Opera House -
they are separate entities. Any records that fit the description above
that were executed by the Bayview Opera House Board would fall
under Admin code, Sect. 12L. Any further City contracts related to
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a,rchitectui’e, construction or engineering may be held with DPW or
SFMTA.

Under “Events Revenue”

Original Request: v
7. Produce for public disclosure, a conformed copy of ANY and ALL
contracts, purchase orders or vendor agreements obtained via
competitive bid and/or Request for Proposal (“REP?), and revenue
therefrom, broken down by race, gender, and sex, and approved by the
BVOH Board and/or Art Comymission or in any instance where there
was no competitive bidding between 2013 and 2017;. '

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response:
In response to this request, please find the following records:
e May 5, 2014 - 3rd on Third Grant Amendment
o July1i, 2014 -3rd on Third Grant Agreement -
s September 5, 2014 - 3rd on Third Purchase Order
e September 5, 2014 - 3rd on Third Purchase Order
e Juneis, 2014 - 3rd on Third Purchase Order
¢ January 4, 2016 - BVOH Grant Agreement,
e September 12, 2016 - BVOH Grant Agreement Amendment

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

Respondent has refused to produce but two purchase orders covering the
entire period requested without identification of any signed and executed
contracts. ' '

SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

With the exception of the 3 on Third community event, the SFAC
does not program the Bayview Opera House. The nonprofit that runs it
does; therefore, these records would fall under 12.1.. The SFAC has
provided all of the records in its possession.
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Original Request:

8. Submit for public disclosure ALL “Public” as well as “Private” events
and ANY corresponding signed and executed contracts with
corresponding dollar amount for each space rental paid and revenue
generated therefrom, broken down by race, gender, and sex between
2013 and 2017;

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response:
The Arts Commission has no responsive records.

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

Respondent refused disclosure of public records responsive to the request to
identifying the renter for each “public” or “private” event and dates
pertaining to payments for space and revenue generated therefrom between
2013 and 2017. '

SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

The SFAC does not program the Bayview Opera House building nor

does it require the grantee that operates it to provide these records to

the Agency. We have no responsive records. These records would fall
under 12.1.

Original Request:

9. Provide for public disclosure, ANY and ALL contracts, including but
not limited to ANY short term or long term agreements, purchase
orders, or contract modifications of ANY dollar amount awarded,
broken down by race, gender, or sex and approved by the BVOH
board or Arts Commission between, 2013 and 2017;

SFAC’s 8/30/2017 response
In response to this request, please find attached the Cultural Center S
.Grant Agreements for 2013 to 2017:

o Julyi,2013- BVOH Grant Agreement _

e July1,2013- BVOH Amendment to Grant Agreement

e Julyi, 2014 - BVOH Grant Agreement
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e Julyi,2014- BVOH Amendment to Grant Agreement

e Julyi,2015- BVOH Grant Agreement

o July1,2016 - BVOH Grant Agreement

e April 19, 2016 - BVOH Grant Agreement

e April 28,2017 - BVOH Amendment to Grant Agreement

Please note that, in some cases, we have provided you with the final
documents but not the signed versions, which are in off-site storage.
The documents included here reflect what was actually signed and
were not modified. We are providing this version for reasons of
expediency. |

Mr. Williams’ 10/2/2017 Rebuttal:

e Following the Sunshine Taskforce Complaint Committee meeting on
September 26™ effective as of this writing on September 28, 2017, Ms.
Kate Patterson has forwarded a limited number of BVOH Board
minutes following Taskforce member Wolfe’s public admonition,
citing that nonprofits as recipients of public funds require public
disclosure of such minutes. It is noted that the minutes do not cover
mter alia the subject years requested.

e Inaddition thereto, Ms. Patterson included unsigned and unexecuted
leasehold agreements between the Arts Commission and Bayview
Opera House Ruth Williams Memorial Theater, but is nonresponsive
on that same ground.

o Ms. Patterson will not produce the lease covering the BVOH satellite
office directly across the street because the landlord is not a city
property.

SFAC’s Response to this Rebuttal:

Regarding point 1, as I have stated on the public record, following the
‘September 26 Sunshine Task Force meeting, I went back to my '
colleagues at.the Arts Commission and asked them to go through each
 request and make sure that we had disclosed all records. It turned out
that we in fact did have some BVOH Board minutes on file, which I
immediately disclosed. The SFAC only requires the BVOH to provide
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board meeting minutes for their required public meetings. We do not
keep records of minutes for all of their board meetings. We turned over
all of the minutes in our possession. All other minutes would fall under
12.L. '

Regarding point 2, as I stated in our original response, we provided the
final, yet unsigned, copies of the documents Mr. Williams requested for
reasons of “expediency”. The signed copies are in offsite storage and
will take additional time to prbcure. We are happy to furnish him with
these versions, but as we noted, the version he has represents the final
document without the signature.

Regarding the last point, th