00:00:00.000 --> 00:00:01.750
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And the recording has begun.
00:00:00.940 --> 00:00:01.760
+14*******27
And they're counting.
00:00:03.090 --> 00:00:04.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I have 534?
00:00:08.100 --> 00:00:11.350
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Chair Schmidt would you like to introduce the meeting or do you want me to?
00:00:11.990 --> 00:00:16.320
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I go ahead, Miss Lejay, you can do the introduction.
00:00:14.760 --> 00:00:15.080
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:00:17.460 --> 00:00:47.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
This is the complaint committee of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. This is a remote regular meeting. Listen public call in phone number is 415-906-4659. The meeting ID is 793509125 pound if you wish to make a statement during general public comment. Please press star 6 and unmute your telephone to speed priest, please press star 6 to mute your telephone.
00:00:47.420 --> 00:00:56.640
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Once you are done with your statement. Please also note the colors may now raise their hands by pressing star 5. Today's date is April 19.
00:00:57.150 --> 00:01:29.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
The time is 335 remote access to information and participation in accordance with governor Newsome 's executive order number N 3320 declaring a state of emergency regarding the COVID-19 outbreak and mayor London and breeds proclamation, declaring a local emergency issued on February 252020, including the guidance for gatherings issued by the San Francisco Department of Public Health Officer aggressive directives were issued to reduce the spread of COVID-19.
00:01:29.900 --> 00:01:41.970
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
On March 172020, the board of Direct Board of Supervisors authorized their board and committee meetings to convene remotely via Microsoft Teams and will allow remote public comment via teleconference.
00:01:42.640 --> 00:02:00.890
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Members of the public may participate by phone or may submit their comments by email to sheryl.lager@sfgov.org that's Cheryl Dot, Leger at sfgov.org all comments received will be made a part of the official record.
00:02:01.400 --> 00:02:09.660
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Sunshine ordinancetaskforceagendasandtheirassociateddocumentsareavailable@sfbos.org slash sunshine.
00:02:11.060 --> 00:02:21.770
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
As the COVID-19 disease progresses, please visit the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force website regularly to be updated on the current situation as it affects the legislative process.
00:02:23.150 --> 00:02:43.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Chair Schmidt do you wanna read meeting decorum? Yes, any member of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force may call for decorum due to disorderly conduct of meeting participants persons who engage in threatening and or menacing behavior may be asked to leave and so we can move on to number one.
00:02:46.340 --> 00:02:50.150
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number one call to order roll call and agenda changes.
00:02:51.480 --> 00:02:53.130
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Roll call number Stein.
00:02:54.620 --> 00:02:55.010
Laura Stein (Guest)
Here.
00:02:55.700 --> 00:02:58.570
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Remember seeing present chair Schmidt President.
00:02:59.000 --> 00:03:00.890
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Chair Schmidt president we have a quorum.
00:03:02.300 --> 00:03:02.930
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Umm.
00:03:05.880 --> 00:03:07.470
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I am not aware.
00:03:08.670 --> 00:03:12.400
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Well, there is a possible agenda change OK.
00:03:08.810 --> 00:03:14.690
anonymous
I think once we get to.
00:03:15.690 --> 00:03:22.780
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That particular item we can discuss it. I don't think but I didn't bring it up now that sounds fine alright.
00:03:18.480 --> 00:03:18.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:03:22.380 --> 00:03:23.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
No changes.
00:03:23.550 --> 00:03:40.630
Laura Stein (Guest)
Can I ask I don't know if this is possible but I noticed that file 6 and 7 seem to deal with the same request and the petitioner themselves suggested potentially combining it into one hearing and I'm wondering if.
00:03:33.110 --> 00:03:33.430
+14*******27
OK.
00:03:41.810 --> 00:03:42.700
Laura Stein (Guest)
We can do that.
00:03:44.290 --> 00:03:53.100
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Well, the petitioner called me today and said that there were some materials missing from one of his cases 22014.
00:03:54.950 --> 00:04:02.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
He said there were missing from 22020, but they were in there, because I double checked today. They were, and I remember inserting them into the file.
00:04:03.820 --> 00:04:06.960
Laura Stein (Guest)
Right but I'm asking about can we combine uh.
00:04:25.020 --> 00:04:26.360
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
My thought was this.
00:04:26.970 --> 00:04:40.070
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
If Mister Several Dov says there are materials missing from 22014 that maybe we wanna push those 2 cases to another task force complaint committee hearing.
00:04:41.050 --> 00:04:44.510
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Umm but I'm not just that one.
00:04:41.890 --> 00:04:42.420
anonymous(3)
Hi.
00:04:42.360 --> 00:04:44.730
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And let's let's stop? Yeah.
00:04:45.710 --> 00:05:07.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I would say we handle it, I I'm I think they should be handled. Together they they would be combined in any circumstance because to me, it looks like it should be the same file. But if if there's missing documents. Why don't we wait until the number is called to figure that out, is that is that alright with everyone?
00:05:04.590 --> 00:05:04.980
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:05:08.520 --> 00:05:10.480
Laura Stein (Guest)
That's fine with me OK.
00:05:10.640 --> 00:05:18.990
Young, Victor (BOS)
They're victor what's your opinion yes Sir. Sorry I had my mic off. But yes, I was wondering was just a case where they submitted additional documents regarding.
00:05:15.660 --> 00:05:16.310
anonymous(3)
Hello, are you?
00:05:18.980 --> 00:05:26.230
Young, Victor (BOS)
In the same issue a little bit later and we just opened another file or not normally. It is that we don't.
00:05:21.650 --> 00:05:22.020
+14*******27
Well.
00:05:28.160 --> 00:05:28.600
Young, Victor (BOS)
Uh.
00:05:29.960 --> 00:05:33.540
Young, Victor (BOS)
We do need to get the permission from both parties before combining anything and.
00:05:34.270 --> 00:05:41.360
Young, Victor (BOS)
Recently I've been a believe it's at the discretion of the full task force whether or not combined. It's just easier to schedule them both at the same time.
00:05:40.260 --> 00:05:40.610
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That's
00:05:42.130 --> 00:05:46.040
Young, Victor (BOS)
And deal with them at the same time, and treat him like what the same file even though they have different numbers.
00:05:46.760 --> 00:05:52.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's fine, yeah, it's it's all the same. I I guess we'll spend a little more time on it.
00:05:52.800 --> 00:05:54.030
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh, which is
00:05:53.420 --> 00:05:59.490
anonymous(3)
yeah, if that's a excuse me, I'm seriously enough and the petitioner in this.
00:05:56.350 --> 00:05:56.960
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I?
00:05:58.340 --> 00:06:15.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It's there, I Mister severe enough. We'll we'll handle it. When we get to the case. It's I think there's enough here that we can figure out what we need to do today and we'll just see if the parties can be brief when the second number is called?
00:06:03.330 --> 00:06:03.940
anonymous(3)
OK.
00:06:16.360 --> 00:06:29.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh because we're we're trying to be as efficient as we can today so I yeah. Mister severe enough. We will be hearing about the case, but let's wait for that number to be called Let's go in order.
00:06:31.230 --> 00:06:31.790
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
00:06:35.140 --> 00:06:37.300
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So number 3 Cheryl.
00:06:38.030 --> 00:06:38.750
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hang on a second.
00:06:40.990 --> 00:06:41.630
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:06:42.530 --> 00:06:43.420
Laura Stein (Guest)
Looked too.
00:06:43.010 --> 00:06:47.140
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Umm so we're done with item number one then Olara did you have something you want to add?
00:06:47.380 --> 00:06:51.330
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, I'm just saying we're going on to number 2 not 3 ohh. I'm sorry.
00:06:49.740 --> 00:06:51.020
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, yeah.
00:06:50.710 --> 00:06:51.060
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah.
00:06:51.790 --> 00:06:52.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
00:06:51.960 --> 00:06:58.790
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That's OK that's OK item number 2 approval of the March 152022 complaint committee meeting minutes.
00:06:59.580 --> 00:07:02.430
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Do we have changes I have the minutes right here.
00:07:03.540 --> 00:07:08.260
Laura Stein (Guest)
This this member Stein I'd like to suggest one change OK.
00:07:08.430 --> 00:07:13.180
Laura Stein (Guest)
Which is to add to item 7 on P 5?
00:07:15.360 --> 00:07:17.350
Laura Stein (Guest)
The 5th paragraph down.
00:07:19.510 --> 00:07:20.280
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are the action?
00:07:22.070 --> 00:07:26.440
Laura Stein (Guest)
It the sentence, it starts with a Q&A period occurred.
00:07:28.110 --> 00:07:30.130
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I believe right OK.
00:07:30.380 --> 00:07:31.950
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'd like to add there.
00:07:33.050 --> 00:07:40.530
Laura Stein (Guest)
Member Stein asked the DPH representatives if they were aware of any DPH reports.
00:07:41.320 --> 00:07:47.810
Laura Stein (Guest)
On COVID-19 infection infections at Oracle Park during the 2021 baseball season.
00:07:48.850 --> 00:07:51.840
Laura Stein (Guest)
And it can also eat the mail this to you Cheryl But.
00:07:51.660 --> 00:07:56.690
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I was gonna say email to me if you can and then I will insert it into the minutes.
00:07:53.920 --> 00:07:54.700
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK. Yeah.
00:07:56.730 --> 00:08:16.950
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, I'm gonna fit just finish it and then I'll email it to you right away. So just to say member star announced the DPH representatives if they were aware of any DPH reports on COVID-19 infections at Oracle Park during the 2021 baseball season, Miss Tran responded that she was not aware of any such reports so I'm about to email that to you and that's my suggested change.
00:08:16.740 --> 00:08:22.620
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That's very conclusion, OK that's great. I wrote it down in my notes to look for it and.
00:08:23.900 --> 00:08:26.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I think we're good so want to.
00:08:28.570 --> 00:08:30.020
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
It's a big item number 2.
00:08:31.140 --> 00:08:33.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
With that change, I'll move to approve.
00:08:36.690 --> 00:08:37.330
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'll second it.
00:08:53.360 --> 00:08:54.210
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:08:56.050 --> 00:09:08.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Move by member Schmidt seconded by move my Dean cherish Schmidt seconded by member Stein to approve the March minutes with suggested changes? Do we want to open this up for public comment.
00:09:09.180 --> 00:09:09.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
00:09:11.070 --> 00:09:14.460
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
This is public comment on the motion to approve the minutes.
00:09:15.370 --> 00:09:18.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
If you if you'd like to make public comment let me know.
00:09:19.680 --> 00:09:20.800
anonymous(4)
Anonymous number 3.
00:09:23.940 --> 00:09:24.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We have one.
00:09:25.800 --> 00:09:26.700
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do we have 2?
00:09:27.200 --> 00:09:28.380
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Do we have more public comment.
00:09:27.660 --> 00:09:30.580
anonymous(2)
That doesn't Mark Norton briefly.
00:09:29.690 --> 00:09:30.530
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Mark Norton.
00:09:31.190 --> 00:09:32.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You're you're you'll be second.
00:09:33.460 --> 00:09:33.830
anonymous(2)
Great.
00:09:34.740 --> 00:09:36.740
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK do we have other public commenters.
00:09:40.780 --> 00:09:42.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's go with that for now.
00:09:43.810 --> 00:09:44.650
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:09:50.180 --> 00:09:52.810
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm I'm gonna say you're ready to begin I am.
00:09:55.500 --> 00:09:56.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
00:09:57.160 --> 00:10:14.360
anonymous(4)
Thank you very much good evening. This is anonymous number 3. I've just there's a number of things that need to be corrected in item 8 and I would actually suggest that you delay approval and go back and listen to the actual tape before you approve this so under item 8 on page 5.
00:10:14.640 --> 00:10:23.100
anonymous(4)
The second to last, and last sentence of my testimony don't really make sense and they're combining 2 different issues.
00:10:25.880 --> 00:10:42.520
anonymous(4)
It the Supervisor Records. I never said it is required to issue an order that there are no records. I'm not sure what that means I said separately the supervisor record is required to issue orders and also that the Supervisor Records would required to give me a 6721 C statement that there were no records. Those are 2 different things.
00:10:43.760 --> 00:10:56.190
anonymous(4)
And then it just claims that the city attorney 's office like admitted a violation of 6721 C and as much as I would love if that were true. I'm pretty sure they did not do that in the last sentence of the city attorney 's testimony.
00:10:56.980 --> 00:10:59.860
anonymous(4)
And the motion, which is the most important thing.
00:11:02.740 --> 00:11:31.530
anonymous(4)
That I don't I don't believe those are the reasons for the the 3 different sections. There so the last one doesn't make any sense 6730 C defined appropriate ways in which to implement the chapter. I'm fairly certain? What chair Schmidt said is that was under your authority under 6730 C to refer to an enforcement body when you determine that a person in this case. The city attorney. Dennis Herrera violated the Sunshine Ordinance. But I would strongly urge that you do not approve these images.
00:11:31.610 --> 00:11:35.980
anonymous(4)
Day and go back and listen to the tape and fix up item 8. Thank you.
00:11:39.070 --> 00:11:39.750
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
00:11:40.670 --> 00:11:41.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright let's.
00:11:43.140 --> 00:11:43.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
00:11:44.680 --> 00:11:50.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I I'm let's go ahead and hear from Mister Norton, although I'm going to withdraw my motion.
00:11:50.800 --> 00:11:55.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh based on what I just heard but uh go ahead, Mister Norton.
00:11:56.780 --> 00:11:59.320
anonymous(2)
OK, I'm I was actually just say.
00:11:56.880 --> 00:11:57.290
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister.
00:11:57.970 --> 00:12:01.730
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And share with Cheryl with Cheryl starts the timer I'm sorry.
00:12:01.450 --> 00:12:01.780
anonymous(2)
OK.
00:12:02.630 --> 00:12:03.870
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, Mister Norton you ready.
00:12:04.570 --> 00:12:04.990
anonymous(2)
I am
00:12:05.400 --> 00:12:06.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, you can go.
00:12:07.620 --> 00:12:32.560
anonymous(2)
I was just gonna say thank you for making the the change to item number 7. I hope there's a way. But I'm going to have to add now. I hope there's a way if you need to delay the approval of these minutes with respect to item number 8 that you could carve that out, and approve the rest of the minutes so that I don't have to come back next month to make sure this all comes out right thank you.
00:12:30.200 --> 00:12:30.480
+16*******25
OK.
00:12:34.020 --> 00:12:34.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
00:12:36.200 --> 00:12:38.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I think that.
00:12:39.330 --> 00:12:39.850
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We.
00:12:41.450 --> 00:12:43.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I believe at this point.
00:12:44.090 --> 00:12:50.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It for for all purposes, even though I I I do withdraw my motion.
00:12:51.570 --> 00:12:55.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We're not gonna end up making any changes other than to number 8.
00:12:56.090 --> 00:13:10.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh unless for some reason you know, someone else comes in with something but I I'm sure that the language that we change the number 7. I think it was number 7. I it's it's secure, but I do.
00:13:06.820 --> 00:13:07.100
Laura Stein (Guest)
Is it?
00:13:10.740 --> 00:13:12.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I take?
00:13:14.410 --> 00:13:22.630
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright so, so Mister Norton your changes will be made on anonymous number 3. I think that.
00:13:23.300 --> 00:13:31.030
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Those are substantive changes and it is something that I think.
00:13:32.020 --> 00:13:42.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Is it's an it's a significant case to me because we're dealing with the supervisor of records and I've been looking at the issue.
00:13:43.060 --> 00:13:45.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh uh of.
00:13:46.570 --> 00:14:06.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
What the level of responsibility is of the supervisor and so I think we do need to get those the the the minutes correct on that case so I would I would I would draw my motion and I'm gonna move that we continue the matter.
00:14:07.140 --> 00:14:08.310
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh to
00:14:09.760 --> 00:14:10.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
To the next meeting.
00:14:11.880 --> 00:14:19.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
In order to adjust the minutes in accordance with the public comment received from anonymous number 3.
00:14:20.400 --> 00:14:22.110
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'll second that this is member Stein.
00:14:24.090 --> 00:14:38.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK and at that uh I I guess what we should do since it's a It's a different motion. Let's let's open it up if there's any further public comment on on the continuance.
00:14:33.650 --> 00:14:34.070
+14*******27
I know.
00:14:40.290 --> 00:14:44.750
anonymous(5)
Hello hello, I would like to comment on the original motion, please.
00:14:45.140 --> 00:14:46.090
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That's closed.
00:14:48.580 --> 00:14:49.190
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister work.
00:14:48.650 --> 00:14:52.420
anonymous(5)
I was waiting in line the whole time, while it was being discussed.
00:14:53.690 --> 00:15:01.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh so we had a 3rd public comment or but I guess for some reason I I think we should I know it's closed.
00:15:03.100 --> 00:15:12.910
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But for some reason technically I think and I I think we do need to go back and listen to that public comment.
00:15:16.540 --> 00:15:19.640
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Mina anonymous threes public comment.
00:15:19.990 --> 00:15:34.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
No no no no this, this 3rd. This would be the 3rd public comment on the original motion because I know that the motion 's been withdrawn. But I think we didn't catch the fact that we had a 3rd person and it made me for technical.
00:15:35.700 --> 00:15:38.490
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Reason so I wanna be, I wanna give.
00:15:40.130 --> 00:15:45.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I wanna be flexible on on that ground so let's go ahead.
00:15:44.150 --> 00:15:44.450
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:15:46.090 --> 00:15:49.100
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Alright Mister Field Are you ready to begin yeah.
00:15:46.220 --> 00:15:46.790
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
With.
00:15:50.770 --> 00:15:51.540
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield.
00:15:53.080 --> 00:15:55.480
anonymous(5)
Ohh, yes. Let me know, please when to start.
00:15:56.370 --> 00:15:56.890
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
00:15:57.640 --> 00:16:02.140
anonymous(5)
This is Peter Warfield, executive director of Library Users Association.
00:16:03.040 --> 00:16:32.120
anonymous(5)
Library users 2000 four@yahoo.com and PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California. 94117 dash 0544. I want to thank the chair for what he just did. I did not hear anything about comments closed you started with 2 people being allowed to comment on the original motion. And I don't think that it should be a matter of flexibility. I think it should be a matter of right.
00:16:32.760 --> 00:16:35.450
anonymous(5)
That a member of the public who wished to comment.
00:16:36.830 --> 00:16:43.020
anonymous(5)
On something that already has been commented on by others should also be able to comment on that item.
00:16:44.090 --> 00:16:48.330
anonymous(5)
And if you're gonna change the motion. I'm actually glad that you're going to do that.
00:16:49.770 --> 00:17:04.720
anonymous(5)
But I'd like to comment separately as the other 2 will have an opportunity to do as well. So on the original motion. I agree with the previous 2 commenters and I'd like to add that I consider it vitally important.
00:17:05.420 --> 00:17:22.970
anonymous(5)
Vitally important that you not make changes Invisibly, but that any and all changes be openly presented and discussed or at least presented for when you ultimately are approving minutes.
00:17:23.950 --> 00:17:54.180
anonymous(5)
Uh it seems to me that there have been times when people say ohh. I'll make that change or I'm aware of that change and so on, but we don't hear what it is. We don't hear the exact wording of what is going to happen to the minutes and I think it's crucially important so that everybody who is able to comment or discuss or vote on the minutes. We'll know exactly what the changes and the corrections are and it's also important for people to know that previous minutes that they might have read and draft form have errors.
00:17:54.570 --> 00:17:59.720
anonymous(5)
And corrections that you've agreed to in exactly what those are thanks very much.
00:18:00.370 --> 00:18:06.910
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you. Now we can move on to public comment on the second motion.
00:18:09.070 --> 00:18:09.800
anonymous(2)
Hi this is.
00:18:11.050 --> 00:18:12.640
anonymous(2)
This is Mark Norton May I comment.
00:18:13.100 --> 00:18:24.230
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, I would when let's see if if there's anyone else. First, I OK Mister Norton 's number. One is there anyone else who wants to comment on the the continuance motion.
00:18:26.830 --> 00:18:29.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK let's go ahead with Mister Norton.
00:18:31.580 --> 00:18:34.620
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry did I hear somebody in the background say they want to comment.
00:18:35.870 --> 00:18:36.720
anonymous(5)
Thank you.
00:18:38.300 --> 00:18:44.890
anonymous(5)
I believe I'm not clear what's on the what's on the what's being discussed emotion to continue till the next meeting is that right?
00:18:45.390 --> 00:18:56.280
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, to to in the in the meantime, we're going to make some changes to number 8. But it's a motion to continue this for approval at the next meeting.
00:18:57.420 --> 00:18:59.450
anonymous(5)
Yes, please to comment.
00:18:59.890 --> 00:19:01.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we have 2 commenters.
00:19:03.800 --> 00:19:05.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Start with Mister Norton.
00:19:07.520 --> 00:19:08.350
anonymous(2)
Should I go now?
00:19:08.810 --> 00:19:10.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Wait, a second Are you ready to begin.
00:19:11.390 --> 00:19:11.930
anonymous(2)
I am
00:19:12.790 --> 00:19:13.540
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
00:19:14.350 --> 00:19:24.510
anonymous(2)
I just want to request that the change to item number 7 be included in the draft minutes, which are posted on the website.
00:19:25.620 --> 00:19:27.810
anonymous(2)
For future for the next meeting.
00:19:29.160 --> 00:19:29.570
anonymous(2)
Thank you.
00:19:30.060 --> 00:19:34.070
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you alright uh and then the second public commenter.
00:19:36.120 --> 00:19:37.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When when Cheryl 's ready.
00:19:49.640 --> 00:19:50.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield do you ready?
00:19:52.100 --> 00:19:53.310
anonymous(5)
I am just say when.
00:19:54.160 --> 00:19:54.940
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
00:19:56.650 --> 00:19:58.460
anonymous(5)
This is Peter Warfield again where.
00:19:58.560 --> 00:20:05.960
anonymous(5)
Uh executive director of Library Users Association library users 2000 four@yahoo.com.
00:20:06.840 --> 00:20:14.570
anonymous(5)
And also PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California 94117 dash 0544.
00:20:15.430 --> 00:20:22.170
anonymous(5)
I say that for a number of reasons, but above all because I consider it's an important part of a public.
00:20:22.940 --> 00:20:29.620
anonymous(5)
Comment opportunity in general in real world and should be in the virtual world.
00:20:31.110 --> 00:20:40.980
anonymous(5)
I'm not clear about what the chair apparently just said before we started with public comment that something about changing number 8.
00:20:41.920 --> 00:20:51.410
anonymous(5)
So does that mean we're gonna have a different draft that will already incorporate a change. That was discussed today, but not voted on.
00:20:52.470 --> 00:20:53.040
anonymous(5)
And.
00:20:54.500 --> 00:21:19.880
anonymous(5)
Are there any other changes gonna happen to the draft so that ultimately what we have is a second document a different document from what was brought to this meeting once again. I think it's critically important that people understand what they're looking at if it's a second version, then it needs to be clearly labeled that way. But the process by which it changed hasn't had a vote.
00:21:20.840 --> 00:21:27.310
anonymous(5)
So I think it's a little confusing there as well, I can also say that draft minutes can be very.
00:21:28.080 --> 00:21:43.980
anonymous(5)
Uh misleading for folks. I certainly have heard of a case where somebody was trying to get in touch with somebody and followed what the draft minutes. Incorrectly said, and ended up unable to get in touch with somebody.
00:21:45.450 --> 00:21:59.120
anonymous(5)
This was prior to the correction so I think it needs to be noted and clear exactly what the changes are and whether they've been approved or not, and so on, and so forth. I think it all needs to be public thanks very much.
00:22:00.400 --> 00:22:01.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
All right thank you.
00:22:03.260 --> 00:22:10.140
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, I. I think we are closed for public comment on that matter, so I think we're ready for a vote.
00:22:17.370 --> 00:22:19.030
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Chair Schmidt Aye.
00:22:19.650 --> 00:22:21.240
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Just Schmidt I'm never signed.
00:22:21.630 --> 00:22:22.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
I.
00:22:22.600 --> 00:22:23.720
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Number sign I.
00:22:25.180 --> 00:22:39.210
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Moved by cherish Mitt seconded by member Stein to move that we continue the matter to the next meeting of the complaint committee, adjust the minutes and and adjust the minutes in accordance with suggestions of anonymous 3.
00:22:48.310 --> 00:22:49.520
Laura Stein (Guest)
Shouldn't that also?
00:22:50.130 --> 00:22:58.730
Laura Stein (Guest)
You might wanna say adjust number item or just the minutes on number 8 and also adjust the minutes on number 7.
00:23:00.920 --> 00:23:02.530
Laura Stein (Guest)
As suggested member Stein.
00:23:01.300 --> 00:23:01.630
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:23:02.980 --> 00:23:05.310
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I yes, let's let's.
00:23:07.050 --> 00:23:10.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Make that clarification that's absolutely correct.
00:23:19.860 --> 00:23:20.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:23:24.090 --> 00:23:24.970
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:23:26.390 --> 00:23:28.540
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Interest in the motion have been duly noted.
00:23:29.230 --> 00:23:47.760
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Moved by chair Schmidt seconded by member Stein to continue the matter to the next complaint committee meeting to adjust the minutes on item 7 as suggested by member Stein and and make suggested changes in accordance with anonymous 3 of item 8.
00:23:56.120 --> 00:23:58.390
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, ready for the next item.
00:23:58.640 --> 00:23:59.130
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
00:23:59.990 --> 00:24:00.910
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:24:13.830 --> 00:24:21.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 3 public comment members of the public may address the Committee on matters that are within the committee 's jurisdiction, but not on today's agenda.
00:24:25.670 --> 00:24:29.820
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Is there anyone who would like to give general public comments today?
00:24:33.220 --> 00:24:34.180
anonymous(4)
Anonymous number 3.
00:24:35.910 --> 00:24:42.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so we have uh a public commenter general public comment anyone else.
00:24:46.150 --> 00:24:49.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's go ahead with anonymous number 3 wind Cheryl 's ready.
00:24:52.300 --> 00:24:53.640
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Not gonna see you ready to begin.
00:24:54.960 --> 00:24:55.410
anonymous(4)
I am
00:24:57.130 --> 00:25:05.770
anonymous(4)
Go ahead Sir. Thank you very much. This is anonymous number 3 and as often. I'll just talk about some general sunshine issues that the city is doing poorly.
00:25:07.410 --> 00:25:08.120
anonymous(4)
The.
00:25:09.180 --> 00:25:23.800
anonymous(4)
The redistricting task force is a public body. It's members or public officials and they have to maintain their public records and so I've been sunshining regularly essentially all of their communication with each other supervisors office the mayor 's office.
00:25:25.500 --> 00:25:54.970
anonymous(4)
And most of them haven't produced anything. In fact, one of them claims that she has no responsive records is the vice chair of the additional task force for all these kinds of communications where we know immediately before that. These members were communicating with each other. Other members have produced some of those copies and worst of all that record that request has within its scope of Responsive Records. The other records. The question I have made to them, so if she's telling the truth.
00:25:55.090 --> 00:25:59.280
anonymous(4)
She has destroyed during their pendency while request was opened.
00:25:59.650 --> 00:26:29.270
anonymous(4)
The records were request, which is as the good government guide tells you unlawful and this is the extent to which certain stuff. Public officials will go to ensure their communications cannot be read by the public. This is certainly not specific to the registering task force the mayor 's office throughout the executive branch do it. At least one supervisor Melgard Does it. This is just how the city of San Francisco operates to ensure that the public does not know what its officials do thank you.
00:26:31.290 --> 00:26:32.420
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you.
00:26:33.140 --> 00:26:36.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I is is there anything else here for general public comment.
00:26:38.470 --> 00:26:39.220
anonymous(5)
Yes, please.
00:26:40.500 --> 00:26:41.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Right.
00:26:42.230 --> 00:26:44.960
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we have one more Cheryl when when Cheryl 's ready.
00:26:50.300 --> 00:26:51.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
So Warfield do you ready to begin?
00:26:53.170 --> 00:26:54.450
anonymous(5)
Yes, just tell me what?
00:26:59.920 --> 00:27:01.320
anonymous(5)
I didn't hear anything I'm sorry what?
00:27:01.330 --> 00:27:10.460
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
hang on a second OK, if you're making all that noise on your desk or your phone. Could you please mute yourself because it's disturbing the public commenters?
00:27:13.650 --> 00:27:15.350
anonymous(5)
How's this am I doing OK now?
00:27:16.190 --> 00:27:21.090
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, but I was hearing some background noise and I was trying to get whoever was making it to.
00:27:21.880 --> 00:27:23.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
To unmute themselves.
00:27:24.720 --> 00:27:27.570
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And it looks like they have OK let's start again.
00:27:29.440 --> 00:27:31.370
anonymous(5)
Yeah, just tell me when you're starting your timer.
00:27:32.840 --> 00:27:33.710
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Alright, you ready Sir.
00:27:34.470 --> 00:27:34.940
anonymous(5)
I am
00:27:35.670 --> 00:27:36.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
00:27:37.370 --> 00:27:57.100
anonymous(4)
thank you. This is Peter Warfieldexecutivedirectoroflibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and the obox 170544. San Francisco, California. 94117 dash 0544. I'm glad that the previous speaker mentioned.
00:27:57.830 --> 00:27:59.640
anonymous(4)
What's going on with our DTF?
00:28:00.510 --> 00:28:05.860
anonymous(4)
There seemed to me to be a very unfortunate things going on.
00:28:06.510 --> 00:28:14.510
anonymous(4)
Including some direct violations of sunshine one of the difficulties is that with the slowness of the sunshine process.
00:28:15.270 --> 00:28:19.450
anonymous(4)
They're likely very likely to be done with their entire business.
00:28:20.240 --> 00:28:29.080
anonymous(4)
Long before you can have a hearing or any kind of a determination now that's not necessarily your fault, but it is a problem in terms of.
00:28:30.080 --> 00:28:50.030
anonymous(4)
How we're having the decision made about one of the most important things in our democracy and that is whether people will have fair districts fair representation and a fair right and a democratic society to be represented and I can certainly say there are a lot of people that are very unhappy with what's going on.
00:28:51.040 --> 00:29:02.900
anonymous(4)
Things that I've noticed for example, are that in the agendas multiple agendas that I've seen there has been no mention of explanatory documents of any kind either ones available such As for Thursday 's meeting.
00:29:03.940 --> 00:29:09.760
anonymous(4)
Which had something like whatever 9 days or so week anyway to get set?
00:29:11.130 --> 00:29:14.290
anonymous(4)
Nor that there might be something last minute. Here's how to find it.
00:29:16.210 --> 00:29:44.440
anonymous(4)
The there are a variety of other issues, but in particular. I've had the experience of long meetings, including one of the meetings. I made my last public comment at 4:04 AM. But they have explicitly refused me public comment opportunity once by the chair and at other times simply not called on me. Even though I had my hand raised or was in the speaker queue or should have been and that's a serious problem.
00:29:44.840 --> 00:29:49.710
anonymous(4)
Again, I'm not sure what to do about it because any resolution would happen after they're all done.
00:29:51.360 --> 00:29:53.680
anonymous(4)
Thank you very much I think my time is up is it.
00:29:54.440 --> 00:29:54.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Plus.
00:29:55.960 --> 00:29:56.450
anonymous(4)
Close.
00:29:58.260 --> 00:30:03.730
anonymous(4)
So yeah, that's those are some serious problems in an important arena of activity and.
00:30:03.810 --> 00:30:04.250
+14*******27
Yeah.
00:30:04.610 --> 00:30:08.720
anonymous(4)
Perhaps that should be discussed in general by the task force thanks very much.
00:30:10.090 --> 00:30:10.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
00:30:11.810 --> 00:30:21.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so public comment has general public comment can be closed now and we can move forward into our cases.
00:30:23.950 --> 00:30:27.960
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And so when you're ready. Cheryl I looks like we're ready for number 4.
00:30:29.050 --> 00:30:53.200
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 4 file number 20063 complaint filed by anonymous against Paul Henderson and the Department of police accountability for allegedly violating administrative code. Sections 67.26 for not providing legal justification for redactions and 67.20, 9.5. We're not providing the place and issues discussed in the property calendar.
00:30:46.800 --> 00:30:47.040
+14*******27
6.
00:30:54.900 --> 00:31:00.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright let's uh make sure I I believe this might be anonymous number 3 who is present.
00:31:01.590 --> 00:31:02.040
anonymous(3)
Correct.
00:31:02.630 --> 00:31:13.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, OK. Thank you and I who do we have here for the respondents. Paul Henderson and the Department of police accountability?
00:31:17.220 --> 00:31:18.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That would be salamander, I believe.
00:31:20.310 --> 00:31:20.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:31:20.540 --> 00:31:21.560
+14*******11
Hi yes, I'm here.
00:31:22.010 --> 00:31:28.300
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK, Great Alright so we will hear from the parties it.
00:31:28.780 --> 00:31:36.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Does look like it's pretty straightforward this is a prop G calendars case we've seen several of these?
00:31:37.410 --> 00:31:42.180
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But I'm gonna go, we'll we'll go ahead and we'll hear from the parties first.
00:31:43.320 --> 00:31:48.890
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh and so when Cheryl 's ready first from the uh complaint, the petitioner.
00:31:50.470 --> 00:31:52.590
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Anonymously, you ready I am.
00:31:53.310 --> 00:31:55.060
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, you're 5 minutes.
00:31:57.600 --> 00:32:15.750
anonymous(3)
This is anonymous number 3 first of all the Department of police accountability is not a respondent. It's Paul Henderson and you should keep the caption the way I stated it only the department head as it's been discussed many times has a legal responsibility for maintaining a property calendar. It's not the department itself, so it should just say Paul Henderson.
00:32:16.890 --> 00:32:28.690
anonymous(3)
I'm not sure why the complaint as included in your packet doesn't actually have my evidence as you can see. I included the calendar on page. P 14 and then attachment, but for some reason, it wasn't included in this packet.
00:32:29.990 --> 00:32:39.560
anonymous(3)
If you looked at that you would be able to see the various entries that don't indicate the general statement of issues discussed which is illegal.
00:32:40.880 --> 00:33:09.910
anonymous(3)
And yeah, then then there were some reductions that weren't keyed as well. I also have from another source, who has provided me an entire year of Paul Anderson 's calendar. That's not subject to this complaint, but it's evidence that he Paul Anderson never complied with the propaganda live in numerous amount of entries that show that what he discusses especially with other.
00:33:10.030 --> 00:33:31.220
anonymous(3)
Politicians is not included in the counter and if it if it's like a topical meeting it'll say what it's doing. But if he's meeting with the mayor 's office. It doesn't say what he's doing if he's meeting with the chief of police and doesn't say what he's doing if he's meeting with the police commissioner doesn't say what he's doing and I don't mean to Brown Act public meeting with the police commissioner. I mean, privately with police commissioners, and yeah that's not lawful.
00:33:17.810 --> 00:33:18.300
+14*******27
You don't know.
00:33:19.710 --> 00:33:20.250
+14*******27
Completed.
00:33:22.530 --> 00:33:22.860
+14*******27
Really?
00:33:32.220 --> 00:33:53.520
anonymous(3)
But I don't yeah, I don't I. I don't really have much else to say, but I will introduce the entire one year of calendar that someone else has provided to me from a form Paul Anderson also into evidence. Though that is not subject to complaint. It will just show. You kind of the general flavor of what he does. Thank you very much.
00:33:54.850 --> 00:33:55.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
00:33:56.290 --> 00:34:01.540
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I miss monder uh do you have up to up to 5 minutes?
00:34:02.530 --> 00:34:03.560
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When Cheryl 's ready.
00:34:16.610 --> 00:34:17.770
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Miss Amanda you ready.
00:34:18.780 --> 00:34:19.200
+14*******11
Yes.
00:34:20.150 --> 00:34:20.810
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead man.
00:34:21.970 --> 00:34:24.920
+14*******11
Thank you excuse me so good evening.
00:34:25.540 --> 00:34:43.580
+14*******11
Umm there are 2 issues in this complaint, the first one, so I'll address both the first one, is not providing the place and issues discussed in the property calendar. We disagree in the complaint. There were 19 pages of calendar entries identified for examination.
00:34:44.290 --> 00:34:46.760
+14*******11
We sent a letter on April 14th.
00:34:46.940 --> 00:35:03.600
+14*******11
Uh detailing how the calendar entries on those pages did actually comply for most of those calendar entries. We believe that the details of what was discussed are evident from the meeting titles for example, if if we refer to the complaint appendix.
00:35:04.420 --> 00:35:13.490
+14*******11
Uh on Peters 445358 and 65, there were calendar entries for recurring human resources meetings that took place in the director 's office.
00:35:14.300 --> 00:35:14.850
+14*******11
Uh.
00:35:16.250 --> 00:35:29.760
+14*******11
Human resources discussions are confidential and there's no need to describe specifically what was discussed or provide reduction codes for the information that was never recorded in a calendar because it's private and confidential personnel matters.
00:35:30.430 --> 00:35:37.970
+14*******11
Uh in the interest of transparency and our letter. We did provide code sections. That detail the confidential the confidentiality.
00:35:38.730 --> 00:35:41.860
+14*******11
Uh for those types of meetings.
00:35:42.530 --> 00:35:46.640
+14*******11
And the second issue is not providing legal justification for redactions.
00:35:48.180 --> 00:35:48.590
+14*******11
So.
00:35:49.490 --> 00:36:09.960
+14*******11
Uh we were treating this as a request. This this came in as a part of a very large request for other police misconduct records and we treated this as a request for prop G calendar for the director 's prop G Calendar Excuse me under code 67.295.
00:36:10.690 --> 00:36:11.030
+14*******11
Which.
00:36:11.770 --> 00:36:14.780
+14*******11
Requires that a calendar be kept or caused to be kept.
00:36:16.090 --> 00:36:28.400
+14*******11
Here it's a little confusing because we ended up providing talent outlook calendar entries. Instead of essentially creating a new prop G calendar for purposes of responding so we did end up redacting.
00:36:29.610 --> 00:36:59.840
+14*******11
Some information from the meeting titles that were confidential. Sorry the titles. We redacted the confidential information from the titles for example, if an officer 's name who is subject to discipline was in the meeting title. We redacted that and we did not use a reduction code so in the letter that we sent on April 14th. We hope to correct that by providing the reduction code which is Penal Code 830 to 7.5.
00:37:00.850 --> 00:37:01.520
+14*******11
Thank you that's all.
00:37:02.590 --> 00:37:03.860
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, thank you.
00:37:04.910 --> 00:37:12.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we can move on to any kind of questions that the members have for the parties member.
00:37:13.160 --> 00:37:16.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Member Stein do you do you have any questions?
00:37:21.930 --> 00:37:24.230
Laura Stein (Guest)
I have a couple of questions about.
00:37:24.820 --> 00:37:35.970
Laura Stein (Guest)
This packet, which I'm gonna kind of address to the petitioner and respondent first for the petitioner. Did you submit the attachment separately?
00:37:37.460 --> 00:37:39.750
Laura Stein (Guest)
On that email that we don't have in the packet.
00:37:40.810 --> 00:37:46.300
anonymous(3)
No, I I just that was my original complaint. I don't know why it wasn't included in the packet I I have no idea.
00:37:45.220 --> 00:37:48.590
Laura Stein (Guest)
See you separately submitted the document of the attachment.
00:37:50.400 --> 00:37:51.990
anonymous(3)
I'm not sure what you mean by separately.
00:37:52.650 --> 00:38:01.080
Laura Stein (Guest)
I mean because I think in our materials. We say that if things are attachments don't assume that they will necessarily show up in a packet?
00:38:02.770 --> 00:38:10.230
Laura Stein (Guest)
But that if you want a certain document to be submitted or to appear in the packet that you submit that as a as a document.
00:38:11.620 --> 00:38:24.610
anonymous(3)
But I I I use your form and an email. So I that's that's right. I didn't in the form. It's just the description and in the email. I had the PDF. I'm not sure how else I would send the PDF except through email.
00:38:25.020 --> 00:38:25.580
anonymous(3)
Attachment.
00:38:25.690 --> 00:38:36.760
Laura Stein (Guest)
But you sent you sent a PDF has to be included in the packet OK. It wasn't just that you had an email and it just was attached there, but you didn't submit it separately.
00:38:29.240 --> 00:38:29.670
anonymous(3)
Correct.
00:38:30.960 --> 00:38:31.800
anonymous(3)
I did yes.
00:38:37.670 --> 00:38:38.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
00:38:37.680 --> 00:38:49.150
anonymous(3)
I did not send the same PDF twice also I wanna be clear, I this complaint is from March 2. On 20 before all your new before any of the new guidelines and stuff, so.
00:38:49.260 --> 00:38:58.070
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK and then I have a question for the respondent which is did you submit any documents to us. You talk about it April 14th letter? I don't see it in my packet?
00:38:58.410 --> 00:38:59.530
Laura Stein (Guest)
Did you submit any dog?
00:38:59.230 --> 00:38:59.760
+14*******11
Yes, I.
00:38:59.520 --> 00:38:59.850
Laura Stein (Guest)
It's been.
00:39:00.990 --> 00:39:03.680
+14*******11
I did I I sent a letter on April 14th.
00:39:05.290 --> 00:39:06.830
+14*******11
To the main email address?
00:39:08.550 --> 00:39:09.530
Laura Stein (Guest)
Ohh wait. No.
00:39:08.830 --> 00:39:11.360
+14*******11
I I don't remember what it's STF Yeah.
00:39:09.750 --> 00:39:09.970
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah.
00:39:13.230 --> 00:39:18.660
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, I'm just a little bit of a loss cause. These things are not not seem to be in my packet.
00:39:19.750 --> 00:39:21.670
Laura Stein (Guest)
And was there anything else that you submitted.
00:39:20.050 --> 00:39:20.710
anonymous(3)
May I
00:39:23.110 --> 00:39:28.740
Laura Stein (Guest)
For the respondent was there anything else, you submitted any other documentation like a formal response to it.
00:39:28.180 --> 00:39:35.020
+14*******11
No, I I only submitted one. One letter and I believe it was a 2 page letter. Yes, a 12 page letter on your 14th.
00:39:32.900 --> 00:39:33.130
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
00:39:37.370 --> 00:39:37.840
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
00:39:39.220 --> 00:39:40.680
Laura Stein (Guest)
That's kind of all my questions.
00:39:42.120 --> 00:39:47.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright I don't have any questions and I.
00:39:48.150 --> 00:39:50.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I do think that.
00:39:50.910 --> 00:39:54.280
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
There are missing items.
00:39:54.870 --> 00:40:04.560
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we sort of have 2 ways. We can do this one is to delay it and put it over although my inclination.
00:40:05.390 --> 00:40:06.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Would be that?
00:40:07.740 --> 00:40:12.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Because I I believe that if we can make sure we get the documents.
00:40:13.080 --> 00:40:15.130
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And we put it before the task force.
00:40:16.990 --> 00:40:17.410
+14*******27
Yeah.
00:40:17.690 --> 00:40:19.700
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The the issues are.
00:40:21.660 --> 00:40:25.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Going to be pretty clear I think that they've already.
00:40:27.130 --> 00:40:36.580
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Made the request, the responses come in. I don't know what you know the decision would be by the task force on the redactions.
00:40:37.730 --> 00:40:50.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh if if in this may be that it comes down to whether the issues are properly stated if they're keeping a proper calendar.
00:40:50.890 --> 00:40:53.030
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, I I do.
00:40:54.200 --> 00:40:56.110
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Think that we have jurisdiction.
00:40:56.920 --> 00:41:11.290
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And I do think that we know enough that we know that these are uh. Public records so my leaning would be that we go ahead and send it forth in in with a.
00:41:12.860 --> 00:41:20.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
With a note that the documents as that including the April 14th letter and the.
00:41:21.080 --> 00:41:26.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh PDF to be printed out would be included in the.
00:41:27.490 --> 00:41:30.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohd information that goes before the full task force.
00:41:31.550 --> 00:41:34.040
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK can I just think quick cash cherish bed?
00:41:31.770 --> 00:41:32.180
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So.
00:41:31.880 --> 00:41:32.150
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah.
00:41:34.410 --> 00:41:35.420
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, please.
00:41:34.670 --> 00:41:44.240
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I guess mid mounted did some metal letter. It is in response to the affirmation letters that I have been sending out per the request of Chair Wolf.
00:41:44.820 --> 00:41:45.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:41:45.830 --> 00:42:06.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And so that's what that was and and you're right it. It should have been included but that's what it is. It is a response to the affirmation letter OK and it did was it. A denial I. I assume it's a denial. But I just wanna make sure that this is not a letter where they they admitted.
00:41:56.100 --> 00:41:56.570
Laura Stein (Guest)
So.
00:42:01.710 --> 00:42:02.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
Mm-hmm.
00:42:07.520 --> 00:42:13.170
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
No, it isn't but I can quickly send it to both of you right now, so if you wanna take the quick look at it.
00:42:14.060 --> 00:42:20.130
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I you know, I I I hate to consider that here because it wasn't given to the public.
00:42:22.500 --> 00:42:24.870
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I will say that.
00:42:22.660 --> 00:42:22.970
Laura Stein (Guest)
Well.
00:42:24.170 --> 00:42:26.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If you said it that's fine.
00:42:27.430 --> 00:42:33.380
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
She does say in response to chair Wolf letter, the Department of police accountability chooses answer C.
00:42:33.980 --> 00:42:37.140
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And I can read that to you what answer see is.
00:42:38.290 --> 00:42:39.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It's a denial correct.
00:42:40.220 --> 00:42:50.970
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
It's and I wanna more allegations below. Please state an additional explanation of which the allegations. You deny and supporting evidence and or argument that is what see is.
00:42:51.550 --> 00:42:52.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK.
00:42:52.310 --> 00:42:52.910
Laura Stein (Guest)
So I
00:42:53.040 --> 00:42:54.360
Laura Stein (Guest)
I mean, I would like to say.
00:42:54.620 --> 00:43:02.980
Laura Stein (Guest)
I mean, I guess I'm asking you Cheryl did you receive this PDF with the petitioner supporting documentation about what was provided and what was redacted?
00:43:04.780 --> 00:43:05.680
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I.
00:43:06.340 --> 00:43:08.860
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That means if you can answer that now.
00:43:07.680 --> 00:43:08.070
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Here.
00:43:10.070 --> 00:43:10.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And.
00:43:21.220 --> 00:43:36.940
Laura Stein (Guest)
But I'll say in the meantime, Dean that I agree with you. I think it's we have jurisdiction, it's public records. I think it needs to go forward to the full task force but pending the inclusion of the supporting documentation from the petitioner.
00:43:38.380 --> 00:43:44.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
On March 72020, anonymous sent a request to open a new complaint.
00:43:49.340 --> 00:43:51.950
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
He wanted it to be anonymous versus Paul Henderson.
00:43:53.080 --> 00:43:57.320
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Allegations 67.29 5.
00:43:58.050 --> 00:44:00.480
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We're not recording a place issues discussed.
00:44:01.340 --> 00:44:08.210
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
it's it's 7.26 for not just a no justification with the key redaction of in the calendar. That's what he said.
00:44:09.050 --> 00:44:11.730
Laura Stein (Guest)
Did was there PDF attached that?
00:44:11.580 --> 00:44:12.930
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Uh of
00:44:12.430 --> 00:44:12.730
Laura Stein (Guest)
How?
00:44:17.570 --> 00:44:18.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, so these are.
00:44:21.130 --> 00:44:24.820
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
These are calendar entries, yeah, I don't know why that wasn't included.
00:44:24.940 --> 00:44:36.830
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, so then I would I would make a motion to forward this to the full task force with the inclusion of these 2 documents that we have, but that weren't included here, which are both the respondents.
00:44:38.030 --> 00:44:40.600
Laura Stein (Guest)
Reply and the supporting.
00:44:41.630 --> 00:44:44.680
Laura Stein (Guest)
PDF documentation for the petitioner.
00:44:46.420 --> 00:44:47.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Second.
00:44:48.310 --> 00:44:48.900
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hang on.
00:44:55.340 --> 00:44:56.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Laura can you repeat that please?
00:44:57.760 --> 00:45:00.570
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, the I would like to make a motion.
00:45:00.860 --> 00:45:01.610
Laura Stein (Guest)
That.
00:45:02.280 --> 00:45:04.020
Laura Stein (Guest)
Uh we find that.
00:45:03.260 --> 00:45:07.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Forget the task force records are public there is just jurisdiction.
00:45:07.770 --> 00:45:16.050
Laura Stein (Guest)
And that we will forward this to the full task force pending the inclusion of the petitioners supporting documentation.
00:45:17.140 --> 00:45:20.300
Laura Stein (Guest)
Which is that PDF in the email?
00:45:20.270 --> 00:45:23.330
Laura Stein (Guest)
That you have and the respondents.
00:45:25.970 --> 00:45:27.280
Laura Stein (Guest)
April 14th letter.
00:45:45.020 --> 00:45:47.280
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And that seconded by Chair Schmidt.
00:45:47.740 --> 00:45:48.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, it is.
00:45:54.710 --> 00:45:56.450
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Wanna open this up for public comment?
00:45:56.720 --> 00:45:57.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, please.
00:46:03.520 --> 00:46:05.650
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Do we have public commenters on the motion?
00:46:08.150 --> 00:46:10.790
anonymous(4)
Uh yes, please if nobody else is there.
00:46:22.320 --> 00:46:33.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I think we could go ahead. Uh we have one public commenter well actually. I want to comment too. It's second one ohh. There's a second OK, so one and 2.
00:46:26.970 --> 00:46:27.330
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:46:40.140 --> 00:46:41.260
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
So we're finally ready.
00:46:42.950 --> 00:46:44.840
anonymous(4)
Yes, I am just let me know when to start.
00:46:45.710 --> 00:46:46.410
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
00:46:47.630 --> 00:46:51.120
anonymous(4)
Although first of all can you hear me OK? Is there not everything is clear.
00:46:50.420 --> 00:46:52.600
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
No, I hear you we can hear you.
00:46:52.400 --> 00:47:09.770
anonymous(4)
But OK so this is Peter Warfieldexecutivedirectoroflibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California 94117 dash 0544.
00:47:11.230 --> 00:47:14.140
anonymous(4)
First of all I'd like to.
00:47:15.340 --> 00:47:36.800
anonymous(4)
Ask and get an answer if I can to whether the complainant will get to make public comment. This is one of and stop me. If you have an answer or want to comment. This is one of the concerns that I have with respect to your procedures generally and I know that you're changing them and reconsidering them in various stages, but
00:47:37.570 --> 00:47:42.360
anonymous(4)
perhaps this complaint, it isn't available next month, though he is today.
00:47:44.100 --> 00:47:46.170
anonymous(4)
Maybe there's some other issue that comes up.
00:47:47.550 --> 00:47:50.290
anonymous(4)
I would support in general this.
00:47:52.340 --> 00:47:54.660
anonymous(4)
Uh motion if.
00:47:55.390 --> 00:48:05.440
anonymous(4)
Is the complainant agrees that that's OK with the complainant and I would certainly ask you to solicit that opinion?
00:48:06.250 --> 00:48:06.770
anonymous(4)
Umm.
00:48:07.980 --> 00:48:08.710
anonymous(4)
The.
00:48:11.730 --> 00:48:19.100
anonymous(4)
Second thing I would ask is that there be a clear statement that this stuff be included what's been missing.
00:48:20.830 --> 00:48:21.760
anonymous(4)
Promptly.
00:48:22.420 --> 00:48:32.210
anonymous(4)
Or in a timely fashion or in some way indicate that there is a time issue and obviously you have your own rules about when the deadline is and so on, I'd hope that that would be.
00:48:41.210 --> 00:48:44.930
anonymous(4)
Really clarify that this needs to be handled expeditiously.
00:48:46.450 --> 00:48:50.670
anonymous(4)
So that we don't have something similar happening yet again.
00:48:51.720 --> 00:48:52.610
anonymous(4)
Thanks very much.
00:48:53.980 --> 00:48:56.820
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you we have a second public comment.
00:48:57.580 --> 00:48:58.730
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When when she's ready.
00:49:08.030 --> 00:49:08.860
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you ready Sir?
00:49:11.400 --> 00:49:17.570
anonymous(2)
Yes, hi my name is Terry Yes, my name is Sergio Serena if I'm a resident of San Francisco.
00:49:11.410 --> 00:49:12.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Stern.
00:49:17.890 --> 00:49:34.980
anonymous(2)
Text there and I want to say that this is really a shameful behavior of the Department of police accountability. I have read the complaint and it's an egregious of the San Francisco change their behavior is religious violations.
00:49:35.240 --> 00:49:56.950
anonymous(2)
It's Good Sunshine Ordinance and as a taxpayer for many years, Francisco. I'm insulted by the fact that the is the money. A lot of good residents of San Francisco goes to finance really corrupt and incompetent agency of the Department of police accountability.
00:49:57.760 --> 00:49:58.390
anonymous(2)
Thank you.
00:49:59.020 --> 00:50:03.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you alright alright let's move to a vote.
00:50:16.930 --> 00:50:17.720
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Number Stein.
00:50:18.130 --> 00:50:18.740
Laura Stein (Guest)
Hi.
00:50:19.330 --> 00:50:20.890
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
For sign it, you're Schmidt.
00:50:21.300 --> 00:50:21.790
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Bye.
00:50:22.430 --> 00:50:37.130
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Your Schmidt eye move by member Stein seconded by cherish Schmidt to forward the matter to the task force at the records are public that there is jurisdiction pending the inclusion of the petitioner supporting documentation and the respondents April 14 letter.
00:50:40.460 --> 00:50:42.040
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Like is that right remember Stein.
00:50:45.240 --> 00:50:53.260
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yes, you did, and just just you know, we already have these in our possession. So it shouldn't be it shouldn't take any time at all to include them right.
00:50:54.290 --> 00:50:55.340
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
No, it didn't at all.
00:50:55.680 --> 00:50:56.180
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
00:50:56.550 --> 00:51:02.720
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry I mean, these cases are and I. I apologize the petitioner because these cases are like 3 years old.
00:51:04.410 --> 00:51:06.050
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And I thought I had everything in there.
00:51:04.800 --> 00:51:05.040
Laura Stein (Guest)
Right.
00:51:07.050 --> 00:51:08.300
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And I clearly didn't so.
00:51:07.390 --> 00:51:07.640
Laura Stein (Guest)
Right.
00:51:08.320 --> 00:51:14.410
Laura Stein (Guest)
Well, I think in this case, we had enough to move it forward. So we're not slowing it down at all, and we're just making sure that the.
00:51:14.540 --> 00:51:18.370
Laura Stein (Guest)
It's complete when it goes to the full task force mm-hmm OK.
00:51:18.100 --> 00:51:18.360
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah.
00:51:19.780 --> 00:51:24.250
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We already excuse me are we ready for the next item yes.
00:51:25.260 --> 00:51:45.550
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 5 phone number 20064 complaint filed by anonymous against the police Commission for allegedly violating administrative code. Section 6721 B by failing to respond to a records request in a timely manner, and 6725 V Declaration of a 14 day instead of a 10 day extension.
00:51:26.210 --> 00:51:26.620
+14*******27
I don't.
00:51:47.760 --> 00:51:55.850
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK uh for the police Commission. I do we have someone to speak here today?
00:51:58.850 --> 00:51:59.730
+14*******61
Yes. Can you hear me?
00:52:00.350 --> 00:52:00.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
00:52:01.730 --> 00:52:02.890
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Could you give us your?
00:52:02.220 --> 00:52:03.350
+14*******61
OK, Yes Sergeant.
00:52:04.370 --> 00:52:06.320
+14*******61
So I think young blood from the police Commission.
00:52:06.880 --> 00:52:14.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK Great Alright, we have another case from the year 2000 as as Cheryl has noted.
00:52:17.230 --> 00:52:19.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh so let's see if we can.
00:52:19.740 --> 00:52:31.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Move this thing forward we will start with statements from the petitioner and then the respondent so first anonymous number 3.
00:52:34.000 --> 00:52:35.710
anonymous(3)
Thank you very much let me know when I may begin.
00:52:34.200 --> 00:52:34.750
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you?
00:52:34.330 --> 00:52:34.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Which.
00:52:36.220 --> 00:52:36.660
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
00:52:36.270 --> 00:52:36.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
00:52:37.580 --> 00:52:38.370
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you ready Sir?
00:52:39.020 --> 00:52:39.450
anonymous(3)
I am
00:52:40.980 --> 00:52:41.570
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
00:52:42.400 --> 00:52:58.970
anonymous(3)
thank you very much. This is an anonymous number 3. I'm actually somewhat confused as to why this case is on the hearing calendar. My understanding and I maybe I don't. Maybe I don't understand the new process is there was like a no contest letter from the police Commission.
00:52:49.780 --> 00:52:50.000
anonymous
Right.
00:53:00.410 --> 00:53:04.650
anonymous(3)
And so I I'm actually not sure why the police Commission has to be here or why I have to be here, but
00:53:06.050 --> 00:53:09.110
anonymous(3)
that whatever happened there here anyway.
00:53:12.290 --> 00:53:32.520
anonymous(3)
If if if the sole issue and I'll go back and look through now, what they've actually produced because they produced records after the complaint with files if the if I have all the records and there's nothing in there that anything else that I need from them that I need you to order them to produce. I'm just gonna drop the complaint if the only thing that they did is they claim in their no.
00:53:33.540 --> 00:53:49.980
anonymous(3)
No contest letter that they made a mistake by sending the wrong type of extension. Now, if that's true and I go back and see that there are no there is no missing records. Then I will just close the complaint. Everything else is in the letters. I don't know if you can explain anything. Thank you very much.
00:53:51.650 --> 00:53:51.920
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright.
00:53:53.630 --> 00:54:02.320
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I let me let me get then ask you because it sounds like you're inclined to to dismiss this.
00:54:03.380 --> 00:54:04.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And.
00:54:04.670 --> 00:54:06.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If that's the case.
00:54:07.020 --> 00:54:18.890
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We don't necessarily need to go forward is there something anonymous that you need to to do here because otherwise I'd I'd say, we schedule, it to go to the task force.
00:54:20.270 --> 00:54:22.020
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do you wanna dismiss this matter?
00:54:22.930 --> 00:54:43.340
anonymous(3)
I I can't I can't tell you now because then I can't undismayed it so I need to go and review their letter and compare it to all the all what they've produced and if the only issue is as they state that they sent me the wrong type deadline for extension and they have fully produced the records then I will close it by email to Miss Lejeune whenever I figure that out.
00:54:43.920 --> 00:54:44.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:54:44.230 --> 00:54:44.750
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
00:54:44.810 --> 00:54:45.210
+14*******27
Something.
00:54:48.770 --> 00:54:51.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Miss remember Stein.
00:54:51.270 --> 00:54:58.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I should we consider continuing this matter, so that I anonymous can.
00:54:59.370 --> 00:55:00.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
00:55:00.890 --> 00:55:01.560
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do that.
00:55:02.690 --> 00:55:07.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do that process do you do you I? I'm just trying to be efficient here?
00:55:12.960 --> 00:55:25.750
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, I mean, I wonder is that the most efficient or would it be better to just forward it. You know, we have an affirmation essentially from the police Commission that there was a you know 67.21 B.
00:55:26.550 --> 00:55:38.390
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know violation and sort of a 67.25 B. You know due to whatever circumstances. But they affirm it and I would almost wanna just say like say that we'll move it forward.
00:55:39.380 --> 00:55:40.080
Laura Stein (Guest)
But.
00:55:40.980 --> 00:55:45.380
Laura Stein (Guest)
Uh with the note that it's likely to be dropped if OK.
00:55:45.360 --> 00:55:52.810
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, we it can be pulled out, then but we don't really slow it down if it if for some reason all the documents haven't been produced.
00:55:53.860 --> 00:55:54.590
Laura Stein (Guest)
If it's just.
00:55:53.870 --> 00:56:03.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I agree with I agree with you. I let's let's then go ahead with it and let's hear from the respondent and then we can figure out what?
00:56:04.620 --> 00:56:13.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, then we'll we'll talk about if we have any questions, Etcetera Etcetera. Thank you responded when Cheryl 's ready, we can hear from you.
00:56:10.990 --> 00:56:11.260
Laura Stein (Guest)
I've
00:56:15.230 --> 00:56:16.530
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
It's hard to hear what Are you ready?
00:56:18.520 --> 00:56:18.990
+14*******61
I'm ready.
00:56:19.980 --> 00:56:20.630
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
go ahead Sir.
00:56:22.880 --> 00:56:32.540
+14*******61
There's really not much more to say. I did forward the letter of no contest the wrong template was chosen chosen when responding to anonymous.
00:56:34.110 --> 00:56:47.090
+14*******61
And it was the 14 day extension instead of the rolling basis. I was waiting for one last commissioner to submit their emails and they weren't submitted until after that date so.
00:56:47.990 --> 00:56:58.300
+14*******61
I think you read my in my statement that I was actually sick at home that day and did it from home and just chose the wrong template so that's it all right. Thank you.
00:56:59.470 --> 00:57:00.910
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I so.
00:57:02.380 --> 00:57:08.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I don't think I have any questions remember Stein anything for the parties.
00:57:08.520 --> 00:57:29.870
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, I just have a question for Anonymous, which is how long do you think it would take you to confirm that you have everything that you asked for because I might like to put a time limit and say something like we move this forward unless we hear within the next 2 weeks that anonymous wants to drop it. So I'm just wondering what time period would make sense to you.
00:57:31.130 --> 00:57:34.560
anonymous(3)
Uh 2 weeks is just fine, I can definitely figure it out within then so.
00:57:35.770 --> 00:57:36.580
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, thank you.
00:57:39.330 --> 00:57:40.020
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright.
00:57:42.470 --> 00:57:58.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well, I it is a case where we have uh jurisdiction and these are these are public records. I there may you know the anonymous number 3 May already be satisfied, but we're not sure yet with the response.
00:57:59.200 --> 00:58:06.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I it seems like everything is here, so that we probably would just go ahead and.
00:58:06.930 --> 00:58:15.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Schedule is before the full task force and uh. I'd see if it gets resolved before IA hearing of that kind.
00:58:16.570 --> 00:58:23.940
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh so I have a client to make a motion that we've we find jurisdiction.
00:58:25.190 --> 00:58:28.560
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Are there are public records and?
00:58:29.540 --> 00:58:32.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
There are violations which.
00:58:34.800 --> 00:58:38.450
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well, I'm sorry I in recommend.
00:58:39.190 --> 00:58:45.280
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
A confirmation of violation of 21 B and 25 B.
00:58:46.610 --> 00:58:53.420
Laura Stein (Guest)
I would just wanna add that we move it forward. Unless we hear within the next 2 weeks that the petitioner wants to drop it as well.
00:58:53.970 --> 00:58:56.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's fine, let's add that to the motion.
00:58:58.710 --> 00:59:00.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry I didn't hear that I'm never signed.
00:59:02.640 --> 00:59:23.380
Laura Stein (Guest)
So something like we find jurisdiction that these records are public and that we move to move. It forward to the full task force unless we hear within the next 2 weeks that the petitioner wants to drop it. Otherwise, we confirm violations of 67.21 B and 67.25 B as they you know since they've been affirmed.
00:59:31.470 --> 00:59:33.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And that is that is all.
00:59:34.870 --> 00:59:37.720
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That will be all part of my motion Cheryl.
00:59:39.580 --> 00:59:41.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, second by.
00:59:43.870 --> 00:59:45.230
Laura Stein (Guest)
I second it? Yeah.
00:59:48.220 --> 00:59:50.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we can, we can move to public comment.
01:00:00.270 --> 01:00:02.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We have public commenters on the motion.
01:00:09.580 --> 01:00:11.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Any public comment on this motion.
01:00:14.270 --> 01:00:19.780
anonymous(4)
The motion is to move it forward unless you're hear in 2 weeks time or within 2 weeks from the.
01:00:20.990 --> 01:00:22.590
anonymous(4)
Complaining that he wants to drop it.
01:00:22.980 --> 01:00:25.540
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, that that we advances to the task force.
01:00:27.720 --> 01:00:28.450
anonymous(4)
OK, well.
01:00:27.760 --> 01:00:31.940
Laura Stein (Guest)
And essentially with the recommendation to find violations of.
01:00:33.250 --> 01:00:35.440
Laura Stein (Guest)
2 sections of the Sunshine Ordinance.
01:00:33.300 --> 01:00:33.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:00:38.790 --> 01:00:39.870
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do we have public comment.
01:00:38.810 --> 01:00:40.080
anonymous(4)
Public comments then please.
01:00:41.210 --> 01:00:43.080
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry, Mister Warfield did you wanna make public?
01:00:42.780 --> 01:00:43.030
anonymous(4)
Yeah.
01:00:43.820 --> 01:00:44.590
anonymous(4)
Yes, please.
01:00:49.790 --> 01:00:50.190
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
All right.
01:00:51.890 --> 01:00:55.820
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I will let Mister Warfield go forward. If we have other public commenters, they will be so named.
01:00:56.130 --> 01:00:56.620
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:00:57.250 --> 01:00:58.960
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, Mister Warfield Are you ready.
01:00:59.620 --> 01:00:59.990
anonymous(4)
Yes.
01:01:00.930 --> 01:01:01.630
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
01:01:02.770 --> 01:01:05.560
anonymous(4)
Thank you, it's Peter Warfield again for.
01:01:05.940 --> 01:01:07.810
anonymous(4)
Uh library users.
01:01:08.890 --> 01:01:09.790
anonymous(4)
Sociation.
01:01:12.140 --> 01:01:32.320
anonymous(4)
Library users 2000 four@yahoo.com and also PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California. 94117 dash 0544. We're not a party to this, but case and we're not particularly familiar with the details. But there is a whole new procedure in place. It's certainly new to.
01:01:33.130 --> 01:01:33.570
anonymous(4)
Uh.
01:01:34.390 --> 01:01:35.490
anonymous(4)
Relatively new.
01:01:37.210 --> 01:01:47.060
anonymous(4)
I've had difficulty finding documentation of the procedure when it was in development and or the process of being I guess adopted.
01:01:48.640 --> 01:01:52.270
anonymous(4)
One of the things that I think is very important is that?
01:01:55.230 --> 01:01:56.800
anonymous(4)
The law be taken seriously.
01:01:57.950 --> 01:02:00.580
anonymous(4)
And that you also stick with.
01:02:01.680 --> 01:02:06.130
anonymous(4)
And are aware of and act on.
01:02:07.050 --> 01:02:22.400
anonymous(4)
A larger duty to basically watchdog open government citywide and do the things that you are commanded to do in Section 6730 and beyond. One of the most important things and I think that has to happen is that?
01:02:24.080 --> 01:02:53.970
anonymous(4)
And it sometimes does, but it's important, and that is to understand for you to get an understanding of how did this violation occur? There's here a clear violation and it seems as though people are shrugging it off as some kind of a minor mix up and maybe that's in fact, what it is. But what causes mixups like this? What is the reason for this are the forms confusing? Do they look the same? Did somebody reach in and think they were getting form and accidentally got form B?
01:02:54.290 --> 01:02:56.400
anonymous(4)
Is there something that needs to be done about that?
01:02:57.440 --> 01:03:02.760
anonymous(4)
Umm and then there's also the question of how often does this happen if the complaint were to go away.
01:03:03.700 --> 01:03:09.270
anonymous(4)
They're basically be no really formal final record of what happened and why it happened.
01:03:10.390 --> 01:03:20.320
anonymous(4)
And I think that's important, I'm not saying This is what's gonna happen, but conceivably the next time. Some other mix up might cause a violation and another mix up and another mix up.
01:03:22.440 --> 01:03:29.910
anonymous(4)
But there wouldn't have been any order of determination to mitigate or eliminate the possibility of this happening again.
01:03:28.140 --> 01:03:28.600
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Second.
01:03:31.320 --> 01:03:44.580
anonymous(4)
And there might be something or things that should or could be done, perhaps on your end. But, perhaps on the respondents end to prevent this sort of thing or similar things from happening.
01:03:45.490 --> 01:03:50.240
anonymous(4)
Again and that's what I think is very important for you, not to lose sight of.
01:03:51.150 --> 01:04:04.370
anonymous(4)
Uh when you're dealing with these complaints and that is not only was there or was there, not a violation or even did the complaint and think so. But what was the cause of it? How did it happen and is there a problem there thanks very much?
01:04:00.820 --> 01:04:01.860
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Your time is up there.
01:04:03.590 --> 01:04:04.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
01:04:05.510 --> 01:04:06.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
01:04:07.360 --> 01:04:09.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's I think we're ready for a vote.
01:04:21.460 --> 01:04:22.190
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Jeff Smith.
01:04:22.630 --> 01:04:23.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Hi.
01:04:23.850 --> 01:04:25.450
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Your Schmidt I remember seeing.
01:04:30.590 --> 01:04:31.540
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, I think you're on mute.
01:04:37.670 --> 01:04:39.020
Laura Stein (Guest)
Sorry, I.
01:04:39.520 --> 01:04:57.060
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, great. Thank you move by chair Schmidt seconded by member Stein to find that these are public records that there is jurisdiction and recommend a confirmation of violations of 6721 B and 6725 B and to move the matter to the task force.
01:05:05.280 --> 01:05:08.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Those are the 2 violations member Stein I think I.
01:05:08.290 --> 01:05:11.110
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, and you said the 2 week pending right.
01:05:11.970 --> 01:05:14.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, there was something about the 2 weeks.
01:05:20.420 --> 01:05:22.110
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Cheryl Yeah, I hear you.
01:05:22.350 --> 01:05:23.650
Laura Stein (Guest)
Like can you beat it one more time?
01:05:26.320 --> 01:05:43.900
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Moved by chair Schmidt seconded by member Stein to find that the records are public. There is jurisdiction to move to the task force and recommend violations of 6721 B and 6725 B and let's see everything 's scheduled.
01:05:45.900 --> 01:05:48.090
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
And that the petitioner should.
01:05:49.370 --> 01:05:53.170
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Review the records within the next 2 weeks to see if they have everything is that correct.
01:05:53.500 --> 01:06:01.360
Laura Stein (Guest)
Well, it's really to move it forward. Unless we hear within the next 2 weeks that the petitioner wants to drop it.
01:06:04.090 --> 01:06:10.490
Laura Stein (Guest)
I would put that before you mentioned like otherwise send it to the task force for to confirm violations.
01:06:12.340 --> 01:06:22.120
Laura Stein (Guest)
Because this never needs to go anywhere if it's dropped. So if we hear from the petitioner. Let's move. It forward unless we hear from the petitioner within the next 2 weeks that they want to drop it.
01:06:42.430 --> 01:06:53.330
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Alright I'll read it as one more time move by cherish Schmidt seconded by member Stein to move the matter forward and that within the next 2 weeks.
01:06:54.130 --> 01:06:58.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Petitioner should inform that task force administrator if they wanna drop the case.
01:06:59.520 --> 01:07:03.710
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
If not these records are public there is jurisdiction and recommend a.
01:07:04.720 --> 01:07:11.300
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That this case moved to the task force with violations of 6721 B and 6725 B.
01:07:12.140 --> 01:07:13.500
Laura Stein (Guest)
I think that about captures it.
01:07:17.410 --> 01:07:18.130
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Sounds good.
01:07:22.040 --> 01:07:23.030
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
01:07:24.300 --> 01:07:26.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So when you're ready Cheryl will move to the.
01:07:28.270 --> 01:07:31.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Nominally, too, severe anov cases.
01:07:40.130 --> 01:07:42.270
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK let's see.
01:07:43.320 --> 01:08:01.260
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 6 while number 22014 complaint filed by Sergei is Marinov against Lieutenant Lynn Riley and the Police Department for allegedly violating administrative code. Section 6721 B by failing to respond to any public workers request in a timely and are complete manner.
01:08:02.580 --> 01:08:17.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Did we wanna hear wanna hear them? Separately, correct cheer cheer Schmidt? Yeah, what? I believe that we were sort of bound to hear them separately. I would say that I don't see that there's any difference. There may be 2 different.
01:08:18.380 --> 01:08:34.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Code violations alleged but that doesn't mean that doesn't need to make it into 2 separate cases. And so let's go ahead with 22014 but I will just tell the parties that.
01:08:35.340 --> 01:08:38.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I don't think there's gonna be anything.
01:08:39.270 --> 01:08:40.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Significant to say.
01:08:42.670 --> 01:08:43.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Which would
01:08:44.460 --> 01:08:55.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Which would make it that we would do anything differently with the second case but let's just start with the first case and and and and resolve that first.
01:08:52.450 --> 01:08:52.900
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK?
01:08:55.230 --> 01:08:57.360
Laura Stein (Guest)
Can I say one thing though? Yes.
01:08:57.400 --> 01:09:13.430
Laura Stein (Guest)
I feel like part of our job should be that if we think it needs to be combined that it be combined before it goes to the full task force. I would hate for the full task force to have to go through the same process if it's really you know, one complaint with multiple violations so I.
01:09:12.860 --> 01:09:13.300
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
That you can.
01:09:14.390 --> 01:09:14.660
Laura Stein (Guest)
Hmm.
01:09:14.660 --> 01:09:15.650
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry go ahead.
01:09:16.170 --> 01:09:28.240
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yes, I wonder if there's a way to make like I don't know to make sure that it gets combined or whether we recommend combining it or something if that's what we think should happen if I would put that in the motion.
01:09:28.470 --> 01:09:32.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, that's fine with me, I I think that.
01:09:33.640 --> 01:09:35.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I think Victor said we can't.
01:09:36.730 --> 01:09:37.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh.
01:09:38.400 --> 01:09:45.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We can't fuse them in any way whether it's a combination of consolidation or coordination.
01:09:38.620 --> 01:09:38.980
Laura Stein (Guest)
Well.
01:09:46.120 --> 01:09:54.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I don't think we have the power to do anything other than hear them separately. But I'm I'm willing to be convinced otherwise.
01:09:52.510 --> 01:09:53.550
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'm saying yeah.
01:09:54.630 --> 01:10:04.670
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'm saying that we may hear them separately, but I think we should recommend that it be combined before the full task force and I think Victor said. We can't combine them without getting the permission of the.
01:10:05.570 --> 01:10:23.400
Laura Stein (Guest)
Complaining or the respondent but the petitioner in their letter says these should be combined, and the respondent essentially writes the same letter for both cases, so maybe we should ask them as part of our discussion whether they are willing to combine them OK. Let's do that. Alright Yes,
01:10:17.040 --> 01:10:17.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:10:23.470 --> 01:10:24.980
Young, Victor (BOS)
Your skin is to.
01:10:25.780 --> 01:10:42.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Maybe have the party withdraw one of the files and just Add all that information into the other file alright or add their complaint to the other file. Let's do that. Yeah, I'm sorry, Victor did I catch you off.
01:10:35.130 --> 01:10:35.730
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's like.
01:10:37.590 --> 01:10:37.990
Young, Victor (BOS)
But.
01:10:42.290 --> 01:10:42.790
Young, Victor (BOS)
No no.
01:10:43.470 --> 01:10:44.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I.
01:10:43.830 --> 01:10:46.220
Young, Victor (BOS)
It's just it would be easier, the easiest.
01:10:46.940 --> 01:11:00.300
Young, Victor (BOS)
Let's stressful method is just to have the complaint withdraw one and Add all the information to the other file and make sure all the allegations are in one file and just withdraw the other OK. That's what we're gonna do.
01:10:56.430 --> 01:10:56.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:11:00.760 --> 01:11:07.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Hi Mister, Severino if you've heard our discussion, we would like to.
01:11:06.260 --> 01:11:06.620
anonymous(6)
Yeah.
01:11:08.350 --> 01:11:16.070
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I combine everything into the same file I I don't know if there was any.
01:11:16.190 --> 01:11:25.140
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh real reason that this would have become 2 files it. It can easily be part of the same complaint are you willing to.
01:11:25.700 --> 01:11:33.530
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohd I take everything in 22020 and just put it into 014 and we hear it all together.
01:11:34.610 --> 01:11:38.750
anonymous(6)
Well absolutely not. It is a very important.
01:11:39.080 --> 01:12:10.210
anonymous(6)
After that this 2 cases be heard. Separately, the first case, the first met in front of you is 22014. It's about the failure. To actually disclose the records, but Sunshine Ordinance imposes another very important obligation on their agencies of San Francisco to assist the petitioners in finding the records and that's a completely different obligation. That's dealt with a separate section of Sunshine Ordinance.
01:12:10.920 --> 01:12:13.070
anonymous(6)
Uh, which is subject subject.
01:12:14.080 --> 01:12:16.680
anonymous(6)
See of
01:12:17.900 --> 01:12:28.530
anonymous(6)
67. Well, it's a different subsection. I don't want to take your more more of time. So it's a different in important function of the sunshine or in the so I'd like that to be heard.
01:12:30.370 --> 01:12:32.180
anonymous(6)
Separately, and it's a matter of principle.
01:12:33.040 --> 01:12:43.180
Laura Stein (Guest)
But can I just ask Mister Sever and I've are you aware that we can consider violations of both of those sections in the same case.
01:12:44.100 --> 01:12:45.610
Laura Stein (Guest)
Like we can look at what was
01:12:44.160 --> 01:12:45.880
anonymous(6)
Well, at 4:00 their public.
01:12:46.690 --> 01:12:53.660
anonymous(6)
I think it's very for the public to identify their duty to assist the.
01:12:54.280 --> 01:13:07.250
anonymous(5)
and provide a list of all the records whether they're exempt or not which is which is imposed by Section C, as a principle important and different matter.
01:13:10.660 --> 01:13:11.090
Laura Stein (Guest)
I.
01:13:12.590 --> 01:13:17.570
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, Umm I I don't think that's correct, but if you wanna keep them separate we can keep them separate.
01:13:18.550 --> 01:13:20.900
anonymous(5)
I don't think you and Me will ever agree on anything.
01:13:22.900 --> 01:13:30.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We we will keep them separate for now, I will say that I don't understand.
01:13:31.430 --> 01:14:00.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I exactly why these became 2 separate numbers, even if in the future. Even if Mister Severov requested that they be 2 case numbers. I believe that it's a task force 's job to instruct him at the outset that no they would all be combined into one hearing but since that was not done let's.
01:14:01.000 --> 01:14:10.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's do 22014 and we may make a recommendation to consolidate but I think that's all we can do here today so.
01:14:12.280 --> 01:14:12.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
01:14:14.230 --> 01:14:16.740
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
With unless member Stein.
01:14:16.820 --> 01:14:17.300
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh.
01:14:19.150 --> 01:14:23.110
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It has anything else in terms of the the handling of the matter.
01:14:24.150 --> 01:14:27.740
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let me just check if someone here for the Police Department.
01:14:31.400 --> 01:14:35.340
anonymous
Lieutenant when Riley San Francisco police OK great thank you.
01:14:33.040 --> 01:14:33.450
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
01:14:38.210 --> 01:14:47.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I think uh we're ready to go ahead and hear from the parties. We will hear first from the petitioner Mister Severino.
01:14:49.250 --> 01:14:50.570
anonymous(5)
How much I have?
01:14:51.760 --> 01:14:53.850
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But you have up to 5 minutes.
01:14:54.570 --> 01:14:57.510
anonymous(5)
Alright, thank you alright so.
01:14:56.550 --> 01:14:57.220
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I is
01:14:57.900 --> 01:14:59.980
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
excuse me, Sir Are you ready to begin speaking.
01:15:01.670 --> 01:15:02.990
anonymous(5)
OK, I can start.
01:15:03.570 --> 01:15:04.030
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
01:15:04.410 --> 01:15:22.710
anonymous(5)
OK, so first I would like to refer you to pages 102103 of the packets for my statement Committee on this matter. I also asked you to read my request for records included in the packet it's on page 7475 in which I requested all records.
01:15:23.610 --> 01:15:34.660
anonymous(5)
Myself my family and my residents, so it's a broad request for any records concerning dealing mentioning or referencing us or?
01:15:35.070 --> 01:16:06.960
anonymous(5)
That's I I would also want to say that the packet for my matter is prepared extremely incompetently as several documents and submissions are inserted repeatedly. This is a drawback, which can make the presentation of this matter very confusing. So let me now comment on the substance. We are an immigrant family in San Francisco myself, my wife and my children and living in San Francisco for over 20 years and over this time, we have been harassed intimidated insulted with racial slurs.
01:16:07.040 --> 01:16:08.870
anonymous(5)
Abused and racially profiled by.
01:16:09.520 --> 01:16:26.620
anonymous(5)
This couple is department as a PE we have filed multiple complaints about SFPD with San Francisco Office of citizens. Complaints originally and now GPA Department of political accountability over the some of these interactions were on methods that involve criminal components and some of them were.
01:16:27.280 --> 01:16:49.550
anonymous(5)
Get any way such as traffic situation traffic accidents and access to public facilities. SFPD now SFPD is a racist violent. Bigoted Anti Immigrant organization inspired by hatred towards minorities and people like us who they think do not fit the not my words. It's known that FPD has many police officers standing.
01:16:50.240 --> 01:17:12.440
anonymous(5)
So just and I have included articles about this from Los Angeles Times and times attached. We have interacted and been insulted and abused by the officers mentioned by those articles having been repeatedly victimized by separation. We want to know what records SPD keeps on us and we want to have.
01:17:13.240 --> 01:17:43.190
anonymous(5)
Those records as the rights accordingly, I have submitted my broad request for records. The FBI, which is in your packet on February 1222. I did this in a response as APD had refused to release any records. Their response reveals that not only they have refused to release records they haven't done any search to justify their refusal to do. The search for the record have impermissibly narrowed down the interpretation of my request for it stating I quote.
01:17:43.270 --> 01:17:47.030
anonymous(5)
They're SPG interprets your request for criminal history records on the.
01:17:47.790 --> 01:17:53.480
anonymous(5)
Individuals grammatically this sentence is incorrect, but that's what it is.
01:17:54.190 --> 01:17:54.660
anonymous(5)
Uh.
01:17:56.120 --> 01:17:58.560
anonymous(5)
And educated illiterate I.
01:17:59.280 --> 01:18:09.930
anonymous(5)
Racist violent organization, SFPD has no right to narrow my request in which I ended all records broadly. We're dealing with me and my wife and my family and my residents.
01:18:10.940 --> 01:18:11.370
anonymous(5)
And.
01:18:11.610 --> 01:18:21.610
anonymous(5)
At no search has been done by the SPD. SPD has all an obligation to keep reductions and withholding to and animum so they're broad reference to section of a criminal.
01:18:22.340 --> 01:18:24.670
anonymous(5)
Is cannot serve as a?
01:18:25.870 --> 01:18:33.060
anonymous(5)
Justification there was any other records now finally San Francisco also San Francisco challenge fans all the.
01:18:33.930 --> 01:18:44.530
anonymous(5)
Assumes that all records are public so SD is obligated to make the search and then make a determination, but they have not really made any search as their.
01:18:45.990 --> 01:18:52.330
anonymous(5)
Reveals so they are failing to do a search and analyze the records is the most egregious violation of the law.
01:18:53.530 --> 01:18:56.040
anonymous(5)
Finally, what I want to say is that?
01:18:57.770 --> 01:19:26.920
anonymous(5)
FDA also has no right to reform it to a different procedure to request their records. My request to SFPD for all public records is valid and they not excuse for them. It's an invalid excuse for them to refer me to a different feature. The last thing I want to say that on page 153 of the pack. The I provide an example of existing public record, which should have been disclosed by SPD, but had not been disclosed.
01:19:27.400 --> 01:19:34.340
anonymous(5)
This is a record created by CPD officer daca number number 303.
01:19:33.200 --> 01:19:34.100
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
30 seconds
01:19:35.260 --> 01:19:41.430
anonymous(5)
and this is a record, which I want you to carefully examine because it's a record, which is.
01:19:42.590 --> 01:19:59.160
anonymous(5)
But Idle Office of the city and complain but it's a form that belongs to the it's a blank form filled out by office. Apadaca from the SFPD and that's a public that's in SFPD and it has been released to me by DPA thank you.
01:19:59.950 --> 01:20:05.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you alright I I responded you have up to 5 minutes when Cheryl 's ready.
01:20:07.930 --> 01:20:09.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
A Lieutenant Riley.
01:20:12.520 --> 01:20:14.140
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Doesn't it really? Are you ready to begin?
01:20:15.220 --> 01:20:15.970
anonymous
Yes, ma'am.
01:20:16.830 --> 01:20:17.320
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
01:20:20.920 --> 01:20:48.010
anonymous
The San Francisco Police Department is in receipt of both complaints filed by Sergey sunburn off with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force alleging that San Francisco police violated administrative code Sunshine Ordinance Section 67.1 by failing to respond to a public records request and timely manner. The timely indoor complete manner. The complete was received on March 10th 1022.
01:20:49.480 --> 01:21:00.520
anonymous
With the PD received new knobs immediate disclosure request on February 15th and we provided a timely response February 16th.
01:21:01.520 --> 01:21:04.210
anonymous
STD stands by its initial response.
01:21:05.120 --> 01:21:13.950
anonymous
The request or seeks every records, including arrest records regarding the listed persons reference individuals.
01:21:15.300 --> 01:21:19.640
anonymous
As a PDF interprets and this request for criminal History Records.
01:21:20.270 --> 01:21:27.420
anonymous
That information is protected from public disclosure this went to the Penal Code 11105.
01:21:28.490 --> 01:21:31.720
anonymous
Furthermore, SFPD supplemented its response.
01:21:32.720 --> 01:21:33.540
anonymous
The letter.
01:21:34.210 --> 01:21:38.560
anonymous
Dated March 17th providing instructions on how to obtain.
01:21:39.260 --> 01:21:43.880
anonymous
His phone female history records through the ID section of the SPD.
01:21:45.480 --> 01:21:53.430
anonymous
Please note this is this process is not through public records request. As for any records, including rest records.
01:21:54.120 --> 01:21:56.240
anonymous
Money other referenced individuals.
01:21:57.230 --> 01:22:12.000
anonymous
Uh referenced in the public records request a 50 interprets this request also for criminal history records that information is protected from public disclosure disclosure persuaded to the Penal Code 11105.
01:22:14.000 --> 01:22:14.610
anonymous
Ohm.
01:22:16.560 --> 01:22:23.100
anonymous
And we submitted some supportive documents to the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force for consideration.
01:22:25.290 --> 01:22:27.080
anonymous
I would just like to add that.
01:22:27.960 --> 01:22:31.630
anonymous
We assist numerous people, many times a day.
01:22:32.310 --> 01:22:39.370
anonymous
We redirect people this is not a one stop shop so to speak and save the public request.
01:22:40.090 --> 01:22:43.460
anonymous
Come through legal division and we have many other entities.
01:22:44.150 --> 01:22:45.820
anonymous
Which we can assist?
01:22:46.530 --> 01:22:47.730
anonymous
It's individual with.
01:22:50.570 --> 01:22:51.090
anonymous
Thank you.
01:22:53.080 --> 01:22:54.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, thank you.
01:22:55.000 --> 01:23:16.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh so we moved to questioning of the of the parties remember Stein do you have any questions to start with yeah? I have a few questions for the respondent my first is? Why did you assume that the petitioner was only asking for criminal records?
01:23:19.970 --> 01:23:20.870
anonymous
Like Levinstein,
01:23:21.990 --> 01:23:31.080
anonymous
you know, I did not personally look at all these complaints initially in February, oh excuse me the request in February.
01:23:32.110 --> 01:23:36.780
anonymous
But after reviewing the documentation and the list of persons attack.
01:23:38.040 --> 01:23:38.730
anonymous
To this.
01:23:40.360 --> 01:23:41.140
anonymous
Request.
01:23:42.910 --> 01:23:47.620
anonymous
Absolutely any information that would be obtained for all these persons.
01:23:49.040 --> 01:23:50.990
anonymous
Could be done through the ID Bureau?
01:23:54.190 --> 01:23:55.040
anonymous
So I
01:23:55.740 --> 01:24:04.960
anonymous
you know you're asking me. Why did I interpret that as criminal records. It's a lightning a litany of things that is or people that are listed on the street quest.
01:24:05.700 --> 01:24:09.060
anonymous
And while they're information, which can't be released.
01:24:12.480 --> 01:24:13.520
anonymous
Yeah, so.
01:24:16.220 --> 01:24:17.120
anonymous
Based on that.
01:24:18.660 --> 01:24:21.030
anonymous
Please report to cetera I don't know.
01:24:24.380 --> 01:24:32.360
anonymous
Will get buried in paperwork and we're not able to you know have a conversation with somebody. Instead we have complaints but that's where we are so.
01:24:33.920 --> 01:24:34.810
Laura Stein (Guest)
Was any?
01:24:34.260 --> 01:24:34.880
anonymous
I don't think that.
01:24:36.150 --> 01:24:39.880
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK anything else on that question no.
01:24:40.730 --> 01:24:47.010
Laura Stein (Guest)
And so you're basically saying that you assumed it was that they only were talking about criminal records because it named individuals.
01:24:51.050 --> 01:24:53.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
Because the request named individuals.
01:24:54.450 --> 01:25:03.390
Laura Stein (Guest)
No, I didn't say that OK again just in one sentence. Why did you assume it was a that they were only asking about criminal records?
01:25:08.680 --> 01:25:10.970
anonymous
I I don't have an answer for you member Stein.
01:25:11.500 --> 01:25:18.850
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, I just wasn't it wasn't clear to me, so OK and then was any search process done before responding that.
01:25:20.830 --> 01:25:25.040
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know you didn't have any you couldn't give the records was any search process done.
01:25:26.630 --> 01:25:36.030
anonymous
You might have to go back through the software platform and see what was conducted in searches to answer that effectively and I don't have that in front of me.
01:25:37.740 --> 01:25:38.280
Laura Stein (Guest)
Umm.
01:25:40.730 --> 01:25:45.150
Laura Stein (Guest)
Is it possible that the SFPD could have for instance?
01:25:45.490 --> 01:25:57.150
Laura Stein (Guest)
Of correspondence incident reports permit applications or other kinds of records. Besides criminal records on any of the individuals named.
01:25:58.100 --> 01:25:59.050
Laura Stein (Guest)
I mean on anyone.
01:26:01.970 --> 01:26:03.170
anonymous
Yes, it's possible.
01:26:10.150 --> 01:26:10.720
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
01:26:10.800 --> 01:26:11.310
Laura Stein (Guest)
Umm.
01:26:13.380 --> 01:26:23.290
Laura Stein (Guest)
And then I have just one question for the petitioner, but I think I know the answer. I just wanna confirm this is a complaint you're just complaining here against the SFPD right not the.
01:26:25.270 --> 01:26:29.470
Laura Stein (Guest)
Not the Department of police accountability. This is not against DPS.
01:26:29.150 --> 01:26:31.780
anonymous(4)
Yeah, I'm sorry about my English I'm an immigrant.
01:26:32.410 --> 01:26:38.900
anonymous(4)
Yeah, I'm complaining here about SPD races and children bigger the realization represented by little.
01:26:33.310 --> 01:26:33.740
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
01:26:37.380 --> 01:26:38.230
Laura Stein (Guest)
No, I just need.
01:26:40.020 --> 01:26:44.640
Laura Stein (Guest)
My only question is this is just a complaint against the SFPD not the PDA.
01:26:45.990 --> 01:26:47.790
Laura Stein (Guest)
The Police Department DPA.
01:26:46.150 --> 01:26:48.090
anonymous(4)
Yeah, I'm I'm sorry I'm sorry.
01:26:48.870 --> 01:26:50.210
anonymous(4)
Maybe it's not clear.
01:26:49.170 --> 01:26:49.560
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
01:26:50.710 --> 01:26:54.400
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, you mentioned it somewhere in the petition, so I just wanted to make sure.
01:26:51.080 --> 01:26:51.730
anonymous(4)
Yeah.
01:26:55.720 --> 01:26:58.780
Laura Stein (Guest)
Alright those are all my questions alright.
01:27:00.450 --> 01:27:05.060
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I want to first ask the petitioner.
01:27:06.570 --> 01:27:15.360
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The Police Department told you you could ask for incident reports from the C ISD.
01:27:16.210 --> 01:27:19.420
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I have you followed that recommendation?
01:27:20.620 --> 01:27:32.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
No and I do not intend to OK how about the you you. No, you. You you answer my question Sir. I need to ask you another question.
01:27:23.320 --> 01:27:25.290
anonymous(4)
Not only in the cycle too.
01:27:25.910 --> 01:27:28.930
anonymous(4)
They're not least retitled to to wonder.
01:27:33.350 --> 01:27:42.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The Police Department told you to ask the DEM for any kind of 911 calls have have you done that.
01:27:43.920 --> 01:27:45.640
anonymous(4)
Are they illegal?
01:27:46.280 --> 01:27:56.490
anonymous(4)
Which I actually is not a matter of this of this consideration this is a public record and all the Police Department records are public by presumption.
01:27:55.820 --> 01:28:05.270
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It sounds like you haven't done that. That's fine. I just wanted to see if you've pursued the recommendations that they've made to you.
01:28:06.790 --> 01:28:10.100
anonymous(4)
It's not enough to recommendation Sir of this model.
01:28:07.350 --> 01:28:16.620
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, I wanna up Sir Sir Sir I don't have anymore questions for you. You answered my questions. This is it's it's my turn.
01:28:17.870 --> 01:28:22.420
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Now I wanna ask Lieutenant Riley, a couple questions.
01:28:24.580 --> 01:28:30.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
In your documentation you, you mentioned that.
01:28:31.780 --> 01:28:35.690
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The request made by Mister Severin Nov uh.
01:28:45.810 --> 01:28:49.970
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
A criminal history information my my question to you is.
01:28:51.090 --> 01:28:57.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh, who did who made the decision to make that interpretation.
01:29:00.170 --> 01:29:05.820
anonymous
So that would be a legal assistant interpreting the request and.
01:29:07.500 --> 01:29:11.570
anonymous
At are you talking operationally or just want me to end with that answer.
01:29:12.240 --> 01:29:13.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well, I.
01:29:14.390 --> 01:29:16.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, yeah who?
01:29:17.600 --> 01:29:20.860
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I mean to make an interpretation like that.
01:29:21.550 --> 01:29:24.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It seems like that's a decision that someone made.
01:29:25.620 --> 01:29:26.920
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
How is that done?
01:29:30.080 --> 01:29:32.760
anonymous
So we received numerous requests.
01:29:33.530 --> 01:29:41.920
anonymous
And some of them are we're able to answer pull up files out to to different units. It's in the department.
01:29:42.690 --> 01:29:46.130
anonymous
In this case, asking for the detentions and arrests.
01:29:46.290 --> 01:29:48.120
anonymous
Umm I think.
01:29:49.970 --> 01:29:55.510
anonymous
Through this list of persons and cads related to.
01:29:57.940 --> 01:30:02.950
anonymous
This this list submitted for request originally by the requester.
01:30:04.560 --> 01:30:21.630
anonymous
Since it contained those words, the tensions arrest Etcetera. I think this entire request is related to that was interpreted at that time to be related to criminal records based on kind of the core of what this is.
01:30:22.370 --> 01:30:23.020
anonymous
Asking.
01:30:26.570 --> 01:30:27.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Dude, it, it.
01:30:26.580 --> 01:30:27.640
anonymous
Oftentimes we
01:30:28.300 --> 01:30:37.540
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If you see in other cases where there's an interpretation done of what the wording actually is in the request that's made.
01:30:29.130 --> 01:30:29.780
anonymous
I'm sorry.
01:30:39.790 --> 01:30:43.760
anonymous
I I think most I think all of our requests. There's some some there's.
01:30:44.490 --> 01:30:46.660
anonymous
There's definitely times where we are able to.
01:30:48.320 --> 01:31:03.730
anonymous
Respond with information on partition portions of the request and then other portions of the request has to be referred to custodian or records or whatever that entity is or whatever that portion of the request is.
01:31:05.620 --> 01:31:09.950
anonymous
I think in this case based on the numerics.
01:31:11.140 --> 01:31:24.020
anonymous
Sequential numerics other request and some of the wording that was used. It was an interpreted at the time to be on the nature of criminal records and that is why the response letter reads as such.
01:31:28.740 --> 01:31:34.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If if that interpretation is done to say that this has to do with criminal records.
01:31:34.990 --> 01:31:35.440
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
01:31:36.990 --> 01:31:39.800
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Then there is a?
01:31:41.430 --> 01:31:47.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
A an exemption claimed Penal Code 11105.
01:31:50.610 --> 01:31:56.630
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Would all criminal records that could be available that would be responsive.
01:31:57.420 --> 01:31:59.850
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Could those only come from?
01:32:00.570 --> 01:32:17.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The state summary criminal history information that is described in that Penal Code provision or do you have other criminal records that wouldn't be from the state summary at the Police Department?
01:32:23.080 --> 01:32:28.110
anonymous
Mr. Chair, I'm not sure I understand your question I would kind of repeatedly.
01:32:25.650 --> 01:32:29.980
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I'll I'll try to answer it. Yeah, I'll try to ask it a little more clearly.
01:32:31.560 --> 01:32:45.360
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I'm looking at Penal Code 11105, which would apply to the state summary of criminal history information, which is maintained by the attorney general 's office I believe in.
01:32:47.360 --> 01:32:48.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Is there any?
01:32:49.940 --> 01:32:51.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Are there any criminal records?
01:32:52.560 --> 01:33:03.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That could be available as requested and interpreted that would not come from that state summary that are maintained by the Police Department.
01:33:07.330 --> 01:33:08.040
anonymous
I don't know.
01:33:08.670 --> 01:33:24.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK, thank you. I appreciate I appreciate your honesty on that alright I don't have any other questions member. Stein partly because I I can see that my recommendation is that this.
01:33:25.420 --> 01:33:26.600
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Should go forward?
01:33:27.240 --> 01:33:30.600
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh to some extent to the task force.
01:33:32.250 --> 01:33:33.990
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, yeah.
01:33:32.280 --> 01:33:32.790
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
01:33:33.490 --> 01:33:40.000
Laura Stein (Guest)
I mean, I think I'm on the same page with you, you know when I read this request.
01:33:40.050 --> 01:34:11.560
Laura Stein (Guest)
The first thing I see it's just an interest in any information or or any communication or any record dealing with these 4 individuals. It gets more specific later on as wanting specific information about detentions and arrests. But what I see is sort of a general request for information about all the individuals and it's clear that no search was done to see if there was any records that pertain to that, like within kind of easy reach you know, not even a.
01:34:11.860 --> 01:34:31.950
Laura Stein (Guest)
If there could have been a search done say from the IT Department of police records that mentioned these names. I think that's a pretty easy search to do, but it wasn't done. I am also concerned about the narrowing of the request when it's clearly meant to be more broad or it seems clear to me that it's meant to be more broad and it's not.
01:34:32.910 --> 01:34:51.310
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know it's not the job of the agency to decide to narrow request essentially unless they do so. In conversation with the requester. So I would also be inclined to you know suggest that SFPD needs to do a search for any and all records that may be under their purview not just criminal records.
01:34:53.330 --> 01:34:56.170
Laura Stein (Guest)
Which you know me me have maybe exempted?
01:34:57.270 --> 01:35:00.490
Laura Stein (Guest)
So I I think it also probably should go before the full task force.
01:35:02.710 --> 01:35:04.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, yeah, I I have.
01:35:06.540 --> 01:35:08.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
IIA problem with.
01:35:07.050 --> 01:35:07.760
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
The sign is that?
01:35:09.200 --> 01:35:15.280
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I we don't have a motion quite yet, but we're pretty close. I I have a problem with the.
01:35:09.910 --> 01:35:10.320
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry.
01:35:16.520 --> 01:35:18.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Your whole idea that they would.
01:35:20.550 --> 01:35:21.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Interpret.
01:35:22.240 --> 01:35:50.960
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Like like you need to somehow take the actual words and say, well, what they mean is actually something different because the words themselves are the request so this interpret part of things that I don't get it. I&I. Don't know if I've seen you know, people doing that elsewhere. So I I'm that's that doesn't work for me and also the the state provision the Penal Code provision.
01:35:51.950 --> 01:36:05.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I'm not convinced that that would really even apply to a lot of things because it's a very specific provision. So I I don't know if I've seen that side it before, but I don't know if that would.
01:36:12.690 --> 01:36:18.180
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, it could be an exemption, but I don't think I don't know if that exemption applies I do.
01:36:17.600 --> 01:36:20.290
Laura Stein (Guest)
So the only other thing I want to say yeah.
01:36:20.020 --> 01:36:43.040
Laura Stein (Guest)
Is that even though the petitioner doesn't mention it in this particular complaint? There's obviously I think the potential to look at a violation of 67.21. C failure to help identify the form quantity and nature of available records. That was never done because no search was performed and the also the request was narrowed so I would also add that in.
01:36:43.990 --> 01:36:47.300
Laura Stein (Guest)
To this, which may also help us you know consider it as?
01:36:44.380 --> 01:36:44.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
01:36:48.440 --> 01:36:54.980
Laura Stein (Guest)
One file later because I think there was you know, there's also was a failure to communicate with the petitioner.
01:36:56.800 --> 01:37:01.670
Laura Stein (Guest)
In the decision to narrow the request or to identify what records might be out there.
01:37:03.050 --> 01:37:08.620
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so let's I'm gonna make a motion that I.
01:37:09.140 --> 01:37:12.610
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We send this to the full task force.
01:37:13.370 --> 01:37:23.380
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I there are public records involved we have jurisdiction and we are ask that the task force.
01:37:24.410 --> 01:37:25.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
01:37:27.480 --> 01:37:33.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Decide if there's a violation of 67.21 B and also.
01:37:34.020 --> 01:37:39.820
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
In this case also decide 67.21 C.
01:37:40.540 --> 01:37:51.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And I because that can be also looked at and decided by the task force in this manner that's my motion.
01:37:52.050 --> 01:37:52.710
Laura Stein (Guest)
I second that.
01:37:53.970 --> 01:37:57.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, we can move to public comment when you're ready Cheryl.
01:38:01.930 --> 01:38:03.340
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We have a couple of commenters.
01:38:04.810 --> 01:38:05.920
anonymous(5)
Anonymous number 3.
01:38:06.640 --> 01:38:07.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
01:38:08.420 --> 01:38:09.930
anonymous(6)
You're Peter Warfield.
01:38:15.540 --> 01:38:15.940
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
01:38:26.330 --> 01:38:26.980
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
01:38:27.820 --> 01:38:58.110
anonymous(4)
thank you very much. This is an anonymous number 3. I think your recommendation is right, I would suggest you. Add some things what the Police Department did here. I don't even understand how they thought it was legal. You get a records request. You have to conduct a search because only once, you have actually searched and found the actual records. Then you can review them to make sure they are exempt exemption. You want to cite you can't just theorize about what the records could be and give an argument and that's why I've asked that you add the.
01:38:58.190 --> 01:39:28.680
anonymous(4)
Recommended violations of 6726 and 6727, the issue here where they claim a certain database is an exemption for all information related to criminal history. You may remember that the Sheriff's Department did this to me a while back at the full ETF and you found a violation then too. These exemptions have specific databases and specific locations of data and only that data is exempt and unless they can find a better exemption. They have to produce all the rest of the data. Even if it's related to crime just as a general feature.
01:39:28.900 --> 01:39:58.730
anonymous(4)
And it's so that's the 6727 that I think the the full task force should look at and 6726 about the fact that I think a member member. Stein raised it and I think it's very important like emails are Police Department. Public records you have to search for them and they may be easier to search for but that's not the requirement, it whether they're easy or not you still have to search through them and that means they're non minimally withholding right because they have claimed this citation.
01:39:58.830 --> 01:40:28.260
anonymous(4)
You this something to do an attorney general database, and that clearly cannot cover just emails that might be communicated unless they reviewed it. Each document and made sure they minimally withheld each document. They haven't complied with the Sunshine Ordinance and so I'd strongly agree with this motion. I'd urge you to ask that the full task force considers 6726 and 6727 to make sure that they give every nonexempt portion of a responsive record to this complaint. Thank you very much.
01:40:28.890 --> 01:40:29.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
01:40:30.510 --> 01:40:35.380
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, we have one more public comment on this matter when you're ready Cheryl.
01:40:41.190 --> 01:40:42.330
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield you ready.
01:40:44.610 --> 01:40:48.530
anonymous(5)
Yes, just tell me when and we've got 3 minutes is that right.
01:40:49.000 --> 01:40:49.510
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yes, that's
01:40:49.090 --> 01:40:49.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:40:50.770 --> 01:40:52.310
anonymous(5)
Thank you. Tell me when you're ready.
01:40:51.010 --> 01:40:51.560
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
But that's
01:40:52.580 --> 01:40:52.990
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
go ahead.
01:40:59.280 --> 01:41:21.410
anonymous(5)
This is Peter Warfieldexecutivedirectoroflibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and also PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California. 94117 dash 0544. We're not a party to this case, and we're not familiar with the details but we have been listening to the entire.
01:41:22.600 --> 01:41:23.630
anonymous(5)
Session of the hearing.
01:41:25.420 --> 01:41:36.150
anonymous(5)
First of all I want to thank the chair and member Stein in particular for pressing on a number of questions that have to do with a very important issue and that is.
01:41:37.080 --> 01:41:43.740
anonymous(5)
How did this happen not just what happened you are pretty clear about what happened?
01:41:45.950 --> 01:41:51.940
anonymous(5)
But how did it happen? Why did it happen and who made the decision?
01:41:53.320 --> 01:41:54.080
anonymous(5)
I believe.
01:41:54.760 --> 01:42:05.390
anonymous(5)
Member Stein tried several times to find out who made the decision and I'm sorry. I can't cite chapter and verse. But it's my understanding that when there's a refusal of some kind, there has to be.
01:42:06.040 --> 01:42:11.420
anonymous(5)
A person who has the responsibility and is named as the person who has made.
01:42:12.170 --> 01:42:24.140
anonymous(5)
The decision to deny something so I'm not sure whether that's a complete denial, or a partial denial, but I think that the responsible party should be named.
01:42:24.900 --> 01:42:25.440
anonymous(5)
Uh.
01:42:26.530 --> 01:42:31.640
anonymous(5)
And I think the task force ought to find out more details about what happened and why.
01:42:32.340 --> 01:42:35.410
anonymous(5)
Uh before it lets this whole thing go.
01:42:36.330 --> 01:42:42.390
anonymous(5)
Uh I certainly agree with the motion and, in particular, with the pop the comment that.
01:42:43.290 --> 01:42:44.260
anonymous(5)
Anonymous made.
01:42:45.120 --> 01:42:45.690
anonymous(5)
Umm.
01:42:46.810 --> 01:42:51.230
anonymous(5)
I heard a portion where the respondents said that these certain records.
01:42:52.430 --> 01:43:09.630
anonymous(5)
I believe I heard her say clearly these were not public records well excuse me. That's a fundamental misunderstanding everything in their possession as a public agency is a public document. The only question is, are those public documents disclosable in full or disclosable in part and so on.
01:43:12.100 --> 01:43:24.870
anonymous(5)
One of the things that I would like to mention here is that I think you're procedures ought to be improved as follows and are lacking as follows and that is.
01:43:24.150 --> 01:43:24.530
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
There is
01:43:25.490 --> 01:43:55.960
anonymous(5)
you do not have direct testimony from the people who actually did the actions that are in violation and I think that first hand evidence is absolutely critical in understanding what they did. And why they did it was it. A policy of the department was it a command from on high was it a mistake or a misinterpretation. What actually happened and that is why I think you need to insist on not just.
01:43:51.120 --> 01:43:51.740
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
What's up Sir?
01:43:56.030 --> 01:43:59.060
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you. Thank you I need to.
01:43:56.130 --> 01:43:57.130
anonymous(5)
Authorized people.
01:43:58.170 --> 01:44:03.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Mister Warfield different so yes, alright let's go ahead with the vote.
01:43:58.610 --> 01:44:00.590
anonymous(5)
Direct evidence, thank you.
01:44:21.800 --> 01:44:23.590
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Jerry Schmidt hi.
01:44:24.390 --> 01:44:25.720
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Schmidt, I remember Stein.
01:44:26.260 --> 01:44:44.080
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Aye Everstein Eye moved by chair Schmidt second goodbye member Stein to forward the matter to the task force that the records are public that there is jurisdiction and to ask the task force to decide if there are violations of 6721 B and 6721 C.
01:44:47.730 --> 01:44:49.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we can move to the next item.
01:45:04.120 --> 01:45:06.910
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hang on a second guys get my paperwork here.
01:45:10.230 --> 01:45:10.690
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
01:45:11.950 --> 01:45:28.410
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 7 file number 22020 complaint filed by Sergei Zavera Anov against the Police Department for allegedly violating administrative code. Section 6721 C by failing to respond to a public records requests in a timely and are complete manner.
01:45:29.890 --> 01:45:32.870
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright I Have A?
01:45:34.560 --> 01:45:44.000
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Question to Victor in it comes out of this, I believe that based on the suggestion of member Stein.
01:45:45.200 --> 01:45:54.380
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We we considered and we forwarded the question of the 21 C violation to the task force therefore.
01:45:55.110 --> 01:45:56.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I this.
01:45:57.230 --> 01:46:09.420
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Complaint is duplicative of the prior complaint now. If we have a duplicative complaint. I do we need to go ahead and hear it?
01:46:22.710 --> 01:46:40.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We're talking about the motion that you just made on on the item. I yeah, we just resolved to 2 or 14 and we sent a based on exactly the same facts the same you know everything as.
01:46:41.280 --> 01:46:53.980
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, we would be seeing in 22020. We forwarded a task force the questions of 21 B and 21 C where 22020 asks for.
01:46:42.640 --> 01:46:42.990
anonymous(3)
OK.
01:46:54.910 --> 01:47:06.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I'm fighting of a 21 C violation and so is this not now. I completely duplicative of the the last case, we heard.
01:47:07.890 --> 01:47:10.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I believe it is and if if.
01:47:09.230 --> 01:47:14.970
Young, Victor (BOS)
If you believe it is I would just send it forward with a recommendation that it's to duplicative.
01:47:15.890 --> 01:47:19.830
Young, Victor (BOS)
And that the matter be tabled or filed as it is a duplicate file.
01:47:20.480 --> 01:47:20.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
01:47:20.710 --> 01:47:22.070
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK remembers.
01:47:21.230 --> 01:47:26.440
Young, Victor (BOS)
But only the task force can actually close it the full full task for connection close it.
01:47:26.920 --> 01:47:33.840
Young, Victor (BOS)
But you can send it for it with a recommendation to close it as it's duplicative of the previous file OK and if we?
01:47:32.730 --> 01:47:37.010
anonymous(3)
Well, there are different directions request made on the on the different complaint.
01:47:38.500 --> 01:47:43.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If if we want to uh if we want to do that.
01:47:38.530 --> 01:47:40.760
anonymous(3)
You cannot say duplicate because there are different.
01:47:43.860 --> 01:47:47.670
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright Victor do we still need to have a hearing here today?
01:47:51.130 --> 01:47:58.680
Young, Victor (BOS)
Ohh you should take comments from the parties and then send it forward with the recommendation that it. It is duplicative. We should give them the opportunity to.
01:47:57.210 --> 01:47:57.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
01:47:59.080 --> 01:48:00.550
Young, Victor (BOS)
Tell us why they believe it's not.
01:48:01.360 --> 01:48:20.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK so yeah, I will go ahead and and hear from the parties and I they can tell us if they think that something about this that was not also already dealt with in the last case so we know the parties are here when Cheryl 's ready. We'll hear from Mister several Nov.
01:48:22.190 --> 01:48:23.080
anonymous(3)
Yeah, OK so.
01:48:24.290 --> 01:48:34.480
anonymous(3)
This is not a duplicative request and you cannot make determination before you hear this request. Only then you can say it's duplicate or not second.
01:48:35.370 --> 01:48:39.860
anonymous(3)
What's the matter it's not a duplicate request because it's based.
01:48:40.920 --> 01:48:45.570
anonymous(3)
It's not the duplicate complaint sorry because it's based on a different request.
01:48:46.860 --> 01:48:48.170
anonymous(3)
Part of the original.
01:48:48.830 --> 01:48:57.620
anonymous(3)
Uh come on the first complaint that you have heard made after I have received a rejection or refusal from SS.
01:48:58.370 --> 01:49:09.080
anonymous(3)
I specifically submitted and you request based on Section 60 to 721, see in which I didn't request a disclosure. I requested an assistant.
01:49:09.830 --> 01:49:20.690
anonymous(3)
Different request for assistance based on 6721 C and that new request for assistance was then.
01:49:21.660 --> 01:49:31.970
anonymous(3)
Uh refused by different action of SPD so we're talking about different actions and SPD different requests be by me it different responses.
01:49:32.830 --> 01:49:34.260
anonymous(3)
I live rightly.
01:49:36.220 --> 01:49:37.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you.
01:49:38.050 --> 01:49:43.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh we can hear now from Lieutenant Riley on this when Cheryl 's ready.
01:49:47.190 --> 01:49:48.940
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
What's that Riley Are you ready to begin?
01:49:50.100 --> 01:49:50.870
anonymous
Yes, ma'am.
01:49:51.730 --> 01:49:52.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
01:49:54.450 --> 01:50:03.560
anonymous
As the Mr. Chair and committee member, Stein pointed out this is a duplicative letter so I will not read the letter again.
01:50:06.110 --> 01:50:06.820
anonymous
Submitted.
01:50:08.510 --> 01:50:13.120
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you OK uh remember starting do you have any questions for the parties?
01:50:12.940 --> 01:50:14.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Was that her complete testimony?
01:50:15.820 --> 01:50:18.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, she said submitted OK.
01:50:21.280 --> 01:50:24.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you for Brevity Lieutenant Remember Stein Yeah.
01:50:23.780 --> 01:50:33.150
Laura Stein (Guest)
I guess I have, I have one question for the petitioner, which is that I'm looking at both of these requests. I understand that in one, you're asking for assistance.
01:50:34.390 --> 01:50:36.510
Laura Stein (Guest)
But in terms of the.
01:50:37.360 --> 01:50:40.660
Laura Stein (Guest)
Information that you are requesting.
01:50:41.800 --> 01:51:06.900
Laura Stein (Guest)
What is the new element? Are there any new pieces of information that you're asking for in your list of the information that you would like I see 25 points on the first request. I believe, and 25 points on the second request and they all seem identical to me, but can you tell me if there's something new in any of them?
01:51:07.930 --> 01:51:15.390
anonymous(3)
No, they're not identical because in particular. I actually in the request for assistance, which was submitted.
01:51:16.170 --> 01:51:22.440
anonymous(3)
Uh later they're in March. I have requested a.
01:51:23.210 --> 01:51:23.660
anonymous(3)
Reef.
01:51:24.290 --> 01:51:38.490
anonymous(3)
I had put a different request for information about my residents surveillance of this residence. The presence of SPD at this residence and there.
01:51:40.310 --> 01:51:48.340
anonymous(3)
Any contact and any times they were called and or interacted with people in this thread.
01:51:55.450 --> 01:51:57.050
Laura Stein (Guest)
Ohh so is this like playing.
01:51:58.340 --> 01:52:01.150
Laura Stein (Guest)
Ohh points. 2122.
01:52:02.590 --> 01:52:03.230
anonymous(3)
Yeah.
01:52:03.190 --> 01:52:06.980
Laura Stein (Guest)
23. Those are the ones asking about the residents address correct.
01:52:07.990 --> 01:52:08.410
anonymous(3)
Yes.
01:52:08.970 --> 01:52:09.620
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
01:52:11.770 --> 01:52:16.880
Laura Stein (Guest)
So there are a few different differentiated points in this list of 25 points.
01:52:18.240 --> 01:52:19.630
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
There were changes made.
01:52:20.400 --> 01:52:24.170
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, there were a few changes made so I guess you know in in that case.
01:52:25.700 --> 01:52:38.530
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know, I might say you know, we can treat it as a separate request and and recommend finding the same. You know recommend finding the another violation of the same piece, which is.
01:52:40.140 --> 01:52:40.980
Laura Stein (Guest)
Where did that go?
01:52:46.070 --> 01:52:48.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
67.
01:52:48.740 --> 01:52:51.070
Laura Stein (Guest)
21 C right.
01:52:52.780 --> 01:52:58.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So, in this case you're recommending that we would would.
01:52:57.710 --> 01:53:02.800
Laura Stein (Guest)
Well, there are there are a few different pieces of information that we're asked for OK.
01:53:01.190 --> 01:53:01.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
01:53:02.970 --> 01:53:19.740
Laura Stein (Guest)
And not provided I mean, I think really actually again. You could just say recommendation of violation of 6721. B&C even though the petitioner is only asking for one of those in this case, but again, you know, there was really no search performed.
01:53:20.480 --> 01:53:20.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
01:53:21.130 --> 01:53:22.250
Laura Stein (Guest)
There was no.
01:53:23.370 --> 01:53:26.020
Laura Stein (Guest)
A assistance provided.
01:53:28.330 --> 01:53:33.900
Laura Stein (Guest)
So I mean, I guess there is some new pieces of information asked for we can you know we can treat it separately?
01:53:28.610 --> 01:53:29.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Now, Yeah.
01:53:34.870 --> 01:53:46.490
Laura Stein (Guest)
They're very they're extremely similar. I think they could easily be combined. It's gonna require that everybody have to you know be there for double the time, but but we can treat it as separate request.
01:53:35.230 --> 01:53:35.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
01:53:37.560 --> 01:53:38.270
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
01:53:47.760 --> 01:53:52.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so let's let's go ahead. I'm gonna move that we
01:53:52.780 --> 01:53:54.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
alright we find.
01:53:55.690 --> 01:53:56.270
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright.
01:53:56.840 --> 01:54:09.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
All the things that we can find public records jurisdiction and I we I forward this to the task force to decide.
01:54:10.260 --> 01:54:11.070
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
01:54:14.920 --> 01:54:22.620
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Whether there is a violation of 67.21 B and 67.21 C.
01:54:23.510 --> 01:54:29.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And that we have these cases always hurt together, these 2, yeah, I would second that.
01:54:23.830 --> 01:54:24.080
Laura Stein (Guest)
But.
01:54:30.900 --> 01:54:33.450
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, we can open up for public comment.
01:54:39.370 --> 01:54:41.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We went for public comment on that matter.
01:54:42.650 --> 01:54:43.240
anonymous(4)
Anonymous.
01:54:43.950 --> 01:54:45.360
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, not at this number 3.
01:54:48.200 --> 01:54:49.160
anonymous(5)
Yes, please.
01:54:50.570 --> 01:54:52.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We have 2 public commenters.
01:54:57.690 --> 01:54:59.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Whenever you're ready Cheryl.
01:55:00.360 --> 01:55:01.900
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Anonimously ready to begin.
01:55:02.610 --> 01:55:02.970
anonymous(4)
I am
01:55:04.130 --> 01:55:04.650
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
01:55:05.720 --> 01:55:36.470
anonymous(4)
Thank thank you very much so anonymous number 3. I agree with the the motion. I just like to point out something about identical requests I and other people on the Internet, who make requests based off my templates. We often make the same word request. But on say 2 different weeks or 2 different months or even multiple days apart and they are not the same request if they're made at different times because the records that are responsive to them can be different right so you can ask for.
01:55:36.610 --> 01:55:54.560
anonymous(4)
You know uh give me everything related to me and they may have now once you made a request and they do this, they'll now talk about you internally and so when you make the second request. You can get information about the first request so even if you use the same word. But at 2:00 different times the responsive records to each request could be different, and that's all thank you.
01:55:49.690 --> 01:55:50.120
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
This.
01:55:55.080 --> 01:55:59.890
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you OK, I sure when you're ready, we have a second public commenter.
01:56:14.410 --> 01:56:15.510
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield you ready.
01:56:17.130 --> 01:56:19.220
anonymous(5)
Yes, I am just let me know when to start.
01:56:20.350 --> 01:56:20.940
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
01:56:22.340 --> 01:56:42.070
anonymous(5)
This is Peter Warfieldexecutivedirectoroflibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California 94117 dash 0544 the duplicative issue.
01:56:42.860 --> 01:57:03.190
anonymous(5)
Uh and the rules concerning it have for a long time been a really serious problem and have left open the to the task force of huge and sometimes acknowledge oddly erroneous ability to.
01:57:03.750 --> 01:57:15.280
anonymous(5)
Uh basically not really deal as much as people would like them. To to deal with what people consider to be separate issues certainly anonymous has.
01:57:15.460 --> 01:57:20.910
anonymous(5)
Umm mentioned an instance there was a particular instance that.
01:57:21.920 --> 01:57:38.420
anonymous(5)
I experienced in which there was no hearing provided because of a claim that something we had provided was duplicative and finally when we were completely flummoxed about where that came from and how that happened.
01:57:39.580 --> 01:57:40.310
anonymous(5)
Finally.
01:57:41.020 --> 01:57:42.950
anonymous(5)
When there was a change of.
01:57:43.700 --> 01:57:44.570
anonymous(5)
Leadership.
01:57:46.490 --> 01:57:53.120
anonymous(5)
It turned out that the person who was most advocating that they're not be a hearing because of its duplicative Ness.
01:57:54.600 --> 01:57:57.260
anonymous(5)
The new leader, said let's just have a hearing.
01:57:58.270 --> 01:58:16.800
anonymous(5)
And are you still in a are you still objecting because of duplicative. Ness and very quietly and it was pretty much a single word. The proponent of duplicative. Ness said no and that's because that complaint had never gone to hearing.
01:58:17.450 --> 01:58:26.840
anonymous(5)
Uh the supposedly duplicative thing was not ultimately duplicative of anything because there had been a hearing that had been a complaint that had been withdrawn.
01:58:28.280 --> 01:58:39.870
anonymous(5)
With respect to what I said previously you have not had in your hearing testimony from either side about this issue of assistance and you haven't had public comment on.
01:58:40.870 --> 01:58:49.820
anonymous(5)
Primarily the issue of of of of of what was discussed previously because neither party specifically addressed whole question.
01:58:47.790 --> 01:58:48.760
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
30 seconds
01:58:50.850 --> 01:58:52.260
anonymous(5)
Of do I have 30 seconds or what?
01:58:52.680 --> 01:58:54.090
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
30 seconds that's what I'm saying.
01:58:55.210 --> 01:58:56.800
anonymous(5)
Thank you, it's breaking up a little.
01:58:57.600 --> 01:59:27.710
anonymous(5)
And so you still don't know who made this decision. It could have been somebody completely different. You don't know how or why. Maybe it's a department policy. Maybe it was a direct instruction unlawfully instruction from somebody higher up. You need to find out how it happens that a similar decision, which could have been made completely at a different time at a different a different person how that happened that's important so I certainly think you should keep these separate and go forward with your motion thank you.
01:59:25.310 --> 01:59:26.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
The Times up.
01:59:28.230 --> 01:59:29.100
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you.
01:59:29.300 --> 01:59:36.320
anonymous(3)
I will have time for a comment also I'm the physician.
01:59:29.970 --> 01:59:32.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh we're we're ready for a vote.
01:59:34.980 --> 01:59:43.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I don't know I you can't make a public comment on this matter your case is going forward, but we're gonna have a vote now.
01:59:45.410 --> 01:59:49.500
anonymous(3)
But the packets that submitted to thought has not.
01:59:47.900 --> 01:59:55.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
No, no, I I said, This is Marinov. It's not your turn OK, you've you've had your your turn.
01:59:56.320 --> 02:00:03.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I didn't have my turn I wasn't given time. I I share a when when you're ready, we could have a vote.
02:00:00.630 --> 02:00:02.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I think he's going to make.
02:00:04.360 --> 02:00:05.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Alright.
02:00:05.880 --> 02:00:06.620
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Chair Schmidt.
02:00:07.470 --> 02:00:09.990
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hi chair, Schmidt I'm never Stein.
02:00:14.610 --> 02:00:15.550
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I think you're on mute.
02:00:24.700 --> 02:00:27.940
Laura Stein (Guest)
Sorry. This computer is acting up, Umm I.
02:00:29.390 --> 02:00:44.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Member sign I moved by chair Schmidt seconded by member Stein that the records are public that there is jurisdiction and afford the matter to the task force to decide whether there is a violation of 6721 B and 6721 C and have both cases.
02:00:46.700 --> 02:00:47.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
220.
02:00:48.540 --> 02:00:51.890
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
20 and 22014 heard together.
02:00:53.150 --> 02:00:57.930
Laura Stein (Guest)
And but by heard together, we just mean heard concurrently not combined.
02:00:59.020 --> 02:01:00.790
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
You're constantly alright I'll say that.
02:01:05.240 --> 02:01:09.690
anonymous(3)
Hello, what about the better of the packet, which was not compiled correctly.
02:01:11.000 --> 02:01:14.400
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I missed your severe enough, I'm just gonna I note that.
02:01:11.580 --> 02:01:12.310
anonymous(3)
That's what?
02:01:15.340 --> 02:01:25.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You basically all of this has been moved forward for a further hearings before the task force and so I.
02:01:27.050 --> 02:01:33.580
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Everything is everything is moving forward and all these matters will be considered later on.
02:01:34.530 --> 02:01:36.670
anonymous(3)
But the packet doesn't complete the packet.
02:01:37.830 --> 02:01:38.890
anonymous(3)
It's important to have.
02:01:37.920 --> 02:01:40.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well, you, I thank you I can hear.
02:01:39.200 --> 02:01:53.340
Laura Stein (Guest)
I believe you have opportunity to continue can I just say you have the opportunity to add to the packet you can submit additional materials between now and the full task force hearing anything that you believe needs to be in there, you should submit it.
02:01:42.070 --> 02:01:43.530
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh yeah, yeah.
02:01:54.460 --> 02:01:54.780
anonymous(3)
Hi.
02:01:55.420 --> 02:01:58.430
anonymous(3)
For Assistance Mismatched didn't put it in that's the matter.
02:01:57.010 --> 02:02:05.440
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you. Thank you, we, we need to move to our next case. Cheryl, the baginski cases next.
02:02:07.220 --> 02:02:10.600
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 8 file number 22022.
02:02:09.790 --> 02:02:11.350
+14*******27(2)
2206.
02:02:12.610 --> 02:02:29.730
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Complaint filed by Stilian Buganski against the office of the treasurer and tax collector for allegedly violating administrative code. Section 6725 and government code. Section 6253 C by failing to respond to what immediate disclosure request in a timely and we're complete manner.
02:02:30.650 --> 02:02:33.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I miss is Mister rojansky here.
02:02:34.500 --> 02:02:40.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, same here OK and is someone here for the office of the treasurer and tax collector.
02:02:42.300 --> 02:02:46.870
+14*******27(2)
Yes, Deborah Lee is appearing on behalf of the office of the treasurer and tax collector.
02:02:45.500 --> 02:02:45.820
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:02:47.410 --> 02:02:56.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you. I so we will start with opening statements of each of the parties for up to 5 minutes.
02:02:57.580 --> 02:03:00.490
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And we'll start with Mister Buganski when Cheryl 's ready.
02:03:02.710 --> 02:03:05.000
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Bujarski Are you ready to begin speaking.
02:03:06.120 --> 02:03:06.770
+16*******22
Yes, I'm sorry.
02:03:07.880 --> 02:03:08.590
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
02:03:10.210 --> 02:03:30.410
+16*******22
I think the complaint is quite simple on February 192022. I said let the public request for a release of documents to the treasurer and tax collector under California government code 6253. CI know that it will I will receive all the documents within this request within a maximum of 24 days.
02:03:31.610 --> 02:04:00.740
+16*******22
That means the deadline of March 132022 Monday instead on February 25th 2022. I received a message from the treasurer and tax collector that due to privacy issue. Some of the information will be redacted and they are invoking a rule of reason to limit the amount of time that the staff may devote to responding to this request. San Francisco Cotton ministration 672225 D.
02:04:01.540 --> 02:04:14.790
+16*******22
Today's date this request is still open and I don't know how much information. I have received from all available. So I think the 60 to 53 seed was violated by the translation and tax collector. Thank you.
02:04:17.480 --> 02:04:20.980
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I thank you OK now we can hear from the respondent.
02:04:18.050 --> 02:04:18.570
+16*******22
That's all.
02:04:21.710 --> 02:04:22.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When Cheryl 's ready.
02:04:26.340 --> 02:04:27.990
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I'm sorry who's speaking for the respondent.
02:04:29.520 --> 02:04:30.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
They're baloo.
02:04:31.510 --> 02:04:33.290
+14*******27(2)
Yes. Are you ready I'm ready.
02:04:34.180 --> 02:04:37.180
+14*******27(2)
Deborah Lau appearing on behalf of treasurer and tax collector.
02:04:34.430 --> 02:04:34.950
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Just.
02:04:37.500 --> 02:04:39.470
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, that's a second I wanna get the timer ready.
02:04:41.310 --> 02:04:42.700
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Blue OK.
02:04:43.470 --> 02:04:44.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you ready ma'am?
02:04:45.320 --> 02:04:45.990
+14*******27(2)
I am
02:04:46.740 --> 02:04:47.290
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
02:04:48.560 --> 02:05:03.090
+14*******27(2)
thank you. The only real reason, I think is whether the city has exercised the rule of reason in this situation in proper manner. First, the request is not an IDR.
02:05:04.370 --> 02:05:19.140
+14*******27(2)
Nonetheless, we sent a statement notifying the petitioner that this would be handed out as a PR a request. We timely indicated that there were voluminous responsive documents and that we were invoking the rule of reason.
02:05:20.230 --> 02:05:23.550
+14*******27(2)
The response generally sets forth the process.
02:05:25.760 --> 02:05:31.910
+14*******27(2)
That we used to review and redact the documents that.
02:05:32.600 --> 02:06:03.910
+14*******27(2)
We have been producing documents as soon as possible on a rolling basis, so pursuant to the 2021 attorneys. San Francisco good government guide at page 103 that states in rare circumstances, responding to a public record request. Maybe so burdensome and time-consuming that the demands placed on the department to respond within the required time frame would unreasonably impinge on the department 's ability to.
02:06:03.970 --> 02:06:32.330
+14*******27(2)
Form it's other duties, the same is true for a series of requests from the same requester that cumulatively impose extreme burdens on the department so in those rare cases, the city may invoke the rulers and and so that's what we did. The lawsuit that we mentioned in the response to the complaint is relevant because it gives context to why we?
02:06:33.540 --> 02:07:03.790
+14*******27(2)
Invoke the rule of reason TTX represents the office of short term rentals and a lawsuit filed against the petitioner file violation of the short term rental ordinance here. Duszynski serially propounded 11 PR requests and also 8 sets of civil discovery requests. We have upcoming mediation. Motions trial dates. There are voluminous documents and we also described in our response that an ordinary.
02:07:03.870 --> 02:07:16.130
+14*******27(2)
The amount of time has been cumulatively spent processing the PR a responses. I do have on telephone the legal assistant who assisted in processing the PR a?
02:07:16.590 --> 02:07:17.290
+14*******27(2)
Ohh.
02:07:18.560 --> 02:07:37.790
+14*******27(2)
We have offered to waive the redactions of private information, which are we are obligated to redact and the petitioner refused to explicitly agree to do this so we do have to go through and redact the personal information we?
02:07:39.730 --> 02:08:08.020
+14*******27(2)
Believe that we have properly invoked the real reason we have spent over 40 hours after April first and we still have more than 325 of the 550 documents to review 40 hours later. So the board should also be aware that this has been extremely burdensome because we are short a legal assistant who.
02:08:09.350 --> 02:08:35.990
+14*******27(2)
Recently retired and also short an attorney. We have one of 3. That was out for a few weeks and another one is currently out for medical leave, so we're doing the best we can with all the other duties that we're juggling and by the way we are hiring. Another legal assistant. I've already reviewed and so hopefully we'll fill out that space of the new legal assistant shortly.
02:08:38.610 --> 02:08:39.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
02:08:38.680 --> 02:08:39.200
+14*******27(2)
Thank you.
02:08:40.980 --> 02:08:41.700
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright.
02:08:41.940 --> 02:09:00.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I am it's time, if we have questions for the parties, although it does look fairly straightforward what we're looking at here. I would agree with Miss Lou that yeah. This is basically about the rule of reason remember Stein any any questions for the parties.
02:09:02.460 --> 02:09:12.180
Laura Stein (Guest)
I have a question for the petitioner, which is are you willing to be provided with documents in which your personal inform your personal contact information.
02:09:13.360 --> 02:09:14.750
Laura Stein (Guest)
Has not been redacted?
02:09:17.950 --> 02:09:21.880
+16*******22
Ohh is that the yes or no question because the the time the.
02:09:20.230 --> 02:09:26.350
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, it's really a yes or no question do they have to redact your personal information or do they not have to redact it?
02:09:25.790 --> 02:09:35.680
+16*******22
No no as long as they deliver it on time. I don't care, but it wasn't delivered from on time? What I'm caring about is to be delivered within 24 days as it's.
02:09:29.400 --> 02:09:29.800
+14*******27(2)
OK.
02:09:35.760 --> 02:09:38.590
+16*******22
Don't you said by the government cloud.
02:09:40.100 --> 02:09:41.790
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK and then.
02:09:44.980 --> 02:09:45.510
Laura Stein (Guest)
See.
02:09:47.570 --> 02:09:51.970
Laura Stein (Guest)
So the you found 500 records that's the sum total of your records for the respondent.
02:09:52.500 --> 02:09:55.370
+16*******22
I I don't know I mean, like that this Sir.
02:09:53.190 --> 02:09:59.610
Laura Stein (Guest)
550. Yeah, this is a question for the respondent sorry thank you. Thank you to the petitioner that was my question for you.
02:09:53.980 --> 02:09:54.310
Laura Stein (Guest)
Let's
02:09:56.950 --> 02:09:57.230
+16*******22
Sure.
02:09:58.770 --> 02:09:59.180
+16*******22
thank you.
02:10:01.570 --> 02:10:13.080
Laura Stein (Guest)
Where are these records released only to the requester or or or as you're releasing these rolling records where they released only to the requester or are they somehow been also made available to the public, the rest of the public.
02:10:14.490 --> 02:10:15.500
+14*******27(2)
Catherine can you help?
02:10:16.690 --> 02:10:28.180
anonymous(2)
Yes, this is Catherine sax. I'm a legal assistant with the tax collector 's office and these particular records were released only to the requester because of the ongoing litigation involved.
02:10:28.640 --> 02:10:35.850
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK and so you've heard him now say that he's he doesn't need you to redact his personal information so going forward can you?
02:10:36.480 --> 02:10:41.270
Laura Stein (Guest)
It's speed up somewhat by not feeling the necessity to redact that.
02:10:42.050 --> 02:10:43.220
Laura Stein (Guest)
Since these are just being with you.
02:10:42.400 --> 02:10:43.990
anonymous(2)
Yes, that would definitely.
02:10:44.710 --> 02:10:47.630
anonymous(2)
That would definitely help speed things up if we did not have to redact.
02:10:48.260 --> 02:10:48.710
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
02:10:48.750 --> 02:10:50.740
anonymous(2)
His email and telephone number.
02:10:51.240 --> 02:10:59.620
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, because I think he's he's made it clear that you don't so that I'm hoping that the records can come through more quickly. I think those were my questions.
02:10:55.000 --> 02:10:55.380
anonymous(2)
Uh-huh.
02:10:58.480 --> 02:10:58.870
anonymous(2)
Ohh.
02:11:01.740 --> 02:11:10.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, just to the respondent could could you tell me who made the decision.
02:11:10.820 --> 02:11:15.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
In your office on this matter to invoke the rule of reason.
02:11:11.540 --> 02:11:11.810
+14*******27(2)
OK.
02:11:16.720 --> 02:11:18.020
+14*******27(2)
Attorney client privilege.
02:11:19.220 --> 02:11:20.750
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so.
02:11:22.380 --> 02:11:23.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You but but
02:11:25.270 --> 02:11:29.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK was there a person in your office who's not an attorney.
02:11:30.970 --> 02:11:37.820
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I who made it made the decision and if if you know if you're saying that.
02:11:40.600 --> 02:11:42.610
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But attorney made the decision.
02:11:43.390 --> 02:11:46.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's fine, you don't have to say who it was.
02:11:47.540 --> 02:12:02.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh but it sounds like the decision may have been made by someone in your office. Even if it was in consultation with legal counsel and so that's what I'm asking you is who who made that.
02:12:02.770 --> 02:12:03.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Determination.
02:12:05.130 --> 02:12:06.640
+14*******27(2)
An attorney made the decision.
02:12:07.180 --> 02:12:29.030
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK. Thank you alright do you have a legal counsel within your office or would that be someone at at, I'll just stick with that question is that an attorney who is within the the tax collector 's office.
02:12:29.890 --> 02:12:32.320
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Or is it someone else outside that office.
02:12:43.450 --> 02:12:49.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So so you made who whoever made OK so a decision was made by an attorney.
02:12:44.280 --> 02:12:45.330
+14*******27(2)
It is.
02:12:53.240 --> 02:12:54.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
02:12:54.090 --> 02:12:55.820
+14*******27(2)
It was someone would then TTS.
02:12:56.400 --> 02:13:09.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh within TTS OK and it sounds like they so you don't you wouldn't know then what their reasoning process was because that's not someone who's present here today correct.
02:12:59.560 --> 02:13:00.490
+14*******27(2)
Who's a lawyer?
02:13:12.060 --> 02:13:14.940
+14*******27(2)
You're trying to find out who you're the lawyer is who made the decision.
02:13:16.900 --> 02:13:19.360
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
No, I don't I don't need to know that.
02:13:20.100 --> 02:13:20.920
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh.
02:13:22.730 --> 02:13:27.800
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
How many how many attorneys do you have working within the treasury office?
02:13:33.440 --> 02:13:34.550
+14*******27(2)
One to my knowledge.
02:13:34.840 --> 02:13:40.320
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Went to your note OK, so that's that's the council within the office alright.
02:13:43.330 --> 02:13:46.540
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, I I don't I don't have any further questions.
02:13:48.260 --> 02:13:50.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So member Stein what?
02:13:51.810 --> 02:13:53.920
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You what do you think we ought to do with this?
02:13:55.590 --> 02:14:16.790
Laura Stein (Guest)
I have to tell you I'm not sure at the moment. I actually I. I do not see this as an IDR a proper IDR because it was voluminous and it's happening when there's a legal matter pending and so I don't think it's something that you know it's a simple request that could easily have been fulfilled in the framework of an IDR.
02:14:17.700 --> 02:14:47.910
Laura Stein (Guest)
That said it does seem like it was slowed down by this idea that you know the personal information of the requester had to be redacted, which doesn't make sense to me in this context. Good governance manual aside. You know you're providing it to that person. So it doesn't so it obviously got slowed down. I'm hoping that going forward. It can be this information can be processed and released more quickly now that that piece.
02:14:48.000 --> 02:14:50.140
Laura Stein (Guest)
Should be out of the way but?
02:14:51.790 --> 02:15:13.360
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know, I mean, I guess you could say it wasn't fulfilled in in in a timely or complete manner. But I do think they're make the the office seems to be making a you know, an effort to release documents and to do it, you know, nothing in the Sunshine Ordinance says you have to throw all your manpower at a request immediately to get it out there like you know, but I also don't.
02:15:14.050 --> 02:15:38.860
Laura Stein (Guest)
You know, I know we've had this talk before, but I don't necessarily think rule of reason is a good defense here. But I think the Sunshine Ordinance itself allows for rolling release of voluminous records and this was just done very slowly. So I don't know that's kind of what I'm grappling with like? What is the violation is that it was too slow? Maybe it just hasn't been released in a timely manner because this decision was made to redact all this personal information.
02:15:40.520 --> 02:15:48.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, I I generally see this about the same as that it's that it seems like a rolling release is.
02:15:49.290 --> 02:15:50.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh.
02:15:52.030 --> 02:15:52.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I
02:15:53.590 --> 02:15:55.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Not the worst.
02:15:56.520 --> 02:16:02.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Way to go here uh because of the circumstances that they're under.
02:16:02.760 --> 02:16:03.090
Laura Stein (Guest)
Ohh.
02:16:04.080 --> 02:16:12.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Although I don't know if we can necessarily judge today whether the ruling release that's occurred here.
02:16:13.050 --> 02:16:43.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Is valid because we we can't make any decisions frankly we could just forward we could decide whether we're gonna forward this whether it's a whether these are public documents whether we have jurisdiction I. I also agree. It wasn't it probably was well. I don't know if we can't necessarily decide whether it was a proper IDR, but I would tend to think if it wasn't really an IDR material.
02:16:44.500 --> 02:16:47.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But I think that it ultimately.
02:16:48.390 --> 02:16:53.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I don't know if there's anything we can really do here today, other than.
02:16:55.730 --> 02:17:01.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I I'm gonna make a motion that we forward this matter to the task force.
02:17:03.250 --> 02:17:04.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Their public documents.
02:17:06.520 --> 02:17:07.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We have jurisdiction.
02:17:09.050 --> 02:17:11.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And it's to decide.
02:17:12.260 --> 02:17:16.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Whether this violation of of 67.21.
02:17:18.050 --> 02:17:22.630
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And also uh government code 6253.
02:17:23.410 --> 02:17:24.020
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
See.
02:17:26.260 --> 02:17:50.090
Laura Stein (Guest)
That's that's do you do you want me to add anything to that that's that's probably a good type motion? Yeah, I mean the the task. The full task force can obviously consider if they wanna look at it as an IDR. But I don't think there's a very strong case for that. So I would also say yes as long as we're recommending I mean, our recommendation would be to focus on 6721 and 6253 CI will second motion.
02:17:49.080 --> 02:17:49.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah.
02:17:50.770 --> 02:17:51.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:17:54.280 --> 02:17:58.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So we can hear public comment on that motion when you're ready Cheryl.
02:18:06.030 --> 02:18:07.780
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We have public commenters on the motion.
02:18:09.180 --> 02:18:10.310
anonymous(3)
Anonymous number 3.
02:18:13.990 --> 02:18:16.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Anonymous number 3 anyone else.
02:18:20.250 --> 02:18:23.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK let's go ahead, uh anonymous number 3 public comment.
02:18:26.550 --> 02:18:27.240
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
You ready Sir.
02:18:26.760 --> 02:18:27.440
anonymous(3)
Please let me know.
02:18:28.180 --> 02:18:29.010
anonymous(3)
Thank you very much.
02:18:30.330 --> 02:18:30.850
anonymous(3)
Can I start?
02:18:30.410 --> 02:18:30.800
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
02:18:31.590 --> 02:18:44.570
anonymous(3)
Alright uh thank you. This is anonymous number 3. I'd agree with the motion. I think members. Schmidt, or chair. Schmidt has a pointed this out in an in other rule of reason complaints or complaints were the defense of the rule of reason.
02:18:45.770 --> 02:19:15.350
anonymous(3)
There's a specific court case that defines the rule of reason and have to actually follow it and you know the fact that it would be impossible to do their other work in order to meet the 24 day deadline. Would it be a valid rule of reason argument, but they made another argument, which I think is very dangerous. Well, this person. There's some ongoing lawsuit with this person and that somehow allows them to flow down records given this person that's not true lawsuits and sunshine requests are completely separate.
02:19:15.440 --> 02:19:25.010
anonymous(3)
You do not lose your right to make sunshine request in any way it's not reduced in any way. All the same records are public and the disposable nature of them does not change because it's also appending proceed.
02:19:25.720 --> 02:19:51.090
anonymous(3)
If if there's something non disposable because it's a pending lawsuit. That's a different issue than we're gonna slow down your records request because there's because you know you're an opponent illegal opponent of the city. You don't lose your sunshine rights or have them essentially ported in order to prevent you from prevailing in that lawsuit because they wanna slow down your records response. That's all I have to say thank you. Thank you.
02:19:52.300 --> 02:19:53.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright I think we're.
02:19:53.220 --> 02:19:54.090
+14*******27(2)
May I respond.
02:19:54.610 --> 02:19:56.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh. I I
02:19:56.030 --> 02:19:56.430
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
No.
02:19:56.050 --> 02:19:58.910
anonymous(4)
And I have comment, please public comment here.
02:19:58.240 --> 02:20:05.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
ohh we, we have another we have another public commentary, but we can't have any.
02:19:59.220 --> 02:20:01.260
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Here you're more bill, one thing at a time.
02:20:06.270 --> 02:20:09.400
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Any public comment by the parties themselves.
02:20:10.290 --> 02:20:16.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
This but but yeah, when Cheryl 's ready. We do have a second public commenter.
02:20:21.230 --> 02:20:22.420
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield Are you ready.
02:20:23.730 --> 02:20:25.790
anonymous(4)
Yes, I am just let me know when to start.
02:20:29.780 --> 02:20:30.120
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
02:21:07.510 --> 02:21:14.220
anonymous(4)
I certainly think that the rule of reason is something that is a real wrench so to speak in the.
02:21:14.940 --> 02:21:15.470
anonymous(4)
Uh.
02:21:17.580 --> 02:21:25.160
anonymous(4)
The procedure of making information requests. Obviously somebody can't walk in and say. Show me all your records.
02:21:26.280 --> 02:21:39.180
anonymous(4)
But the only restrictions on requests as far as I am concerned is what's described as getting information about information, which is what we heard in a previous?
02:21:39.580 --> 02:21:43.120
anonymous(4)
Uh case here tonight and that's
02:21:44.980 --> 02:22:07.410
anonymous(4)
specifically aimed at enabling somebody to make a more focused request than might otherwise be possible. It's presumably something that's desired by the respondent but it certainly speaking as somebody who makes information requests. Certainly something that the requester might want and likely wants I mean?
02:22:08.260 --> 02:22:18.700
anonymous(4)
I may have a fairly simple request. I don't wanna be drowned in stuff and actually that has happened at times. Let's drown him in stuff.
02:22:21.020 --> 02:22:24.430
anonymous(4)
Maybe it wasn't even asked for the superfluous or additional and so on.
02:22:25.870 --> 02:22:33.290
anonymous(4)
So personally, I wanna make well focused requests as to who is being requested from what the time period isn't so on.
02:22:34.390 --> 02:22:56.660
anonymous(4)
The rule of reason to talk about the sum of a person 's request. I think is very dangerous because it sets up a potential that one request. Even inadvertently requesting what seems to be a lot of records can presumably suddenly cancel out so to speak a reasonable effort.
02:22:58.100 --> 02:23:01.290
anonymous(4)
On the part of the other requests, which might have been perfectly reasonable.
02:23:02.240 --> 02:23:21.010
anonymous(4)
And so I think that that's a very dangerous formulation that I'm hearing from presumably good government guide page 103, I can see if an individual request, perhaps in Advertently or not seems to be unreasonable, but it seems to me, They should be judged independently.
02:23:22.120 --> 02:23:39.250
anonymous(4)
A legitimate request is a legitimate request and if you have 10 legitimate ones, and one that the department decides is not legitimate that one shouldn't be able to disqualify all the other ones from getting the attention that they're reasonably deserve so I think you need to be very careful about.
02:23:39.980 --> 02:23:40.480
anonymous(4)
This.
02:23:41.750 --> 02:23:45.340
anonymous(4)
Rule of reason quote Unquote and.
02:23:46.320 --> 02:23:51.790
anonymous(4)
If there is a court decision as anonymous as stated. I certainly think that would be worth.
02:23:52.810 --> 02:23:57.060
anonymous(4)
Reviewing and looking into and advising the full task force to do as well.
02:23:58.690 --> 02:23:59.520
anonymous(4)
Thanks very much.
02:24:01.500 --> 02:24:03.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, thank you. That's
02:24:04.740 --> 02:24:11.110
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
does where our public commenters and so I in order to.
02:24:13.700 --> 02:24:16.530
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Get this moving forward, Let's go ahead with the vote.
02:24:21.490 --> 02:24:21.780
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Chair.
02:24:21.880 --> 02:24:22.190
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Met.
02:24:23.030 --> 02:24:25.660
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hi Joe Schmidt I'm member Stein.
02:24:25.990 --> 02:24:43.470
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I for sign I move my chair, Schmidt seconded by member Stein to find that the records are public. There is jurisdiction and to forward. The matter to the task force and to decide if there are violations of 6721 and California. Public Records Act 6253 C.
02:24:45.840 --> 02:24:47.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK next case.
02:24:58.310 --> 02:25:28.580
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 9 phone number 22015 complaint filed by anonymous against the Police Department for allegedly violating administrative code sections. 67216725 D 67.69 dash 7, A and 67.34 by failing to respond to an immediate disclosure request in a timely and a complete manner willing to provide records on a rolling basis, failing to preserve and maintain records and willfully violating the Sunshine Ordinance.
02:25:29.990 --> 02:25:32.700
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, anonymous you're up first.
02:25:34.060 --> 02:25:37.250
anonymous(3)
Alright, thank you very much. Let me know when I'm in beginning.
02:25:35.670 --> 02:25:39.230
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Thank you thank lines on anybody speaking till I get the timer going.
02:26:04.760 --> 02:26:05.690
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Not gonna see really.
02:26:11.140 --> 02:26:11.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You.
02:26:12.060 --> 02:26:13.030
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yes, I see.
02:26:13.080 --> 02:26:13.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:26:13.400 --> 02:26:13.770
anonymous(3)
OK.
02:26:14.900 --> 02:26:15.580
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
02:26:16.470 --> 02:26:47.010
anonymous(3)
Alright thank you very much this case. I don't know why it has the wrong respondents. It is director Matt Dorsey Chief Williams got an SPD and does need to be named properly in the agenda when it goes to the full task force in this case in December 2021. Hey, we're finally in the current present present world in December 2021, I made a request for text messages and other related things from the director of communications for SFPD. This is because the discovery of these texts.
02:26:47.080 --> 02:27:02.490
anonymous(3)
Between the mayor 's office and SFPD where they coordinate how to do you know how to make themselves look good about crimes and policies and responses to those crimes and they had talked about how they deleted. Those records and we found evidence of them deleting that records and that's why I made this request.
02:27:03.870 --> 02:27:14.660
anonymous(3)
As you know in the good government guide. You are required to preserve records. Once you receive a request and they just didn't respond to my request for months and I have no idea what they did.
02:27:16.420 --> 02:27:29.890
anonymous(3)
I I have, I I have no idea how the person who's in charge of communications wouldn't respond to records of questions. His entire job is to make sure that the public has information about what the SFPD does.
02:27:31.230 --> 02:27:36.560
anonymous(3)
I don't I don't really have anything else to say, I made the request in December. I filed a complaint in February 2022.
02:27:37.780 --> 02:27:41.400
anonymous(3)
They violated all sorts of laws by not responding that's it. Thank you.
02:27:42.310 --> 02:27:53.860
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright thank you alright and for the for Matt Dorsey and or the Police Department would that be Lieutenant Riley, who's here today.
02:27:56.500 --> 02:27:58.440
anonymous
Yes, Mister Cherries Leutenant Riley.
02:27:58.020 --> 02:28:02.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK and and just take note that.
02:28:03.170 --> 02:28:03.720
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh.
02:28:04.440 --> 02:28:04.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It.
02:28:05.230 --> 02:28:07.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The petitioner did.
02:28:08.760 --> 02:28:11.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Make it clear that Matt Dorsey is.
02:28:12.410 --> 02:28:25.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The named responded here, yeah, but it's when Cheryl 's ready. It's it's time for a response from you up to 5 minutes, but you don't need to take all 5 minutes.
02:28:27.630 --> 02:28:29.410
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Lieutenant Riley Are you ready to begin.
02:28:30.420 --> 02:28:31.180
anonymous
Yes, I am.
02:28:32.260 --> 02:28:32.980
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead, ma'am.
02:28:34.800 --> 02:29:00.610
anonymous
Thank you. Cheryl, the San Francisco Police Department is in receipt of the complaint filed by anonymous versus director Matt Dorsey and the Police Department for allegedly violating the ministrative code sections would sunshine ordinance staff force alleging that we violated administrative code. Section 67.21, 67.25 D 67.69.
02:29:01.330 --> 02:29:18.020
anonymous
7 A and 67.34 by failing to provide records on a rolling basis, failing to preserve and maintain records and willfully violating the Sunshine Ordinance that complaint was received on March 11th 2022.
02:29:18.930 --> 02:29:35.050
anonymous
On December 24th 2021, SFPD did receive public records request referencing number P as in Paul 063318 dash 022322 from Anonymous.
02:29:36.080 --> 02:29:37.570
anonymous
On March 17th.
02:29:38.580 --> 02:29:56.200
anonymous
That's a PD responded to the request by providing responsive documents listed below, which is in effect for images. These images were uploaded to the gun. QA portal to provide immediate access to the requester anonymous.
02:29:58.560 --> 02:30:11.660
anonymous
That's a pity was unable to immediately produce records due to staffing shortages, which caused an unforeseen oversight of the request received on Saturday, December 24th 2021.
02:30:12.630 --> 02:30:42.620
anonymous
Our office received a follow up on this request February 23rd, 2022 on the.gov to a portal with another reference number. Paul 03 excuse me. Paul 063318 dash 022322. We have been working to fulfill the request and we will provide additional information on a rolling basis once determined as responsive documents are excuse me once.
02:30:42.820 --> 02:30:46.100
anonymous
Determined as responsive documents and are nonexempt.
02:30:47.010 --> 02:30:51.450
anonymous
I said PD apologizes for any inconvenience this may have caused.
02:30:56.820 --> 02:30:57.430
anonymous
Thank you.
02:30:57.230 --> 02:31:02.310
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you. Thank you I questions number style.
02:31:20.290 --> 02:31:21.340
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Gloria unmute.
02:31:24.500 --> 02:31:25.630
Laura Stein (Guest)
That slows things down.
02:31:26.810 --> 02:31:32.610
Laura Stein (Guest)
My question is for the petitioner, which is within this particular case.
02:31:33.450 --> 02:31:38.740
Laura Stein (Guest)
What would you consider to be evidence that they failed to preserve or maintain records?
02:31:40.810 --> 02:31:41.280
anonymous(3)
Sorry.
02:31:41.980 --> 02:31:42.410
anonymous(3)
Sorry.
02:31:44.230 --> 02:31:50.160
Laura Stein (Guest)
Can you tell me can you tell me where in this case you see evidence of?
02:31:51.860 --> 02:31:56.470
Laura Stein (Guest)
SFPD director of communication, failing to preserve or maintain records.
02:31:58.180 --> 02:32:14.250
anonymous(3)
Because if you don't commit conduct the search at the time you receive the request. You can delete the records in between. And they, I think I I'm not sure if they told you I believe they've only conducted the search later on. They did not conduct the search when I actually made the request.
02:32:15.380 --> 02:32:24.250
Laura Stein (Guest)
But beyond that, you don't have there's nothing. You can point to that shows that they definitely didn't preserve or didn't maintain records.
02:32:25.170 --> 02:32:30.400
anonymous(3)
No, you'd have to ask them when they did the search. I cannot I can't show you what I don't have.
02:32:29.870 --> 02:32:38.610
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK and and then willful violation of the Sunshine Ordinance. I wonder if you can speak to that, like where you see the evidence that it was a willful village.
02:32:37.810 --> 02:32:38.510
anonymous(3)
Absolutely.
02:32:39.380 --> 02:33:09.220
anonymous(3)
Sure, so you have found in order. I believe it is 19098 that they cannot give you whatever they're doing here in terms of like taking pictures of other records. You found that the Police Department violated the law by not producing exact copies of records. At that time and you ordered them to do so and keep Scott who is the Police Department department head has an obligation to implement the function.
02:33:09.360 --> 02:33:21.050
anonymous(3)
Unless we didn't his department he continues to not do this and I can enter order 19098, which is your own order about the Police Department doing this.
02:33:26.350 --> 02:33:27.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, thank you.
02:33:28.290 --> 02:33:29.500
Laura Stein (Guest)
That those are all my questions.
02:33:30.320 --> 02:33:31.100
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:33:33.090 --> 02:33:33.600
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Aye.
02:33:35.520 --> 02:33:37.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, you know, I I don't.
02:33:38.340 --> 02:33:39.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I'm looking at.
02:33:40.230 --> 02:33:45.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Anything I may have had questions about but I think that they've been answered.
02:33:46.270 --> 02:33:49.600
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So I don't yeah, I don't have any questions.
02:33:51.920 --> 02:33:52.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Just to
02:33:53.460 --> 02:33:56.610
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
sort of look at the case and comment on it, it.
02:33:57.320 --> 02:33:58.300
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
It seems like
02:33:59.230 --> 02:34:03.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Some of the issues obviously, we can't decide so we just.
02:34:04.000 --> 02:34:14.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Have to figure out the basics. It does look like there's a delay issue and whether you know the delay is somehow.
02:34:14.930 --> 02:34:17.500
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh it permissible.
02:34:18.700 --> 02:34:23.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I that's not a decision we can necessarily make willfulness.
02:34:24.910 --> 02:34:31.180
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I could see that you know, there's an argument for for willfulness, but again that's not a decision we can make.
02:34:34.680 --> 02:34:37.650
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Never Stein do you wish to?
02:34:38.370 --> 02:34:39.670
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
make a motion on this one.
02:34:40.220 --> 02:35:07.490
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, I'm kind of on the same page. So I would say the records are public and within our jurisdiction and that we recommend we forward it to the full task force with the recommendation to look particularly at 67.21 failure to provide information in a complete or timely manner, and 67.34 whether there was any willful violation of the Sunshine Ordinance.
02:35:15.940 --> 02:35:16.940
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I'll second that.
02:35:19.930 --> 02:35:20.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Public comment.
02:35:23.540 --> 02:35:25.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK hang on, I'm I'm there with you.
02:35:36.000 --> 02:35:37.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
We have public commenters on this motion.
02:35:41.020 --> 02:35:41.880
anonymous(4)
Peter Warfield.
02:35:43.810 --> 02:35:46.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, we have a public comment here when you're ready Cheryl.
02:35:53.280 --> 02:35:54.450
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Warfield Lee ready.
02:35:57.080 --> 02:35:58.820
anonymous(4)
Yes, just let me know when to start.
02:36:00.030 --> 02:36:00.570
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Maybe again.
02:36:03.120 --> 02:36:10.790
anonymous(4)
Thank you this is Peter Warfieldexecutivedirectoroflibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com.
02:36:11.550 --> 02:36:18.300
anonymous(4)
PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California 94117 dash 0544.
02:36:22.970 --> 02:36:28.810
anonymous(4)
Certainly we're we're not a party to this and we're not familiar with the details that we have heard the hearing.
02:36:29.750 --> 02:36:49.230
anonymous(4)
It seems to me that when a petitioner very specifically makes a specific requests for violations to be found I. I'm not sure that all of the different ones that were cited have been discussed as to why you are not.
02:36:50.210 --> 02:36:56.990
anonymous(4)
Uh specifying those as things of particular concern in other words, you've specified I believe too.
02:36:59.120 --> 02:37:00.070
anonymous(4)
But not
02:37:00.670 --> 02:37:01.290
anonymous(4)
Umm.
02:37:02.570 --> 02:37:04.600
anonymous(4)
To others so.
02:37:05.940 --> 02:37:11.480
anonymous(4)
I guess I wish it were clearer from your motion and also from your discussion exactly.
02:37:12.240 --> 02:37:21.950
anonymous(4)
The reasons why you have determined that the ones you don't include in your motion are less or perhaps not at all significant.
02:37:23.060 --> 02:37:23.610
anonymous(4)
Umm.
02:37:25.360 --> 02:37:35.580
anonymous(4)
I guess another thing that I in general, uh would consider important is that presumably the Police Department to function properly.
02:37:36.360 --> 02:37:46.950
anonymous(4)
Has to keep very, very good records and very accurate records and has to have procedures in place to handle all of the legalities required.
02:37:47.750 --> 02:37:48.750
anonymous(4)
And so.
02:37:50.230 --> 02:37:53.150
anonymous(4)
Once again, I think that it would also.
02:37:53.950 --> 02:38:01.760
anonymous(4)
Serve yourselves and the petitioner and the public to understand that when there are violations.
02:38:02.560 --> 02:38:03.000
anonymous(4)
Uh.
02:38:04.030 --> 02:38:24.510
anonymous(4)
You for the purposes of your job as watchdogs of sunshine need to have a really good understanding of what happened why it happened who made the decision and so on, and so I would urge you to at least consider including those kinds of questions.
02:38:25.500 --> 02:38:30.100
anonymous(4)
To be considered by the full task full task force.
02:38:30.870 --> 02:38:36.160
anonymous(4)
Uh so that we all have a better understanding of how these things happen, but also.
02:38:37.340 --> 02:38:42.800
anonymous(4)
What needs to be done for example in your order of determination to?
02:38:43.970 --> 02:38:48.260
anonymous(4)
Fix those problems or at least mitigate them thanks very much.
02:38:45.760 --> 02:38:46.780
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
If you see that.
02:38:49.450 --> 02:38:50.360
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, thank you.
02:38:51.450 --> 02:38:52.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's go ahead with the vote.
02:39:04.840 --> 02:39:05.630
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Member Stein.
02:39:06.160 --> 02:39:06.550
Laura Stein (Guest)
Aye.
02:39:07.240 --> 02:39:08.830
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Number Sign Eye Chair Schmidt.
02:39:09.130 --> 02:39:27.980
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hi there, Schmidt I move my member Stein seconded by cherish neck to find that the records are public. There is jurisdiction and afford the matter to the task force with the recommendation to look at with a recommendation to look at 6721 and 6734 of whether there was a willful violation of the ordinance.
02:39:29.740 --> 02:39:30.400
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
02:39:33.110 --> 02:39:37.370
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's go ahead and hear the direct wire case to 201.
02:39:36.720 --> 02:39:37.010
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah.
02:39:41.940 --> 02:39:58.730
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 10 file number 22018 complaint filed by Peter Drucker wire against the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission for allegedly violating administrative code. Section 6721 by failing to respond away. Public records requests. Anytime we are complete manner.
02:40:00.070 --> 02:40:02.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, it is Mister Direct Meyer present.
02:40:03.930 --> 02:40:04.950
+16*******25
Yes. Can you hear me?
02:40:05.360 --> 02:40:09.680
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes, we can thank you and is there a representative of the PUC.
02:40:05.540 --> 02:40:05.770
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah.
02:40:07.390 --> 02:40:07.850
+16*******25
Great.
02:40:11.120 --> 02:40:14.340
+14*******83
Yes, and this is my Arissa I'm representing QC.
02:40:14.730 --> 02:40:16.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK great thank you.
02:40:16.920 --> 02:40:17.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright so.
02:40:18.440 --> 02:40:21.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We we've looked at the the file on this.
02:40:21.420 --> 02:40:33.720
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, I think we understand the issues. There's a 67.21 odd alleged violation. We'll hear from the parties each for up to 5 minutes beginning with.
02:40:35.110 --> 02:40:40.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Mister direct buyer when Cheryl indicates that she's ready.
02:40:44.050 --> 02:40:45.910
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Mister Drexler Are you ready to begin.
02:40:47.360 --> 02:40:47.930
+16*******25
I am
02:40:49.110 --> 02:40:49.770
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
02:40:51.490 --> 02:40:57.560
+16*******25
OK, thank you for this opportunity. My name is Peter Drechsler. I'm the policy director for the Tuolumne River Trust.
02:40:58.240 --> 02:41:28.930
+16*******25
And our organization was founded in 1981 at a time when more dams were planned for the Tuolumne River. At the tummies where we get our hetch. Hetchy water our organization was founded to stop those dams and we were successful in 1984. We secured federal wild and scenic status. It was a pretty amazing national campaign and since in our organization has grown and we work throughout the watershed. We have a lot of great accomplishments and we're well well respected.
02:41:29.370 --> 02:41:33.250
+16*******25
And I've been working for the tummy River Trust for the last 15 years.
02:41:34.100 --> 02:41:35.060
+16*******25
And in that time.
02:41:35.740 --> 02:41:59.770
+16*******25
I worked a lot with the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and at times. It's been very collaborative and at times. We've been more like opponents, but in the past. There's been more respect and when we would ask for information. We would often get it, then we got to a point where the Sfpuc started hiding information and we had to start filing public records act request.
02:42:00.540 --> 02:42:11.010
+16*******25
And more recently, we were denied a sunshine ordinance request and it really baffled me because it was such a simple request, which I'll get to in a minute.
02:42:12.180 --> 02:42:32.980
+16*******25
But our role is really important because what we found especially in recent years, is staff will produce numbers that are quite alarming when it comes to San Francisco, leaving more water in the Tuolumne River for environmental purposes. And there are efforts by the state.
02:42:33.800 --> 02:43:03.650
+16*******25
State water board to improve flows by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. So this is a really big deal. That's part of a much bigger campaign to restore the Bay Delta. But what we've heard from sfpuc staff is well. If we give up more water. We're going to run out or we're going to have dramatic rationing and So what we've done is we've said Well, you're giving us a number for potential rationing. But we want to know how you got there and so for example.
02:43:04.030 --> 02:43:33.660
+16*******25
We created a water supply calculator where you could put in all the inputs and see what the outcome is and we had a lot of trouble getting the data from them, but eventually we did. And in this case, a year ago, a little bit more than a year ago, the state water board issued something called a water quality certification. The Sfpuc responded, saying this could lead to 75 to 90% rationing pretty alarming figure and that was repeated by.
02:43:33.790 --> 02:43:46.140
+16*******25
But then city attorney, Dennis Herrera, who is now the general manager of the SFPUC in an op Ed in the Chronicle and so earlier this year, I submitted a public records act request.
02:43:47.100 --> 02:43:57.390
+16*******25
Asking for the data and calculations and assumptions for getting to that number. I mean, if you're going to publish a pretty dramatic number like that you probably did some analysis.
02:43:58.310 --> 02:44:21.350
+16*******25
And in the long term. I was denied. This is the first time I've been denied. It's the first time I filed a request since Dennis Herrera became the general manager and I think it's just so clear that basic data like this cannot be withheld from the public their reasoning was attorney client communications.
02:44:22.070 --> 02:44:52.250
+16*******25
And the only thing I can imagine is that Oh well. We sent these documents to the city attorney last year and so it's covered but by that reasoning any document could be withheld from the public simply by sending it to the city attorney so I'm asking that you helped me get to a point where they will produce the information. We can come up with our analysis of it provide it to the SFPC Commissioners, who are responsible to the public. We also share information with the mayor 's office.
02:44:52.350 --> 02:45:02.200
+16*******25
The state water board with a lot of others and they depend on us to cross check this information. Coming from the PC I'd be happy to answer any questions.
02:45:03.700 --> 02:45:04.320
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
02:45:05.090 --> 02:45:08.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright now we can hear from the PC when Cheryl 's ready.
02:45:11.930 --> 02:45:15.640
+14*******83
thank you. Uh Carol Let me know when my time starts please.
02:45:14.750 --> 02:45:15.740
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, I was just a SEC.
02:45:16.940 --> 02:45:17.880
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Just a second.
02:45:27.640 --> 02:45:28.420
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you ready ma'am?
02:45:30.070 --> 02:45:30.800
+14*******83
Yes, I am.
02:45:32.210 --> 02:45:32.960
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
02:45:34.270 --> 02:45:37.040
+14*******83
Thank you good evening, everyone I'm.
02:45:38.640 --> 02:45:46.710
+14*******83
At first I like you just state that the busy strongly supports the policies of the public records act and such an ordinance.
02:45:47.400 --> 02:45:57.550
+14*******83
And works diligently to respond to records requests, including to those submitted by the complainant always have view towards the policies and as required by law.
02:45:58.210 --> 02:46:02.440
+14*******83
Umm and mentioned by fire, he has submitted.
02:46:03.180 --> 02:46:05.360
+14*******83
Public requests in the past and.
02:46:06.140 --> 02:46:25.610
+14*******83
I did a quick gather of the information, I had, and the complainant had submitted 6. Public records request to the PC in the past 16 months. We released approximately 600 records to the complainant in response to 5 of his public records request.
02:46:26.310 --> 02:46:33.560
+14*******83
And not the 6 requires the request that is now before this committee is the only one where no records were released due to privilege.
02:46:34.260 --> 02:46:53.140
+14*******83
And and this specific case as if you see properly invoked attorney client and attorney work product privilege exemptions from Section 2724. Subdivision K of the California public records act withholding information that complaining requested in his January 31st 2022 request.
02:46:54.010 --> 02:46:58.530
+14*******83
And if you see cannot waive the privilege in the information that the complainant has thought.
02:46:58.620 --> 02:47:11.240
+14*******83
And specifically do you see currently is currently a party in adversarial administrative proceeding and in pending and future anticipated litigation litigation excuse me?
02:47:11.510 --> 02:47:20.590
+14*******83
Umm concerning a water quality certification as mentioned by Mister Reckmeyer. This water quality certification was issued by the state water board.
02:47:21.930 --> 02:47:30.370
+14*******83
The complaint and the Twality River Trust as participating in the specific administrative administrative proceeding in opposition to the city.
02:47:31.290 --> 02:47:37.240
+14*******83
The information sought by the request was prepared in consultation with the city attorney 's office.
02:47:38.000 --> 02:47:45.470
+14*******83
She specifically informed the city 's position in the pending administrative proceeding before the state water board and even potential litigation.
02:47:46.400 --> 02:47:53.980
+14*******83
Therefore, that information is privileged and accordingly if you seek cannot waive this privilege. Thank you.
02:47:57.000 --> 02:47:57.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
02:47:59.450 --> 02:48:01.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I remember Stein questions.
02:48:05.370 --> 02:48:17.130
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yes, I have some questions for the respondent can you describe in a little more detail what the process is for coming up with calculations of water rationing needs?
02:48:23.570 --> 02:48:24.120
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
02:48:24.200 --> 02:48:24.720
Laura Stein (Guest)
Umm.
02:48:27.480 --> 02:48:33.440
Laura Stein (Guest)
Can you tell me how city attorneys are involved in calculating water rationing needs?
02:48:36.880 --> 02:48:45.040
+14*******83
I was not part of that. That process so I cannot answer that specifically I do not know.
02:48:45.940 --> 02:48:49.730
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK can let's see how to put this.
02:48:53.030 --> 02:49:07.480
Laura Stein (Guest)
Is calculating water rationing needs something that the PUC considers part of its typical business or ordinary course of business something that they need to do as the PUC.
02:49:09.260 --> 02:49:09.770
+14*******83
Umm.
02:49:10.330 --> 02:49:12.480
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yes, OK and are you aware.
02:49:11.930 --> 02:49:12.730
+14*******83
I I
02:49:13.140 --> 02:49:13.880
Laura Stein (Guest)
Ohh go ahead.
02:49:13.670 --> 02:49:16.210
+14*******83
Assume so I I assume so.
02:49:16.290 --> 02:49:30.610
+14*******83
So as you probably know, but you see the quite large organization. I'm not. I don't work directly with water staff, but that that would be my assumption, but I am not sure.
02:49:30.990 --> 02:49:35.450
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, OK and then are you aware that the Sunshine Ordinance.
02:49:36.150 --> 02:49:45.770
Laura Stein (Guest)
I'm under under 67.24 Section B, 2 talking about public information that must be disclosed.
02:49:47.460 --> 02:49:59.660
Laura Stein (Guest)
Basically says that you must release documents received or created by the department in its ordinary course of business that we're not attorney client privileged when they were created or received.
02:50:01.890 --> 02:50:06.620
+14*******83
As the this specific set of documents and information, I guess.
02:50:07.920 --> 02:50:13.730
+14*******83
Was produced by PC to as requested by the city attorney 's office?
02:50:15.070 --> 02:50:21.440
+14*******83
For this specific water quality certification procedure before the state water board.
02:50:22.210 --> 02:50:27.120
+14*******83
So I my understanding is that this information was created.
02:50:29.580 --> 02:50:32.850
+14*******83
In consultation with the attorney 's office for this specific proceeding.
02:50:35.770 --> 02:50:36.980
+14*******83
Not before then.
02:50:37.600 --> 02:50:37.990
+14*******83
Ohh.
02:50:39.880 --> 02:50:46.590
Laura Stein (Guest)
But you but it is in the ordinary course of business of what the PUC needs to do is produce this type of information.
02:50:49.150 --> 02:50:50.900
+14*******83
I did not know that.
02:50:49.220 --> 02:50:50.940
Laura Stein (Guest)
For other agencies.
02:50:52.220 --> 02:50:59.980
+14*******83
I do not know I don't know the specifics, something calculations and wouldn't be able to understand right? What kind of information we?
02:51:00.840 --> 02:51:09.320
+14*******83
Like applications, we are doing regularly and what kind of specific information were prepared for this specific proceeding.
02:51:13.150 --> 02:51:15.060
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, that those are all my questions.
02:51:16.700 --> 02:51:17.280
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:51:19.070 --> 02:51:24.880
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I just IA bit of a clarification.
02:51:26.030 --> 02:51:27.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Are the the?
02:51:28.410 --> 02:51:29.730
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
The file.
02:51:30.950 --> 02:51:39.250
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Says that you claim that these were attorney client privileged documents and this is the to the respondent.
02:51:40.530 --> 02:51:49.330
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But in your introductory you also cited a work product doctrine and I'm wondering.
02:51:50.080 --> 02:51:50.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I.
02:51:51.470 --> 02:51:52.110
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Could you
02:51:54.060 --> 02:51:57.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
how how much of this documentation was?
02:51:58.580 --> 02:52:03.190
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Covered by turning client privilege and how much of it was it.
02:52:03.340 --> 02:52:06.270
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Do good work product doctrine.
02:52:07.470 --> 02:52:19.470
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Because when you when you just said turn the client privilege. I really was wondering what's going on here, but now it sounds like it's a little bit of a different story? Could you explain?
02:52:23.670 --> 02:52:30.220
+14*******83
And can you rephrase your question and I are you asking what portions of?
02:52:30.300 --> 02:52:32.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well, yeah, yeah, it.
02:52:32.960 --> 02:52:40.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Which apparently some of it, you've withheld based on turning client privilege?
02:52:42.000 --> 02:52:50.090
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And some of it, you said you withheld based on the work product doctrine, I how much.
02:52:42.220 --> 02:52:42.680
+14*******83
Mm-hmm.
02:52:52.000 --> 02:53:05.800
+14*******83
Uh what actually I have the request well my response open in front of me and I believe we, we've followed the records based on the attorney client communications exclusively and not work product.
02:53:06.630 --> 02:53:07.880
+14*******83
So let me correct that.
02:53:07.000 --> 02:53:13.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, so, so, so, so it's not work product, you're you're claiming correct.
02:53:14.600 --> 02:53:24.290
+14*******83
Yeah, I don't think so, yeah, I I think that there. There's probably a mix up with my talking points here, but I have, I'm opening the request and?
02:53:25.050 --> 02:53:27.120
+14*******83
Are are the records were withheld?
02:53:28.480 --> 02:53:33.690
+14*******83
As attorney client not a privilege and not a work product.
02:53:32.690 --> 02:53:33.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:53:33.150 --> 02:53:42.720
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Turning client privilege and and so can you tell me with with the documents that are withheld based on attorney client privilege?
02:53:35.320 --> 02:53:35.590
+14*******83
Yeah.
02:53:43.860 --> 02:53:44.250
+14*******83
Umm.
02:53:43.960 --> 02:53:47.110
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Are are are any of those documents?
02:53:47.940 --> 02:53:51.950
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Documents that were generated within the PUC.
02:53:53.470 --> 02:53:54.040
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But.
02:53:54.940 --> 02:54:02.100
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
You're claiming the privilege merely based upon the fact that they were eventually.
02:54:03.340 --> 02:54:07.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Sent out in a in a a?
02:54:08.800 --> 02:54:15.550
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
They they they were forwarded to attorneys and therefore the privilege is being claimed.
02:54:20.240 --> 02:54:20.850
+14*******83
The.
02:54:23.340 --> 02:54:25.630
+14*******83
The calculations were.
02:54:26.980 --> 02:54:28.860
+14*******83
Prepared to
02:54:29.030 --> 02:54:35.600
+14*******83
and support instruct not sure what the right terminology is there's.
02:54:35.720 --> 02:54:36.250
+14*******83
Umm.
02:54:37.550 --> 02:54:40.500
+14*******83
Steve water board proceeding so.
02:54:42.560 --> 02:54:49.940
+14*******83
The the the water quality, said it was they were created support a petition regarding this water quality certification.
02:54:51.010 --> 02:54:55.350
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So so there are are you, saying that there are.
02:54:56.740 --> 02:55:06.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
There is data that there are numbers that were sent to the state water quality board.
02:55:07.930 --> 02:55:08.570
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That.
02:55:09.340 --> 02:55:19.070
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Would also be responsive to the request by Mister Direct Meyer. But you can't supply them because of attorney client privilege.
02:55:22.330 --> 02:55:26.400
+14*******83
Yeah, so the the calculations were prepared for this specific.
02:55:26.490 --> 02:55:35.190
+14*******83
Umm proceeding where the Tallamy River Trust is participating in opposition to the city.
02:55:35.790 --> 02:55:45.950
+14*******83
So there is a current proceeding and Mister Direct Meyer, the Tuolumne River Trust is opposing the cities position.
02:55:43.900 --> 02:55:44.390
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:55:47.010 --> 02:55:52.440
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And so you've given some of the the data to the state water control.
02:55:52.760 --> 02:55:58.600
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Big I'm sorry what's the name of the body water quality board or water control.
02:55:58.300 --> 02:55:58.670
+14*******83
Because.
02:56:00.250 --> 02:56:04.620
+14*******83
The state water board and it's a water quality certification.
02:56:00.490 --> 02:56:00.910
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
What is it?
02:56:05.280 --> 02:56:06.010
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:56:05.500 --> 02:56:07.260
+14*******83
But it's the statewide. Yeah.
02:56:07.740 --> 02:56:17.990
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK and so some of the data that Mister Direct Meyers organization has asked for, is data that you've given to that board correct.
02:56:19.880 --> 02:56:21.990
+14*******83
I believe so I'm not.
02:56:21.330 --> 02:56:21.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:56:22.880 --> 02:56:30.630
+14*******83
I not preview child information that was provided to the water, the state water board, but I I would assume so.
02:56:31.120 --> 02:56:37.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK and my question to Mister Direct Meyer is just you know, I know there may be other.
02:56:39.540 --> 02:56:42.060
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Types of data that you're interested in but.
02:56:43.320 --> 02:56:49.880
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If if there is data that they've given to the water board.
02:56:51.530 --> 02:56:56.140
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Is that something that you would like to have and you haven't been given?
02:56:58.650 --> 02:57:10.900
+16*******25
Thank you for giving me another chance. So just to explain the whole process. It was in January of last year, 2021 that the state water board issued the water quality certification.
02:57:12.140 --> 02:57:40.810
+16*******25
Twomey River Trust and our NGO partners. We filed a petition for reconsideration that basically said. We'd like a lot of what's in this certification, but there are a couple of issues, where we think there could be improvement. The Sfpuc and others also submitted their petitions for reconsideration that was in the sfpuc first of all. They used a demand projection that was 20% higher than the actual demand at the time.
02:57:40.980 --> 02:57:57.280
+16*******25
Which we caught right off the bat because that was in the document but then the 75 to 90% rationing there was no backup to that, so the state water board doesn't have the data. They just have the product of 75 to 90%, so that was in February.
02:57:55.800 --> 02:57:56.030
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:57:57.720 --> 02:58:27.430
+16*******25
Umm we filed our petitions for reconsideration. It wasn't until May 13th that the SFPUC filed its lawsuit so back to member steins comment. The petition for reconsideration was filed first and the lawsuit came 3 months later and what's happened in the past? Is we get the data. We look at it. We come up with a different narrative than the sfpuc we get an audience.
02:58:15.340 --> 02:58:15.770
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
02:58:27.770 --> 02:58:30.540
+16*******25
People listen to it, and we come out looking pretty good.
02:58:31.290 --> 02:58:41.640
+16*******25
And what happened this last January, we, we all filed responses to requests for reconsideration.
02:58:42.330 --> 02:59:15.450
+16*******25
And so this process is goes on for a while and then the SFPUC response. They said ohh and TRT and NGO 's might say this or that so they tried to preempt because they knew what we were going to target and their comments because they knew where they were fudging and so they tried to be preemptive and in this case. It's pretty obvious to me that they either didn't do a very thorough analysis to come up with 75 to 90%.
02:59:15.740 --> 02:59:23.390
+16*******25
Or there are a number of assumptions in there that are not reasonable and they might get identified if we have access to the data.
02:59:23.930 --> 02:59:39.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, OK and have you seen have you requested this kind of data before it in sort of like prior periods and you've been given it in a certain form.
02:59:40.580 --> 03:00:01.800
+16*******25
Well, you know a a comparable example was when the state water board issued something for the Bay. Delta water quality control plan, which is a pretty big deal, and the SFPUC put out numbers like oh this astronomical socioeconomic impacts well.
03:00:01.960 --> 03:00:32.770
+16*******25
Why don't we have a workshop in front of the state water board and they ended up agreeing with us that they were totally inflated and then their own documents eventually proved that they had exaggerated the impacts by 2 and 2.5. So 250% and so when they came out with numbers about well. The Bay Delta plan is going to lead to 50% rationing. We said Well, you know, we'd like to have the numbers because we created this calculator where we can follow whatever process you used.
03:00:18.020 --> 03:00:18.510
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ah.
03:00:19.570 --> 03:00:20.210
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
03:00:32.860 --> 03:00:33.650
+16*******25
And then check it.
03:00:34.400 --> 03:00:53.400
+16*******25
And they said no and we we asked Commissioner Moran to set up a meeting with the staff and so they did, and we presented the results of our calculator. But we pointed out, we had to guess at these numbers here because staff wouldn't give them to us.
03:00:54.040 --> 03:01:24.740
+16*******25
And a senior staff member said. Well, we didn't know how you were gonna use the data and I looked at Commissioner Moran and I said that's not their role to question how we're gonna use public data. We are, we represent a pretty major public constituency and we have the right to this data, and lo and behold, we got it. The next day. We were able to complete our calculator and ever since then. We've been showing a number of scenarios where we can improve.
03:01:24.830 --> 03:01:52.300
+16*******25
The Tuolumne River ecosystem and keep the famine from going extinct and we don't have to worry about running out of water and we've embarrassed the PUC staff. A number of times, not intentionally but you know, we have our job to protect and restore the Tallamy and honesty is so important. And I'm proud to say we've never been caught lying. We almost always are right and I think we will be in this case too. If we get the data.
03:01:53.660 --> 03:01:56.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, thank you, yeah, we?
03:01:57.680 --> 03:02:01.940
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We can only do what we can do here in what?
03:02:02.850 --> 03:02:05.940
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We we can't make any decisions in this committee.
03:02:08.170 --> 03:02:14.060
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But we can, we can send this for a full task force hearing.
03:02:15.580 --> 03:02:23.580
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
My my take on this is yeah, it sounds very odd if not.
03:02:24.750 --> 03:02:32.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Borderline I believable that everything, everything that comes within your request would somehow.
03:02:33.930 --> 03:02:37.230
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Be covered within the attorney client privilege.
03:02:38.090 --> 03:02:39.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I that is.
03:02:41.260 --> 03:02:43.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And if that were so.
03:02:43.890 --> 03:03:05.870
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I don't know what kind of business. They're running down there. Because yeah, you know put all your data in the in the letters to your lawyers and this just doesn't, it, I mean, it's conceivable and that's why I was wondering it did they mean to say work product doctrine, I don't know.
03:03:06.500 --> 03:03:11.170
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But I this just yeah, there's just it doesn't sound right.
03:03:12.370 --> 03:03:14.240
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
So I think we're gonna.
03:03:14.730 --> 03:03:44.640
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Had to send this to the the task force to look at although the problem for us is that when the attorney. Client privilege is claimed we have very few capabilities in terms of like like digging into the issue because we can't ask for things like privilege logs so I I am going to say. I do have a concern that this doesn't sound right? That's not necessarily something that I'm gonna put in my.
03:03:44.740 --> 03:03:53.340
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Recommendation of the task force but I I think that I I. I am gonna make a motion that we, we do move this forward.
03:03:54.840 --> 03:03:55.450
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
And.
03:03:56.220 --> 03:04:04.810
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Have the task force consider whether this violation of 67.21 by.
03:04:06.590 --> 03:04:08.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Asserting the attorney client privilege.
03:04:09.720 --> 03:04:11.270
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
As a
03:04:12.770 --> 03:04:15.790
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
An exemption to production of all the documents.
03:04:16.270 --> 03:04:16.640
Laura Stein (Guest)
But.
03:04:16.610 --> 03:04:31.800
Laura Stein (Guest)
Uh containing the information you're seeking it's taught by the petitioner. Can I just say before you. I don't know if you were formally making that motion if we're still discussing it because we haven't discussed it yet.
03:04:30.340 --> 03:04:30.590
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh.
03:04:32.100 --> 03:04:36.900
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Skype I I yeah, let's discuss it, yeah, yeah.
03:04:36.450 --> 03:05:03.650
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, I wanna say, I hear what you're saying about attorney client privilege and it becomes difficult for us to evaluate but my concern here is that I feel like the information that's being asked for goes to the core of the kind of information that should be public. This is information that should be produced by the Public Utilities Commission. It's being presented to a state public state agency right the state water board and yet we're being told.
03:05:03.750 --> 03:05:34.070
Laura Stein (Guest)
That the calculations that produce this information are somehow not available to the public due to attorney client privilege or work product. I don't understand. In the the respondent has not been able to tell me how attorneys are involved in the calculation of you know this information or and I can't even begin to understand why they would be involved in calculating numbers that are being represented before another state agency.
03:05:34.140 --> 03:05:46.510
Laura Stein (Guest)
And it seems like those calculations should fundamentally be public information if it's produced by a public agency being presented to another public agency regardless of whether there's a lawsuit now there may be materials in that.
03:05:47.130 --> 03:06:18.420
Laura Stein (Guest)
Documentation that discussed the lawsuit or something and that can be redacted or exempted under attorney client privilege. But I don't feel that we've gotten any kind of satisfactory answer from the respondent about what attorneys have to do with the calculations of water rationing that are absolutely the business of the PUC and so I would also suggest that we have the task force look at this being a violation of 67.24 B 2, which says that you must really you know release documents that are.
03:06:18.530 --> 03:06:28.600
Laura Stein (Guest)
Created by a department and its ordinary course of business. You know that are not attorney client privileged when they are created so you know, I would want to throw that in there, too.
03:06:33.560 --> 03:06:34.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ah.
03:06:34.270 --> 03:06:43.520
Laura Stein (Guest)
Yeah, and I would just kind of, say to the respondent that I hope you will do your research and try to figure out exactly how attorneys were involved in calculating water rationing.
03:06:34.470 --> 03:06:34.780
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
That's
03:06:44.930 --> 03:06:47.490
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, this does it yeah?
03:06:45.970 --> 03:06:50.120
Laura Stein (Guest)
before this goes to the full task force because that's going to be a central question.
03:06:51.460 --> 03:06:52.910
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah, yeah.
03:06:55.560 --> 03:07:06.200
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Well my my motion was a first draft, I'll certainly add in the additional provision that member Stein has has just recited.
03:07:06.350 --> 03:07:10.300
Laura Stein (Guest)
67.24 B 2.
03:07:10.570 --> 03:07:13.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Sure, sure that sounds good to me.
03:07:14.700 --> 03:07:23.460
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
If you wanna I mean, we could further talk if if if you think we should augment it at all or else if you wanna just.
03:07:24.120 --> 03:07:24.770
Laura Stein (Guest)
Move forward.
03:07:24.380 --> 03:07:25.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I consider.
03:07:25.740 --> 03:07:31.350
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Uh that motion that's my motion at this point.
03:07:29.780 --> 03:07:30.170
Laura Stein (Guest)
I will.
03:07:31.510 --> 03:07:33.930
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I will second that OK great.
03:07:33.900 --> 03:07:39.920
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, so it's a combination of the 2 motions. Let's see by asserting my.
03:07:39.770 --> 03:07:53.960
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But I will say it's it's my motion with the addition of of that provision that I remember starting added in 67.2242, Yeah.
03:07:51.890 --> 03:07:52.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Before me too.
03:07:53.650 --> 03:07:53.970
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah.
03:07:56.220 --> 03:07:59.150
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Catch my motion and she and that's what she seconded.
03:08:25.570 --> 03:08:28.150
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, so do we wanna open this up for public comment.
03:08:29.090 --> 03:08:29.540
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yes.
03:08:36.140 --> 03:08:38.310
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Any public comments on this might item.
03:08:39.860 --> 03:08:40.960
anonymous(2)
Anonymous number 3.
03:08:41.700 --> 03:08:42.840
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Anonymous number 3.
03:08:44.890 --> 03:08:45.740
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Any others.
03:08:49.760 --> 03:08:52.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Let's go for it with uh anonymous number 3 then.
03:08:53.470 --> 03:08:54.270
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Are you ready Sir?
03:08:55.000 --> 03:08:55.470
anonymous(2)
I am
03:08:56.520 --> 03:08:57.070
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
03:08:57.830 --> 03:09:16.680
anonymous(2)
thank you very much. It's anonymous number 3. Here's what I heard from this case. Basically, an agency was caught lying to another agency in past similar cases, the people who had the resources and were smart enough to catch this agency lying which is the petitioner and or their organization.
03:09:17.880 --> 03:09:29.670
anonymous(2)
Are now essentially being shielded from that information by using attorney client privilege to claim that calculations that have that are themselves not requests for legal advice.
03:09:30.410 --> 03:09:42.870
anonymous(2)
Are somehow attorney client privileged so basically they found a way to show that the agency is a liar and now we're gonna use attorney client privilege to make sure they can't be embarrassed again and that's what I've heard here completely agree with the motion.
03:09:43.950 --> 03:09:44.740
anonymous(2)
Also.
03:09:46.160 --> 03:09:59.920
anonymous(2)
Even when the when state court have considered this kind of this litigation document. It is only limited to quote a document is protected from disclosure only for this specifically prepared for use in litigation.
03:10:00.630 --> 03:10:22.240
anonymous(2)
And a the lawsuit is litigation, but getting some sort of permit is not litigation and in fact. This task force. Maybe the committee has discussed how administrative actions like the sotf is not in and of itself litigation so the documents that were prepared and by the way the citation for what I just said, is city of Hemet versus Superior Court 1995 but.
03:10:24.170 --> 03:10:53.520
anonymous(2)
The the you know this task force is itself discussed how litigation is something different from administrative action and the lawsuit may be litigation and the document specifically prepared for that lawsuit may be exempt when done in confidence with the attorney. But the other things, they have done to argue for why certain kinds of rationing or true or whatever have nothing to do with the exemption. They have cited and if at the end of the day they have to change their story.
03:10:53.670 --> 03:11:24.440
anonymous(2)
That the forecast force and they they are not using actually the same written exemption. They use in the response to the complainant which I believe you stated was attorney client privilege if they change their story make it attorney work product privilege make 6254 B for pending litigation documents. Whatever they do. Then you should also find a violation of 6727 because they are required to give the full exemption for all of the information they want to withhold at the time of the request to the original complainant and not make things up and change their mind.
03:11:24.540 --> 03:11:27.330
anonymous(2)
When they get called on it in STF. Thank you very much.
03:11:29.440 --> 03:11:31.080
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Alright, thank you.
03:11:32.940 --> 03:11:34.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I think we
03:11:34.880 --> 03:11:35.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I'm ready for a vote.
03:11:36.500 --> 03:11:38.230
anonymous(3)
How about public comments please?
03:11:38.490 --> 03:11:40.660
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Ohh we have another public commenter.
03:11:45.690 --> 03:11:46.860
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
The store field, you ready.
03:11:47.970 --> 03:11:49.900
anonymous(3)
Yes, just let me know when to start.
03:11:50.770 --> 03:11:51.340
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead.
03:11:53.820 --> 03:12:01.330
anonymous(3)
Peter Warfieldhereexecutivedirectorlibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and
03:12:02.210 --> 03:12:13.850
anonymous(3)
Peel Box 170544 San Francisco, California. 94117 dash 0544. We're not a party to this case, we have heard the whole hearing and I want to say that I.
03:12:15.610 --> 03:12:16.910
anonymous(3)
Listened with pleasure.
03:12:17.670 --> 03:12:23.550
anonymous(3)
Uh I appreciate it very much both the chair and member Stein.
03:12:24.210 --> 03:12:25.260
anonymous(3)
In their questioning.
03:12:25.990 --> 03:12:35.590
anonymous(3)
I thought that the questions were exceptionally appt and the response is. Unbelievably weak evasive or I don't know.
03:12:36.730 --> 03:12:41.680
anonymous(3)
The claim that there was an attorney client privilege and.
03:12:42.720 --> 03:12:47.080
anonymous(3)
Work product is clearly stated response from.
03:12:47.880 --> 03:12:48.410
anonymous(3)
Umm.
03:12:49.230 --> 03:12:52.370
anonymous(3)
The respondent on page 341.
03:12:54.060 --> 03:12:57.710
anonymous(3)
Although I heard her testified that she was dropping the.
03:12:59.160 --> 03:13:13.150
anonymous(3)
Work product privilege and was gonna stick with attorney client privilege. What new excuse are they gonna come up with or what old excuse are they gonna dig up. It sounded pretty much they were grasping at Straws to say the least.
03:13:14.270 --> 03:13:19.610
anonymous(3)
And I love the question what does attorney client privilege have to do with these sorts of?
03:13:20.320 --> 03:13:31.260
anonymous(3)
Calculations that can be expected to happen in the ordinary course of business and certainly an anonymous is right, there's no indication anywhere that having a lawsuit going.
03:13:32.360 --> 03:13:34.690
anonymous(3)
Does or should in any way affect?
03:13:35.620 --> 03:13:40.400
anonymous(3)
Information requests under sunshine or the public records act.
03:13:41.440 --> 03:13:42.090
anonymous(3)
So.
03:13:44.060 --> 03:13:45.650
anonymous(3)
It seems that you have gotten.
03:13:46.410 --> 03:13:47.220
anonymous(3)
Spot on
03:13:48.930 --> 03:13:50.240
anonymous(3)
including the additional.
03:13:51.190 --> 03:13:52.380
anonymous(3)
Uh section.
03:13:53.530 --> 03:13:58.960
anonymous(3)
And I'd urge you to consider anonymous as recommendation of adding the section, he recommended as well.
03:14:00.330 --> 03:14:01.120
anonymous(3)
And.
03:14:05.130 --> 03:14:08.420
anonymous(3)
Good for you and yes approve the motion.
03:14:10.700 --> 03:14:11.970
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
All right thank you.
03:14:12.870 --> 03:14:14.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I let's go ahead with the book.
03:14:21.470 --> 03:14:23.190
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Number Stein I.
03:14:24.210 --> 03:14:26.130
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Ohh actually no this is Dean 's motion.
03:14:27.380 --> 03:14:30.170
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
I apologize apologize cheer Schmidt.
03:14:27.400 --> 03:14:27.680
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK.
03:14:30.950 --> 03:14:33.520
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hi Jerry Schmidt I'm never Stein.
03:14:33.780 --> 03:14:34.090
Laura Stein (Guest)
Hi.
03:14:34.990 --> 03:14:56.760
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Number sign I move my chair, Schmidt seconded by member Stein to find that the records are public. There is jurisdiction and to forward. The case to the task force and have the task force consider violation of 6721 by asserting attorney client privilege as an exemption to all the documents sought by the petitioner and consider a violation of 6724 B 2.
03:14:59.010 --> 03:14:59.430
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Good.
03:15:05.650 --> 03:15:06.480
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Next item.
03:15:06.860 --> 03:15:13.400
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Like next item item number 11 announcements comments questions and future agenda items by members of the complaint committee.
03:15:14.590 --> 03:15:15.760
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I don't have anything.
03:15:16.110 --> 03:15:16.710
Laura Stein (Guest)
And then here.
03:15:17.530 --> 03:15:19.400
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK hang on a second.
03:15:23.790 --> 03:15:24.270
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hey.
03:15:25.570 --> 03:15:26.710
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
I guess we should.
03:15:27.540 --> 03:15:29.140
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
A lot of public comment on that.
03:15:32.670 --> 03:15:33.050
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK.
03:15:35.750 --> 03:15:38.830
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We didn't we didn't have anything at the end there.
03:15:38.970 --> 03:15:42.520
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Yeah is is there anyone who has any comment on that.
03:15:44.120 --> 03:15:45.430
anonymous(3)
Yes, there is.
03:15:45.850 --> 03:15:48.220
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK, we have comet one.
03:15:54.710 --> 03:15:55.860
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When you're ready Cheryl.
03:15:56.860 --> 03:15:58.590
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Hi Mister, Warfield, you're ready.
03:16:00.660 --> 03:16:02.190
anonymous(3)
Yes, just let me know when.
03:16:03.200 --> 03:16:03.840
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Go ahead Sir.
03:16:06.580 --> 03:16:17.990
anonymous(3)
Peter Warfieldhereexecutivedirectorlibraryusersassociationlibraryuserstwothousand4@yahoo.com and PO Box 170544 San Francisco, California.
03:16:19.240 --> 03:16:22.570
anonymous(3)
94117 dash 0544.
03:16:27.370 --> 03:16:29.120
anonymous(3)
One of the items on this agenda.
03:16:30.030 --> 03:16:32.080
anonymous(3)
Item number 11 is.
03:16:33.400 --> 03:16:36.410
anonymous(3)
Future agenda items are.
03:16:39.060 --> 03:16:44.920
anonymous(3)
And while it says by members of the complaint committee. I would comment on the absence of.
03:16:45.630 --> 03:16:50.870
anonymous(3)
Uh recommended future agenda items and suggest something that you.
03:16:52.180 --> 03:16:53.220
anonymous(3)
I think should consider.
03:16:54.630 --> 03:16:56.540
anonymous(3)
Today, you've heard a lot of testimony.
03:16:57.780 --> 03:16:58.970
anonymous(3)
By people who were
03:16:59.870 --> 03:17:03.840
anonymous(3)
largely if not completely uninformed about.
03:17:04.600 --> 03:17:09.100
anonymous(3)
The cases about the decisions made in these cases.
03:17:09.900 --> 03:17:12.990
anonymous(3)
Uh about the operation of the department.
03:17:15.920 --> 03:17:16.500
anonymous(3)
Uh.
03:17:18.010 --> 03:17:22.370
anonymous(3)
About the procedures within the department members Stein said what is the?
03:17:22.990 --> 03:17:27.460
anonymous(3)
Uh attorneys role in the process for calculating it.
03:17:28.730 --> 03:17:30.920
anonymous(3)
Calculation that was under under discussion.
03:17:31.710 --> 03:17:32.260
anonymous(3)
Umm.
03:17:33.910 --> 03:17:35.050
anonymous(3)
I think that.
03:17:35.930 --> 03:17:37.210
anonymous(3)
There is a need.
03:17:38.040 --> 03:17:50.200
anonymous(3)
Number one to comment on the quality and the believability of testimony, given especially when it is.
03:17:51.170 --> 03:17:56.920
anonymous(3)
Let's say to severely deficient and I also think that in the procedures there ought to be.
03:17:57.520 --> 03:18:04.310
anonymous(3)
Uh routinely and perhaps in your hearing you can do it ad hoc, but in general that there should be.
03:18:05.350 --> 03:18:06.650
anonymous(3)
A requirement that.
03:18:08.340 --> 03:18:15.790
anonymous(3)
Principles with regard to what happened in other words, the people who certainly the immediate decision makers.
03:18:16.720 --> 03:18:42.350
anonymous(3)
What to deny whether to deny? How much to deny? What claims to make and so on those folks should be directly, giving testimony and if they don't and if they're not brought by the agency. The respondent then you should consider that seriously in your motions in your comments your in your orders of determination.
03:18:39.460 --> 03:18:40.430
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Because that's
03:18:43.420 --> 03:18:45.610
anonymous(3)
As part of your decision as?
03:18:46.310 --> 03:18:47.150
anonymous(3)
As respects.
03:18:48.110 --> 03:18:52.760
anonymous(3)
Their believability their knowledge and so on, and so forth basically.
03:18:54.060 --> 03:18:58.370
anonymous(3)
In the past, You used to have orders of determination that would say things like.
03:18:59.250 --> 03:18:59.750
anonymous(3)
Uh.
03:19:01.690 --> 03:19:03.900
anonymous(3)
This side usually the.
03:19:03.120 --> 03:19:04.240
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
your time Sir.
03:19:05.110 --> 03:19:06.940
anonymous(3)
What is that a 32nd warning?
03:19:05.360 --> 03:19:05.690
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK.
03:19:06.470 --> 03:19:06.920
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
What's up?
03:19:07.920 --> 03:19:12.970
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
But that's that's 3 minutes. I believe Cheryl said. Yeah, thank you.
03:19:08.420 --> 03:19:08.750
anonymous(3)
It.
03:19:09.170 --> 03:19:09.380
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Up.
03:19:12.280 --> 03:19:12.460
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yep.
03:19:13.450 --> 03:19:22.730
anonymous(3)
So I so if I can conclude I asked for 30 SEC. I thought I was getting 30 seconds. So to conclude I think that's something you should consider for your future procedures. Thank you.
03:19:23.720 --> 03:19:25.610
anonymous(2)
I would like to comment as well enormous.
03:19:24.180 --> 03:19:25.060
anonymous(3)
I would like to come in.
03:19:25.820 --> 03:19:28.050
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
We we have another public commenter.
03:19:26.290 --> 03:19:28.310
anonymous(3)
Are we we have another problem come in?
03:19:31.840 --> 03:19:32.890
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
When sheriff's ready.
03:19:35.450 --> 03:19:36.150
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
You ready Sir.
03:19:40.330 --> 03:20:12.500
anonymous(2)
thank you so honest on the 3 I just wanted to do heartily second, everything that Mister Warfield just said your and this is something as the complaint committee. You should discuss when you're talking about complaint procedures. The law already says in the Sunshine Ordinance in court if a record is a public record until they they have the burden of proof that it is they being the city has the burden of proof in proving that it is exempt and if the people and that's about in court now. You make your own rules and I believe you have the same rule in your complaint procedure.
03:19:42.210 --> 03:19:45.170
anonymous(3)
I just wanted to do a hardily second, everything that.
03:19:48.630 --> 03:19:49.030
anonymous(3)
Something.
03:19:53.670 --> 03:19:54.520
anonymous(3)
The law already.
03:19:57.250 --> 03:19:58.090
anonymous(3)
Court records.
03:20:14.080 --> 03:20:27.140
anonymous(2)
If people coming are coming here and they don't know what they're talking about and it is clear. They don't know they're talking about you should give their testimony very little weight and what it's very confusing is the fact that.
03:20:16.340 --> 03:20:16.800
anonymous(3)
They don't know.
03:20:20.380 --> 03:20:20.590
anonymous(3)
Give.
03:20:22.700 --> 03:20:23.130
anonymous(3)
And.
03:20:28.030 --> 03:20:58.580
anonymous(2)
There are clearly people in that department who know why they made a decision or are responsible for making the decision. You should consider why is it that they send other people 's one would think the city would win more cases if they send an expert lawyer who was an expert in the public records law and could defend their decisions really well. So why is it that they send a peer to send people who don't know what they're talking about either or both. In the law and worse in the facts of the actual request and so I very much second, everything shared by Mister Warfield.
03:20:58.650 --> 03:20:59.350
anonymous(2)
Thank you very much.
03:20:59.100 --> 03:20:59.380
anonymous(3)
Thank you.
03:21:01.480 --> 03:21:01.940
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Thank you.
03:21:01.970 --> 03:21:02.370
anonymous(3)
Thank you.
03:21:04.810 --> 03:21:05.380
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
All right.
03:21:05.480 --> 03:21:06.610
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Other public commenters.
03:21:09.940 --> 03:21:11.850
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
OK, I guess public comment is closed.
03:21:13.370 --> 03:21:14.160
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Next item.
03:21:15.050 --> 03:21:19.180
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Item number 12 adjournment I have 855.
03:21:15.560 --> 03:21:16.470
anonymous(3)
Item number 12.
03:21:19.480 --> 03:21:20.610
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
OK move to there.
03:21:19.770 --> 03:21:20.950
Laura Stein (Guest)
I make a motion to adjourn.
03:21:22.760 --> 03:21:23.410
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Target.
03:21:23.650 --> 03:21:25.330
Laura Stein (Guest)
OK, thanks. Bye.
03:21:24.150 --> 03:21:24.500
anonymous(3)
OK.
03:21:27.520 --> 03:21:29.260
Dean Schmidt (Guest)
Have fun thanks.
03:21:29.820 --> 03:21:31.340
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
Yeah, I've got to stop the?
03:21:33.880 --> 03:21:34.380
Leger, Cheryl (BOS)
According.
