
	
  

Dana Cody, Esq. 
Executive Director 
Catherine W. Short, Esq.  
Legal Director 
Mary Riley 
Administrative Director 
Allison K. Aranda, Esq. 
Senior Staff Counsel 
 
Bo ard  o f  D i rec tors  
John R. Streett, Esq. 
Chairman 
Dana Cody, Esq. 
Marcella Tyler Ketelhut 
Terry L. Thompson, Esq. 
Colette Wilson, Esq. 
Anthony E. Wynne, JD 
 
A d v i so r y  Boa rd  
The Hon. Steve Baldwin 
San Diego, California 
The Rev. Michael R. Carey, OP, JD 
Colorado 
Daniel Cathcart, Esq. 
Los Angeles, California 
The Hon. William P. Clark 
Paso Robles, California 
Raymond Dennehy, PhD. 
San Francisco, California 
The Rev. Joseph D. Fessio, SJ 
San Francisco, California 
The Hon. Ray Haynes  
Riverside, California 
James Hirsen, Esq.   
Riverside, California 
The Hon. Howard Kaloogian 
Los Angeles, California 
David Llewellyn, Esq. 
Sacramento, California  
Anne J. O’Connor, Esq. 
New Jersey 
Charles E. Rice, Esq.   
South Bend, Indiana 
Ben Stein, Esq. 
West Hollywood, California 
Andrew Zepeda, Esq. 
Beverly Hills, California 
 

N or t h ern  Ca l i f o rn i a   
(Administration) 
P.O. Box 2105 
Napa, California 94558 
(707) 224–6675 
 
S ou t h ern  Ca l i f o rn ia  
P.O. Box 1313 
Ojai, California 93024 
(805) 640–1940 

L LD F .o r g  

L IFE: AT  THE HEART OF THE LAW 

January 17, 2012  
 
John Kwong, Permit Manager, Department of Public Works 
City Hall, Room 348 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 
 
Dear Mr. Kwong: 
 
I have reviewed the documents you sent, and I do not see among these 
documents any documents relating to the closure of Market Street, which 
is a pre-condition for issuance of a permit for banners to be placed on the 
historic  lamp posts on Market Street, per Public Works Code section 
184.78(f)(2)(A), nor do I see a Certificate of Appropriateness, pursuant to 
section 184.78(f)(4). Could you please provide such documents, or 
confirm such documents do not exist.  
 
Second, I do not see any explanation from the City for granting a permit 
for these banners, which, while purporting to be "City-wide event" 
banners, are not "announcing an event or series of related events," as 
required by section 184.78(c)(3).  
 
Third, on its face, the application for the "sidewalk march" states that 
there is an expected attendance of only 200 people, which falls far short 
of the 500 expected attendees required for a banner permit to issue for a 
"City-wide event." Even combined with the 500 expected attendees at the 
other event on January 21 at Justin Herman Plaza, there are only 700 
expected attendees, again, falling short of the 1000 expected attendees 
required for a banner permit to issue for a "series of related events," per 
section 184.78(c)(6).  
 
Finally, I do not see any explanation from the City for granting a permit 
for banners bearing logos taking up more than 15% of the space on the 
banner, as well as slogans, both of which are in violation of DPW Order 
No. 175,208.  
 
In conclusion, it appears from the documents provided that the banner 
permit should not have issued and that the City should, as demanded in 
our earlier letter, revoke the permit and remove the banners.  
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Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to your prompt response. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
 
 
Catherine Short 
	
  


