Senator Liname Femnstein
Phaslinghon, 8. 8.
Oicober 38, 2017

The Honorable London Breed

President, San Francisco Board of Supervisors
} Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pluce

ity Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102-468Y

Re: Presidio Terrace Tax Sale Rescission Hearing on November 28, 2017
Dear President Breed.

[ have followed with interest the tax sale of the Presidio Terrace Common
Areas by San Francisco's Treasurer and [ax Collector since it was first reported
several months ago, and I write to express my concerns about serious principles at
stake in the matter you will consider at the Board’s tax sale rescission hearing on
November 28, 2017,

As you might expeet, and as I readily concede, my own family’s time as
Presidio Terrace residents lends a measure of porsonal perspective 1o a dispute
involving many of our friends and former neighbors. While that is an appropriate
basis for the personal emipathy 1 hold for the neighborhood’s families. 1
acknowledge it here as a preliminary point of emphasis for what this letter is not
My family's history in the neighborhood is neither a legitimate basis 1o influence
Board decision-making. nor a factor in underlying principles that should be
decisive 1o 2 just resolution. My interest in the dispute derives instead from more
than four decades of service us a public sificial -~ much of it for the Ciry and
County of $an Francisco — and priorities reflected in my career’s work to ensure
fair play and equal treatiment as foundational duties of those of us entrusted o
govern,

When the improbable story of Presidio Terrace’s tax sale first made
headlines last August. my own reaction of neat-disbeliel seemed widely shared by
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others. [ would not have guessed bureaveracies still held surprises for me. But this
one did.

For decades, the San Francisco Treasures/ Tax Collector’s Office sent tax
bills to the wrong address. And for dveades, those bills were presumably “returned-
undeliverable™ ta the same atfice. Yet wntmuaiiy informed by the apparently
decades-long feedback loop that the wrong address was siill wrong, the office’s
ignorance endured. Finally, the office mitiated a tax sale proceeding for tax
defaulted property. Te meet the constitutional burdens imposed by that process, the
Tax Cellector sent notice 1o the property’s owner - to the same wrong address
once again! The office made no further effort to contact the property owners for
whose benefit the street exists, and it posted no notice whatseever on the property
iselt. After all of that, the Treasurer/Tax Collector’s office’s insistence that

taxpayers were wholly 1o blame for that office’s own fiaseo was breathtaking,

Among plot twists recounted in news reperts on Presidio Terrace that
seemed near disbelief. however, one stood out to me as fully unbelievable. In the
United States of America, no one should lose property at the hands of the
government without knowing about it

For a government procecding to meet the cumtitmin*nﬂ hurdens necessary to
deprive property from an owner without the owner’s awareness, one would
reasonably expect to sce rare and highly unusual circumstances. Yet the San
Franciscans deprived of their property without their knowledge in April 2015
presented no such unusual circumstances — apart from the wholly insufficient
efforts of their city's Tax Collector to notify them. Adding insult to the
unconstitutional injury of being denied their due process rights, they collectively
remained unaware of the sale for two vears until first learning of s new owners,

it is for the reasons above that | urge you and your colieagues to overturn the
tax sale at the Board's forthcoming hearing. Thank you for considering my views
on the serious principles at stake. If1 can be of further assistance, please feel free
o contact me.

Sincerely,
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Disnne Feinstein
United States Senator .

CC: Members, San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supgrvisors
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..... 1 GREGORY HARPER, SBN 146119

, Law Offices of Gregory Harper
2 2039 Shatruck Avenue, Suite 304 _

Berkeley, California 94704-1150 FILE
3 Tel: 510.704.0494 Al AMEDA &

Fax: 510.704.2580 - OHNTY
4 email: ghlaw@pacbell net PR 30 207
5 Attorney for Petitioner and Cross-Defendant CLERK mﬁ;{b "OR IC/O%
6 | RASHB. GHOSH ¥ RS A
7 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA @‘y

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
8
9 Rash B. Ghosh : Case No. 2002-043750
N DECLARATION OF GREGORY
10 Petitioner, HARPER IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION
and TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF

19 RECEIVER AND INJUNCTION

Shirley Dean et al. ,
12 : Date: May 9, 2007

Respondent. Time: 2,00 P.M.
13 Dept.: 31
14 City of Berkeley,
15 Cross- Complainant
B 16 vs.
17 Rash B. Ghosh and Does 1-100
18 4 Cross-Defendants.
19 |\
20
21
22 I Gregory Harper do hereby declare:
23 1 1 am the attorney of record for the petitioner /cross defendant, Rash B. Ghosh.
24 2. If called upon, I can testify as to nuisances and the abatement policy of the City of
25 Berkeley.
26 3. Iam familiar with the past implementation of policy of the City of Berkeley relative to
27 nuisance enforcement.
28 DECLARATION OF GREGORY
HARPER IN OPPOSITION TO
MOTION FOR RECEIVERSHIP




a4 Thave repreéented divergent communities in the city of Berkeley relative to public and
private nuisances.

5 I was the attorney of record in Harper v Robinsor, 2 nuisance matter wherein the
community sought abatement in Superior Court, of a nuisance against a 44 unit housing
project through the administrative process of the city of Berkeley. The city failed fo act
and the community had to seek refief through the court and acquire an injunction. The
defendant therein abated the nuisance and the case settled during trial. This matter was
filed while the city sought code enforcement against Dr. Ghosh.

6. I was the attorney of record in Lewinsky v U.S.C.A., another matter where the community
was forced by the city to seek redress first in small claims court and subsequently in
Superior Court. The nuisgm&e was abated and the case settled during_tdal_ The city failed
to move provide adcq;late code enforcement efforts to abate the nuisance.

7. In each instance, 2 i)ubiic nuisance was indicated and the city failed to act. The
community was forced to seek relief and the court failed to impose a receivership.
Nevertheless each nuisance was abated thus ending court intervention.

[ declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing are true and correct under penalty of perjury.

Dated: April 24, 2007

DECLARATION IN OPPOSITION
TO MOTION FOR
-2- RECEIVERSHIP

ORIGINAL
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} e ’ e ' K JUN 25 20
‘@ LOW IMPA CT Hopp OCCUPATION APPLICATION
. | F"Eﬁc‘f e - - 0T-900 d‘tcg 7 >
Project Type: Hue JUN 25 2007 - Application u
Date:

Abplicsit Name (Print)

Applicant Signature;

{8.9., outside, in house, in garage; in vehicie)?

_ Yes: No:

ﬁes, explain: : . N

Pla'nnlng 2120 Milvig Street, Berkeley, ca 84704

Current
Ted: $10.705.811; TDD: S11.981.9603 Fax: 510.540.1393 Emaif; Planning@ci.berkelgx.m.us
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Project Type Cod eDD@@
o Application #: @@"

R ey ;
.,l?.rlo‘/lect s,”.”?”??.ﬂ{:"..-t‘ Ji

New Dwrellings (Net #) )
-
; ‘ Owner Authorize? Y/N/NA
Zoning Section 3 _ ~ Bldg Div notify? Y/N/NA
Zoning Section § I

Zoni.ng Section §.

£ I G s ST e e 590 503 ‘ ; . l
BETY - MR STt all that apply:
) @ City of Berkeley o

400 i Afing
y O HE CSTIMR REIEIDT ee 700» MOD w/o Public Hear
!- OPER: REGISTER! OC  ppgpg, 4 - 100
I DATE:. 6/25/02 g RECEIPT: 0o0agge
. ESEPTIN . gy RONT TP
2002 30000177 1 s165. 0o 07

i ' Project Valuation, §
- ) n Use Permit — Conversion '
_ TENDRR BEvan .

Bom e 100 | (") Tar- YareHeight
T 6202 i gasssay | mm VAR - Other . . :
THTAL CHETK | .

Use Permit — Célculated Fee:

: . . $165,00
AHOUNT TENDERED $165.00

1$50
*ﬁnmmmmmm:rmu alc.
% 'ew .
nmon
m_l MOD wy Public Hearing




