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CITY AND COUNTY OF TAXI COMMISSION

SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR GAVIN NEWSOM
MEMORANDUM
To: Honorable Commissioners
From: Jordanna Thigpen
Date: September 4, 2008
Re: Andrew Sinaiko, List# 6-500, Medallion Applicant

MPC § 1081 states as follows:

(a) General Factors, The Taxi Commission, in determining whether an individual
applicant is eligible for the issvance of a motor vehicle for hire permit pursuant to Section
1079(i) may consider such facts as it deems pertinent, but must consider the following:

(1y  Whether the applicant is financially responsible and will comply with all
insurance requirements and will maintain proper financial records.

(2)  Whether the applicant has complied with all applicable statutes, ordinances, rules
and regulations.

(3) Whether the applicant holds or has ever held any other permits issued to operate
a motor vehicle for hire either in the City and County of San Francisco or elsewhere and
the record of such applicant with regard to any such other or former permits....

(¢} Burden of Proof on Applicant; Recordkceping by Applicant. The taxicab
permit applicant shall have the burden of showing that he or she has the driving
experience required to qualify for the taxicab permit....

Per MPC § 1121: “The Commission retains discretion at any time, following a hearing, to deny

an application for a motor vehicle for hire permit on the basis that the applicant has engaged in
fraud, deceit, misrepresentation, or other misconduct in connection with the application process”.

Andrew Sinaiko is applying for a medallion permit. After reviewing Mr. Sinaiko’s waybills,
Staff found several discrepancies.

Driving Experience:

According to his waybill submission to the Commission, Mr. Sinaiko has completed the
following hours/shifts:

2006: 157 shifts

2007: 171 shifts

2008: 340 hours*

*Per the Daly/Ma amendments to the full-time driving reguirement (Ordinance 58-08),
applicants may drive a prorated number of shifts (59 shifis) or hours (300 hours) for the year
2008.
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Staff questions whether an applicant can even be given credit for “four-hour shifts
occurring back to back” (ie, working an eight hour shift but submitting twe waybills for it.)

Waybill Discrepancies:

After noticing initial discrepancies, Staff investigated further and randomly compared his
waybills to the waybills of other drivers who drove the same medallion number. Staff reviewed
the discrepancies with Mr. Sinaiko and provided him an opportunity to explain the discrepancies.

The Commission may strike individual waybills it believes to be fraudulent, strike an entire
application, or strike a year’s worth of waybills.

o The airport trips recorded on his waybills for the year 2006 do not match the transaction
log from Ground Transportation Unit,

SFO Trips Recorded on

Trips Recorded on

Mr. Sinaiko’s Waybills: TU Transaction

Date Log

March 4, 2006 1 trip: 24:35 1 trip: 13:51 Per GTU log, #9070 was at
SFO but not during Sinaiko’s
shift

May 13, 2006 1 trip: 04:00 No trips Per GTU log, #9070 was not at
SFQO on this day

May 21, 2006 2 trips: 18:50 and 20:35 1 trip: 09:28 Per GTU log, #9070 was at
SFO but not during Sinaiko’s
shift

June 11, 2006 1 trip: 20:25 1 trip: 12:38 Per GTU log, #9070 was at
SFO but not during Sinaike’s
shift

June 18, 2006 1 frip: 18:45 No trips Per GTU log, #9070 was not at
SFO on this day

June 24, 2006 1 trip: 05:00 No trips Per GTU log, #9070 was not at

SFO on this day

June 30, 2006

2 trips: 21:25 and 22:05

3trips: 17:42,22:16
and 23:49

Per GTU log, #9070 was at
SFO during same shift but his
trips don’t correspond to the

GTU log

July 15, 2006 1 trip: 05:05 No trips Par GTU log, #9070 was not at
SFO on this day

July 28, 2006 1 trip: 20:00 1 trip: 22:13 Per GTU log, #9070 was at
SFO but not during Sinaiko’s
shift

August 19, 2006 | 1 trip: 03:55 No trips Per GTU log, #9070 was not at
SFO on this day

August 25,2006 | 1 trip: 19:50 No trips Per GTU log, #9070 was not at
SFO on this day

November 26, No trips 3 trips: 19:29, 19:32, Per GTU log, #9070 was at

2006 19:36, 21:17 and SFO 5 times, however, Sinaiko

22:30 shows that he was in
downtown SF and Sausalito
during these times
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e Mr. Sinaiko hand wrote his name, cab number, license number, date, start time on all of
his 2006 waybills and majority of his 2007 waybills whereas other driver’s waybills from
DeSoto Cab Company have computer generated printouts of their driver’s name, cab

number, license, date, start time.

o Mr. Sinaiko states that since he worked two “4-hour shifts back to back,” the
computer can only generate one pre-printed waybill otherwise it would mess up

the system.

o Staff questions whether an applicant can even be given credit for “four-hour
shifts occurring back to back” (ie, working an eight hour shift but submitting

two waybills for it.)

e The time stamps or computer generated dates and times on at least fifteen (15) of Mr.

Sinaiko’s waybills do not match with the times that he wrote in by hand.

» On at least four (4) different dates, Mr. Sinaiko turned in waybills which have the same
date and time frame as four waybills turned in by other DeSoto taxi drivers and medallion
holders who drove the same medallion number. It is impossible for two drivers to operate
the same medallion number during the same shift.

#1:
Driver: Date Worked: Time Worked:
Andrew Sinaiko March 2, 2007 7:55pm to 12:00am

Philip Ward (Medallion Holder)

March 2, 2007

1:44pm to 12:0%am

H2:
Driver: Date Worked: Time Worked:
Andrew Sinaiko March 30, 2007 7:52pm to 11:50pm
Philip Ward (Medallion Holder) | March 30, 2007 1:43pm to 11:59pm
#3:
Driver: Date Worked: Time Worked:

Andrew Sinaiko

September 14, 2007

7:31pm to 12:00am

Philip Ward (Medallion Holder)

September 14, 2007

1:10pm to 12:00am

#4:
Driver: Date Worked: Time Worked:
Andrew Sinaiko November 4, 2007 12:45am to 4:45am
Ben Younes November 3, 2007 4:45pm to 4:36am

Declaration of Adnan Atshan

The Declaration of Adnan Atshan is attached to this memorandum. This is a statement from a
medallion holder (9070) who admits to providing his waybills to Mr. Sinaiko with the
expectation and understanding that they would be copied for purposes of submitting an
application to the Commission. The Declaration of Scott Leon is also attached. Finally, Lt.

Jeanne Schlotz of SFPD Taxi Detail will also be in attendance at the hearing.
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DECLARATION OF SCOTT LEON

1. I am over 18 years old and a citizen of the United States, and I am not a party to this

action. If called to testify to the facts below [ could competently testify thereto.

2. I am an Investigator with the San Francisco Taxi Commission. My duties involve
investigating drivers, color schemes, permit holders, and permit applicants of the taxicab industry to
ensure they meet the regulatory compliance of the Taxicab/Ramped Taxi Rules and Regulations
enacted by the Taxi Commission. [ conduct audits and inspections, detect violations and frand in the
taxi industry, and I collect, maintain, and analyze evidence for disciplinary cases. I have audited

hundreds, if not thousands, of individual waybills in the course of conducting my work at the Taxi

Commission.

3. My authority to investigate medallion applicants is defined under MPC § 1081(a)(2), which
describes eligibility factors whether the individual applicant has complied with all applicable

statutes, ordinances, rules, and regulations.

4. My investigation with Mr. Andrew Sinaiko, aka “Andy” Sinaiko began sometime in late
Jure of 2008 when our Office Coordinator Vicky Siu discovered various discrepancies with his
2006 and 2007 waybills. These discrepancies prompted me to further review and evaluate Mr.

Sinaiko’s waybills for compliance with the Taxi Rules and Regulations and for authenticity.

5. Mr. Andrew Sinaiko’s Waybill Discrepancies — Pursuant to the staff memo to the
Commission dated on July 16, 2008, various airport trips in 2006 did not match with the GTU
transponder logs, at least 15 of Mr. Sinaiko’s shifts had incorrect company time stamps compared to
the times he wrote in by hand, and evidence showed 4 different dates that Mr. Sinaiko’s turned in
waybills that had overlapped with other DeSoto drivers and medallion holders’ schedules. Based on

these discrepancies, | formed the opinion that Mr. Sinaiko had questionable waybills for 2006.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Mr. Sinaiko’s 2006 waybills reflect that he drove DeSoto’s ramped taxi vehicle #9070 almost 90%
of the time during the calendar year. I compared Mr. Sinaiko’s 2006 waybills with Mr. Adnan
Atshan’s 2006 waybills, the medallion holder of ramped taxi #3070. Mileage gap discrepancies
were found with Sinaiko’s waybills to the ones of medallion owner #9070, but comparing their
meter and trip units they were in perfect sequential order. In my experience this is questionable
because | have never seen a perfectly matched, sequential order of that nature, It was my opinion

after reviewing the waybills that Mr. Siniako copied portions of Mr. Atshan’s waybills to make the

waybills match up.

6. Other questionable factors were found with Mr. Sinaiko’s waybills when he drove cab
#9070: 1) 100% of Sinaiko’s 9070 waybills were neatly hand written with newer shades of paper,
and there were no creases or gas smudges compared to the other cabs he drove in 2006; 2) there
were no DeSoto date stamps recorded on these waybills, and 3) the recorded trips, and mileage units
were written in perfect sequential order and perfectly matched compared to the medallion owner’s
#9070. However, the fare amounts for Mr. Sinaiko’s waybills were all missing on every single
waybill submitted. It is unusual for a medallion holder to accurately complete certain sections of

the waybill, but not be thorough with other sections.

7. First Interview with Mr. Andrew Sinaiko — On July 7, 2008, Mr. Sinaiko came to the
Taxi Commission to respond to the discrepancies found by Commission Staff. When I questioned
Mr. Sinaiko about the validity of his waybills, he was able to provide the following responses:

1) He only does “drop-off” fares at the airport departure so these trips don’t get recorded in airport
transaction logs; 2) He splits eight hours of driving into two 4-hour shifts and submits two waybills
for the eight hours of work, which may have lead to some mistakes with DeSoto’s punching in and
out time keeping system; and 3) The overlapping shifts are due to “human errors™ at DeSoto that are
beyond his control. I also questioned why there were mileage gaps with his 2006 waybills

compared to the medallion holder 9070’s waybills. Mr. Sinaiko insisted the mileage gaps are only
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consistent to what he records in the meter; he does not know what the medallion holder does with

his cab when he finishes his shifts.

8. Second Meeting with Mr. Sinaiko — On July 8, 2008 Mr. Sinaiko and I met again to further
examine his waybill discrepancies. Mr. Sinaiko wanted to clear the irregularities on his 2006
waybills, particularly on the part of his mileage gap discrepancies with medallion holder 9070. Due
to the possible difference of opinion over the issue, Mr. Sinaiko and I agreed that I would ragree
that there were no discrepancies as far as the mileage gaps between his 2006 waybills and 9070°s
waybills. However, I specifically informed Mr. Sinaiko that his waybills still posed serious

discrepancies that would need to be brought up to the Commission before a vote could be taken on

his application.

9. Interview with Mr, Adnan Atshan, Medallion Holder #9070 — On August 19, 2008, Sgt.
Ron Reynolds and I had the opportunity to interview Mr, Adnan Atshan, the DeSoto medallion
holder #9070, at the Hall of Justice. I specifically asked Mr. Atshan if he had any involvement
assisting Mr. Sinaiko to fabricate his 2006 waybills. At first he denied any involvement. However,
then fearing that he (Mr. Atshan) would face his disciplinary actions and the possibility of losing his
own medallion if he continued to conceal the true facts, he sought immunity from Sgt Reynolds
after the interview. Mr. Atshan requested to fully cooperate if the Taxi Commission promised not
to revoke his medallion. He confessed to Sgt. Reynolds that he had allowed Mr. Sinaiko to copy his
waybills. Later in the day Mr. Atshan met with Director Thigpen and Sgt. Reynolds at the Taxi
Commission and provided them with a declaration, which appears in the Commission’s materials.
Based on my review of Mr. Sinaiko’s waybills and Mr. Atshan’s testimony, I believe that Mr.
Sinaiko copied some or all of Mr. Atshan’s waybills for material information such as mileage, meter

units ete. and filled in false fares to produce enough waybills to satisfy the Commission’s driving

requirement with enough hours.
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10.  Conclusion - After reviewing Mr, Sinaiko’s waybills particularly for 2006, my findings
suggest that Mr. Sinaiko is not qualified to receive a medallion, Mr. Sinaiko can argue about the
faulty comparison of the airport transaction logs or other plausible “human errors’ performed by
DeSoto’s cashiers concerning his incorrect time stamps and overlapping shifts. I first became
suspect regarding the validity of Mr. Sinaiko’s 2006 waybills when I examined the ones he drove
for cab #9070. The statement received from Mr. Atshan confirms to me that Mr. Sinaiko has

engaged in fraud by falsifying his waybills in order to thwart the medallion application process.

11, Ideclare under penalty and perjury of the State of California that the foregoing is true and

correct.

Executed in San Francisco, California.

Date: September 4, 2008

S
cott Leon

San Francisco Taxi Cominission Investigator
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DECLARATION OF ADNAN ATSHAN

1. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this action, and I am a citizen of the United
States. The statements below are from my own personal knowledge and if called to testify I

could competently testify thereto.

2, My name is Adnan Atshan, and my business address is 555 Selby Street, San

Francisco, CA 94124. I am a ramp medallion holder, # 9070, and I am affiliated with DeSoto
Cab, where I have been working since 1994 off and on. I received my medallion in December
2005 by decision of the Taxi Commission. In that capacity, and as part of my regular duties, [ am
responsible for complying with the Taxi Commission’s Rules and Regulations and applicable

P
provisions of the Municipal Police Code, including specifically Article 16, which governs motor

vehicles for hire.

3. In 2006, I was driving for DeSoto Cab for the entire year. I was driving # 9070, my
medallion vehicle. I had other drivers driving for me, including Andrew “Andy” Sinaiko. I also had
another driver, “Youssef.” I normally worked day shifts, 4 AM to 4 PM, but on Fridays, I worked
unti]l 8§ PM. [ took Saturdays off, but sometimes I also worked seven days a week. Mr. Sinaiko
worked 8 PM to 6 AM on Friday evenings. Sometimes he worked Sundays 6 PM to 4 AM. Those
were the only shifts he worked. I don’t recall the exact date he started, but I can provide that
information if necessary. I believe it was early 2006. Friday and Sunday nights are the only shifts

Mr. Sinaiko was driving for me in Calendar Year 2006.

4. In Calendar Year 2007, Mr. Sinaiko drove only the same shifts for me: Friday and Sunday

nights.

5. Sometime in 2007, I had a conversation with Mr. Sinaiko. He said he was almost ready to
get a medallion, and he wanted to get one. He said he was having a “hard time” with waybills and

might be short on them for 2006. He asked me if T could “help him out.” I asked what I could do,
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and he said he wanted to “look at my waybills™ so he can look at the mileage. At that time I
believed he was going to look at them to copy them to meet his requirements. I showed him
wayhbills for the entire calendar year of 2006. I requested them from a manager at DeSoto and once [
received them, I left them in an envelope for him at the cashier’s side of the dispatch area. He
picked them up and then he brought them back. After he reviewed them, he thanked me for helping
him out. I gave them to him because I felt that I had to say yes and help him out, because I was

embarrassed and felt like I could not say no. I kept telling myself I should not have done it.

6. Other people who are coming up on the waiting list have asked me for help of this nature in
the past, since 2005 when I first received my medallion. They wanted to see my waybills and copy

them so they could get a medallion. I have always refused their requests.

7. On or about July 2008, Mr. Sinaiko told me he was having problems at the Commission and
that the Commission believed he had copied waybills and that they were fraudulent. He told me he
had hired an attorney and that he was trying to get the medallion. T asked him if he thought he was

going to get the medallion. He said he didn’t know and wasn’t sure.

8. Since I gave him my waybills to copy, I have felt very guilty about what T did. I have never
participated in anything like this before. I feel very bad that I misled the Commission and the public
and 1 promise I will never be involved in anything like this again. I love working as a ramp driver

and I sincerely enjoy my work serving the disabled community.

9, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Signed: 4&%%//% Date: f,/ 17/— o[

Adnan Atshan
Ramp Driver # 9070

Executed in San Francisco, California
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RAYMOND M. ALEXANDER, JR.
214 GRANT AVENUE, SUITE 400
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94108
(415) 2289-9011
FACSIMILE: (415) B8&-1730
EmalL: rmalex@rmalex.com

RECEIVED

September 3, 2008

SEP

The Honorable Commissioners 032008
San Francisco Taxi Commission SAN FRANCISCO
City and County of San Francisco TAX! COMMISSION

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 420
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Andrew Sinaiko, List No. 6-500, Medallion Applicant

This will constitute Mr. Sinaiko’s written response to the “new evidence” offered
by the Taxi Commission investigative staff and his second supplemental response to the
original Commission Staff report of July 16, 2008.

Following Mr. Sinaiko’s response of August 6, 2008, demonstrating substantial
errors in the staff investigative report of July 16, 2008, the hearing of August 12, 2008
was continued ostensibly to allow the Commission staff to obtain potentially
“exculpatory” evidence from the Ground Transportation Unit. (Exhibit “A”.) As
previously noted, the staff had that evidence which largely vindicated Mr. Sinaiko, as
carly as August 7, 2008. It now appears that the continuance was part of an effort to
prolong the investigation in the hope that something more damning would turn up and
therefore justify the staff’s “belief” in Mr. Sinaiko’s wrongdoing. (Exhibit “B”.)

The latest installment in the puzzling campaign against Mr. Sinaiko that is now
entering its fourth month is the declaration of Adnan Atshan, the holder of medallion No.
9070, whose taxi Mr. Sinaiko drove during much of 2006. Mr. Sinaiko does not deny
that he asked Mr. Atshan if he could view a few of his waybills to complete some missing
meter readings on his own. As with the other purported evidence, however, it is much
ado about not much.

First, although there are questions, as discussed below, concerning the
circumstances under which Mr. Atshan’s declaration was obtained, Mr. Atshan’s
statement supports the waybill evidence that Mr. Sinaiko drove taxi No. 9070 two four
hour shifts, Friday evenings to Saturday morning and Sunday evenings to Monday
morning, throughout 2006. (Atshan declaration paragraph 3.) Nowhere does the
declaration even remotely suggest that Mr. Sinaiko did not actually drive the taxi on these

days. .

Secondly, although the Commission staff seems to proceed from the contrary
assumption, there is nothing inherently improper in one driver asking to view another
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driver’s waybills. There is neither a statutory nor regulatory prohibition against this
practice. Although the color scheme holders are required to “maintain and retain” the
waybills for a period of years, nothing in the regulations suggests that once filed, the
waybills are classified information. To the contrary, pursuant to regulation 5 I (14)
drivers are entitled to obtain duplicate copies of their waybills without any restrictions
whatsoever on their use. Once again, the Commission staff has leapt to conclusions and
relied on supposition and speculation to suggest that something sinister hasg occurred,
when the explanation is much more mundane.

Mr. Sinaiko will testify, if necessary, that in anticipation of the submission of his
waybills to the Commission, he reviewed his waybills for taxi No. 9070 and realized that
on five or six occasions, he had neglected to write in the meter readings in the taxi either
at the beginning or end of his shift. Since in many instances, these would be the same
numbers as Mr. Atshan’s ending or beginning meter readings, respectively, Mr,
Sinaiko’s request to Mr. Atshan was that he be able to look at a few of the waybills to
obtain the missing readings from this secondary source. Mr. Atshan, as a matter of
convenience, produced them all. Mr. Sinaiko then performed the clerical task of copying
the appropriate meter readings from Mr. Atshan’s waybills into the space for the readings
on his own. This was all.

Mr. Sinaiko did not tell Mr. Atshan that he was “short” for 2006, did not create
non-existent shifts, or non-existent trips, did not claim Mr. Atshan’s shifts or trips as his
own, nor did he otherwise use access to Mr. Atshan’s waybills to falsify any information.
Had Mr. Sinaiko made the same request of Mr. Atshan immediately after the end of the
shifts rather than months later, there would be no question of impropriety at all. Mr,
Sinaiko’s sin, if it was one, was in wanting to have been a more meticulous record keeper
than he had been on those few occasions. Even a cursory look at Mr. Atshan’s waybills
reveals that he occasionally made the same type of error of omission. (Exhibit “C.”)

Nowhere in his declaration does Mr, Atshan attest to any actual knowledge of
what Mr. Sinaiko did with the borrowed waybills. He does not, in fact, say that Mr.
Sinaiko asked to copy his waybills, whatever that might mean. Rather, his statement was
that he “believed” Mr. Sinaiko wanted to copy the waybills to meet his “requirements”
{Atshan declaration, paragraph 5, page 2, line 2.) Mr. Atshan’s subjective belief is not
competent evidence to prove that Mr. Sinaiko created false waybills otherwise made up
shifts not driven.

Nor is Mr. Alshan’s statement helpful in understanding what would be involved
in “copying” his waybills. Mr. Atshan states that Mr. Sinaiko wanted to “look at the
mileage”, but he offers no help on how this would have helped Mr. Sinaiko supply
supposedly missing shifts. (Atshan Declaration, paragraph 35, page 2. line 1.) Clearly,
Mr. Sinaiko couldn’t simply copy Mr. Atshan’s own waybills, as the duplicative
information would be easily found out, unless Mr. Atshan eliminated his own
corresponding waybills. It not only is inherently unlikely that Mr. Atshan would sacrifice
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his own full-time driving credits for Mr. Sinaiko’s benefit, Mr. Atshan does not claim to
have done this.

In short, the fact that Mr. Sinaiko asked to look at Mr. Atshan’s waybills has been
made to sound like wrongdoing when there is no actual substance underlying the
insinuations. Perhaps sensing this, and seeking to bolster their case, the investigators
have Mr, Atshan say that in the past, other people have asked to “see my waybills and
copy them.” (Atshan declaration paragraph 6, page 2, lines 8-10.) What other people did
and whatever their motivations may have been, is not evidence against Mr. Sinaiko.

The Commission staff has produced not a single fabricated waybill to support its
“beliefs”. In those instances where it previously thought it had evidence, the real GTU
records confirmed that Mr, Sinaiko had indeed driven the shifts he claimed or had
reasonable explanations for the few instances where confirmation was lacking.! All that
the “new evidence” establishes is that two cab drivers engaged in an innocent exchange
of mechanically recorded meter readings.

Insubstantial as it is, there are disturbing aspects surrounding the manner in which
Mr. Atshan’s declaration was obtained and which help explain why a man who had
nothing to fear, at least with respect to his dealings with Mr. Sinaiko, was willing to sign
a statement which made him sound as if he had. If Mr. Atshan is present at the hearing
and if he testifies truthfully, he is expected to testify to the following:

At the time he learned that the Commission wished to speak with him, he was
visiting relatives. Upon his return he was summoned to Burglary Division at the Hall of
Justice at 450 Bryant on August 19, 2008, where he was met by Mr. Leon and SFPD
Officers Susan Levin and Ron Reynolds. His interview was tape-recorded, and copies of
the tape have been requested.?

In this intimidating setting, Mr. Atshan was led to understand that if he did not
cooperate with the investigation, he “could be brought up on charges” himself. Early in
the interview, while Mr. Atshan was still trying to understand why he was there, he was
told by Mr. Leon that there was a “presumption” that Mr. Sinaiko’s waybills were “fake”
and a further presumption that “the two of you are in it.” Although Mr. Leon then added
that this was “just my opinion”, Officer Reynolds later adds “We know Andy’s dirty. We
kunow that for a fact.” The elements of suggestion, coercion and threat were present and

' In the interests of thoroughness, counsel has requested GTU maintenance and AV reader location records
from GTU, but has yet to receive them.

* Copies of the purported tape were given to counsel on September 2, 2008; these turned out to be truncated
and incomplete. Counsel has only today received what purports to be the complete taped interview with
Mr. Atshan, and a transcript is being prepared as of this writing. The comments made here are based on the

incomplete version.
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unmistakable even in the early stages of the interview. -

Apropos of this, In paragraph 7 of his declaration, Mr. Atshan recites to no
apparent evidentiary purpose other than to add to the aura of guilt, Mr. Sinaiko’s
supposed account of what the Commission believes:

“Mr. Sinaiko told me he was having problems at the Commission
and that the Commission believed he had copied waybills and that
they were fraudulent.” (Emphasis supplied.)

This sort of “guilt by innuendo™ is the process by which rumor metastasizes to the
point it comes to be taken as fact: the Commission staff forms a belief based on TUmors,
which rumors it has thus far been unable to substantiate; it nevertheless publishes a
statement suggesting that Mr. Sinaiko is engaged in fraud, thereby creating an aura of
suspicion and wrongdoing around Mr. Sinaiko in the eyes of the public, who then spread
the rumor further(See, Exhibit “C”, to August 6, 2008 response.); Mr. Sinaiko mentions
this treatment to Mr. Atshan, who becomes fearful that he too may be under suspicion,
such that when he is summoned before the Commission in a setting that suggests he is
indeed a suspect and is told again what the Commission believes, he agrees to sign a
statement attesting to what Mr. Sinaiko told him the Commission believes. He then
apologizes for misleading the Commission in order to keep his medallion, and the
Commission submits the statement as “new evidence.” (Atshan Declaration paragraph 8.)

Nowhere, in the middle of this is there an actual fact, setting forth what Mr.
Atshan or Mr. Sinaiko did to mislead the Commission. All Mr. Atshan did was let M.
Sinaiko look at his waybills. Beyond that, he has no actual knowledge. Through
intimidation tactics, however, the investigators have managed to create what looks like a
confession to a crime for which there is no evidence of commission. The ‘new evidence”
is not evidence of anything other than a last ditch effort to salvage a thoroughly
misguided investigation. Enough is enough. Mr. Sinaiko’s application should be

approved without further delay. o p /) ,../7
DATED: September 3, 2008 / - v
Raymond M. Alex Jr.

Attorney for Andrew Sinaiko

RMA: hs
Sinaiko/Taxi Commission



Ray Alexander

From: Jordanna Thigpen [Jordanna, Thigpen@sfgov.org]
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2008 3:00 PM

To: Ray Alexander

Subject: Re: Andy Sinaiko

Hi Ray,

T have a feeling thess records will be good and I am working to get them in my hands by
Monday afternoon. At this point I have to present all the possible evidence to the
Commission becauise of what occurred at the prior hearings as far as the request for an

agenda item.

The new hearing would be September 3, 2008 - however, we can do the

following: 1f staff was able to settle the inconsistencies absed on these records, we
could revise the memo to state such {we have to revise it

anwyay) and calendar him for August 26. While we cannot make recommendaticons, we can
certtainly report that inconsistencies have been addressed through further ivnestigation,
if that is the case. If Commissioners still felt that thare were too many discrepancies
and didn't want to vote faverably on Aug 26, I could ask that the item be continued to
September 9 so you could be there for it. What do you think?

Jordanna Thigpen

Executive Director

Taxl Commission

25 Van Ness Ave. # 420

San Francisco, CA 94107

T: (415) 503-2183

F: {(415) h03-2186

email: Jjordanna.thigpen@sfgov.org

"Ray Alexander”
<rmalex@rmalex.co

m> To
""Jordanna Thigpen'"
08/07/2008 02;54 <Jordanna.Thigpenlsfgov,org>
PM : cc
Subiect

Andy Sinaiko

Dear Jordanna: I received your veice mail message concerning the continuance,
Unfortunately, T will be on vacation frem August 16éth through the 25th, so if there is
anything to discuss from the GTU records, we will have to do it before then. What is the
date of the new hearing, and do we need to appear on Tuesday? My client’s questicn, and
mine, is why is he in the pecsition of having to exculpate himself? He =zaid on his
waybills that he went to the airport on a number of occasions, and after sixty days of
investigation, there is no reason to believe that he didn’t. The problem that I have with

1



“"potentially exculpatory evidence” 1s that it sounds as if he is still under suspicion.
Whatever you want to call it, let's hope that the GTU records prove to be reliable. 2s T
said, after the resistance I met trying to get them, I have my doubts as to how helpful
they will be for anyone, but we will see.

Raymond M. Alexander, Jr.

Law Cffices of Raymond M. Alexander, Jr.
214 Grant Avenue, Suite 400

San Francisce, CA 94108

irect: 41%: 989-9011
rmalex@rmalex.com
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Ray Alexander

Jordanna Thigpen [Jordanna. Thigpen@sfgov.org]

From:

Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2008 4:49 PM
To: Ray Alexander

Subject: RE: Andrew Sinaiko

but we have other respensibilities here besides

T understand what you are looking for Ray,
I receive attachments

review of these documents. I have never received the attachment.
every day from dozens of people without incident. You can try sending it fo my gmail

account at jordannathigpen@gmail.com and see if that works.

Additionally, I made it clear that if we cannot prove what investigators believe and
informants have revealed regarding Mr. Sinaike’s waybills, we would place the item on the
consent calendar for August 26, whereas if we bellieve we will be able to sustain such
proof, we would delay the item until your return so that he is represented by counsel.

Jordanna Thigpen
FExecutive Director

Taxi Commission

25 Van Ness Ave. # 424

San Francisco, CA 94107

T: (415) 503-2183

F: (415) 503-2186

email: jordanna,lhigpenlsfgov.org

"Ray Alexander”
<rmalexf@rmalex.co
To

> .
""Jordanna Thigpen'"

08/14/2008 03:59 <Jordanna.Thigpenésfgev.org>
o

PM
Subject

RE: Andrew Sinaiko

As you know, I will be out of the office next week, sc¢ next Wednesday, doesn’'t
I'm still trying to figure out how you failed to receive the attachments
gsince T sent it to my clients by the same methed and they received
it, and just to check, I forwarded the "forward” to you to myseli, and I received it

complete with GTU attachments. Anyway, assuming that we are loocking at the same
it shouldn't take whoever reviews thes records tcoo long to confirm what I told

Jordanna:
do me any good.
to Chris Roach's email,

information,

you in my email and it would seem that the law of diminishing returns applies. What I'm
iooking for now is a statement from the staff tc the effect that "due t¢ the further
afforts of staff and Mr.

's counsel, information not previously available has clarified the perceived

Sinalke
discrepancies and the staff is now satisfied that Mr. Sinaikoe drove the requisite number

5Ff shifts to qualify for his medallion.”

Raymond M. Alexander, Jr.
Law Cffices of Raymond M. Alexander,
214 Grant Avenue, Sulte 400

Jr.



San Francisco, CA 94108

Direct: 415: 989-9011
rmalex@rmalex. com

-~——-0riginal Message-----

From: Jerdanna Thigpen [mailto
Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2968 2:
To: Ray Alexander

Jcr SEcott Leon

Fe: Andrew Sinaiko

them. They weare

We did receive some records from GTU and are in the process of review¢nq

much mroe minimal than the records I suspect vou received — which T still have no ides

what you received from GTU or have seen any aopiess since GTU 4did not co me on what They
YO

I did not know we had recileved these until today since T was out of the office.

We
rhe aganda at that time.

Sincerely,

Jordanna

Jordanna Thigpen
Frxacutive
Taxi Commission
25 Van Ness Ave. # 420
San Francisco, CA %4107

{ 503-2182
: {415) 503-218%¢

11: sJordanna.thigpenf@sfgov.oryg

"Ray Alexander™
<yrmalex@rmaliex.oco
o

Jordanna

recerved from Lhe

whatevar you
Just to be on the safe side, T
iste Scction £7.25. Thanks.

Raymond M,

GrFices of

Y- 4o

Would you be so kind as to sand
GTO with r
am making ©

Andrew

should have our review completed by Wednesday

"t Jordanna

<Iordanna.

morning and an answer for you regarding
Tc

Thigpen®"

ThigpenBsigov.org>
cc
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DECLARATION OF TASSIE RAUE RE: ANDREW SINAIKO MEDALLION
APPLICANT, LIST NO. 6-500.

I, Tassie Raue declares:

1. I am employed by the DeSoto Cab Company (“DeSoto”) as a bookkeeper
and cashier and have been employed by Desoto for the past forty-five years. As such, I
have personal knowledge of the matters stated herein.

2. Among my duties as bookkeeper and cashier is the issuing of waybills to
outgoing drivers and the receipt of waybills and fees submitted by drivers at the end of
their shifts. At all times mentioned herein, my normal working hours were 2:00 p.m. to
10:00 p.m., Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday.

3. At DeSoto, the waybills are passed through a window slot between the
cashier and the drivers. For DeSoto owned cabs, at the beginning of each shift, the
driver is passed a waybill time stamped by computer with the driver name, cab number,
beginning or “out” time of the shift, date and mileage. At the end of the shift, the
driver re-submits the waybill and the waybill is inserted in a time clock and stamped
with the approximate ending time of the shift. The drivers have no access to the time
clock and once the waybill is passed through the window for the last time, no access to
the waybill. This system is not used for driver-owned cabs affiliated with DeSoto,
whose owners are responsible for processing their own waybills, which are then
maintained by DeSoto

4. For drivers working split shifts, the driver of a DeSoto cab is given an
initial waybill computer stamped as described above. At the end of the first shift, the
driver is to submit the waybill through the window and receive a time-clock stamp
showing the approximate ending time of the first shift. This waybill is returned to the
driver along with a second waybill for use in recording the trips on the second half of
the split shift. Under ordinary circumstances, this waybill is not computer stamped for
the reason that to do so, would automatically generate a second, full gate and gas fee for
the second half of the split shift. The second shift waybill is stamped by the time clock
with the beginning time of the second shift. Under ordinary circumstances, this will be
done at the same time that the first shift waybill is stamped in, such that the “out” time
on the second shift waybill will be the same or near the same, as the “in” time on the
first shift waybill. I have never been involved with this action. I have just heard how it is

done.



5. Atthe conclusion of the second half of a split shift, the driver passes both
waybills through the window and the cashier staples them together, ordinarily with the
first shift waybill on top. The pair of waybills is then inserted into the time clock and the
one on top is stamped with the ending time. At that point, the first waybill will have
three time stamps: the computer generated start time, the clock stamp showing the end
of the first shift, and a clock stamp showing the end of the split shift. The stapled pairs
of waybills are then placed in the company files. Again I have never been involved with
this action. I have just heard how it is done.

6. I personally process thousands of waybills each year as do the cashiers on
other the shifts. At any given time as many as 15-20 drivers may be lined up at the
window to submit their waybilis and cash. Mistakes are made. On occasion, the second
half waybill on a split shift will be stapled on top and stamped with the end time. On
occasion, both waybills will be stamped with the end time, and on occasion, due to
oversight or haste, neither will be time-stamped. The intention, whether or not the
driver has driven a full shift, short shift or split shift, is that the approximate end time of
the shift will appear somewhere on the waybill for DeSoto’s record keeping purposes.
On occasion, however, whether because the driver delayed submission waybill, in order
to complete the required information, was delayed by a breakdown and/or called in the
end of the shift, or because of cashier oversight, the time stamp will not coincide with
the actual end of the shift.

7. Thave reviewed each of the waybills attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” The
waybill issued to Andrew Sinaiko for Friday, March 2, 2007, showing an “out time of
19:55 in cab No. 1073 appears to be regular on its face and would have been issued by
me assuming I was on duty at my regular time. This waybill would not have been
issued in this form unless cab No. 1073 were available to Mr. Sinaiko at that time, unless
as occasionally occurs, there was a breakdown in cab No. 1073 and he was sent out

temporarily in a spare cab.

8. Phillip Ward’s waybill for March 2, 2007, reflects an out time of 13:44, or
1:44 p.m. and an “in” time stamp of 12:09 a.m. on March 3, 2007. Mr. Ward drove a
short shift ending at 19:54 or 7:54 p.m., prior to the start of Mr. Sinaiko’s shift. The
prorated gate fee on a short shift, represented here by the figure “48.60,” while not in
my handwriting, is computed by multiplying the hours driven, in this case 6 hours and
10 minutes, by the hourly rate of $8.10. The 12:09 a.m. time stamp indicates to me that
the swing shift cashier neglected to time stamp the waybill at the end of Mr. Ward’s
shift, and that the night shift cashier noticed Mr. Ward’s waybill didn’t have a time
stamp and stamped it later.

2 DECLARATION OF TASSIE RAUE



0. Mr. Sinaiko’s waybill or March 30, 2007 is regular on its face, and would
not have been issued unless cab No. 1073 were available at Mr. Sinaiko’s out time of
19:52 or 7:52 p.m. except under the circumstances outlined in 7, above. Mr. Ward’s
waybill for the same date, showing an out time of 13:43, or 1:43 p.m. bears my
handwritten notation, “short 24307, indicating that he terminated his shift after 3 hours
and 10 minutes, at 4:53 p.m., well before the start of Mr. Sinaiko’s shift. The time stamp
of 11:59 p.m. however, appears to be in error, again as the result of my oversight in
failing to stamp it at the appropriate time, and that the night shift cashier time stamped it

later.

10.  Mr. Sinaiko’s waybill for September 14, 2007 is regular on its face and
would not have been issued unless cab No. 1073 were available to him at the time
indicated, 19:31 or 7:31p.m., except under the circumstances mentioned above. Mr.
Ward’s waybill for the same date, indicating an out time of 13:10, or 1:10 p.m. contains
the notation in my handwriting, “short 4455” indicating that Mr. Ward short shifted
after five and one-half hours, at 18:40 or 6:40 p.m. The time stamp of 12:00 a.m. would
again appear to be the result of oversight on my part and a later time stamp by the
night shift cashier,

11.  Thave reviewed the waybills for Mr. Sinaiko’s split shift on June 15 and
June 16, 2007 which I am informed have been questioned by Taxi Commission staff and
are attached hereto as Exhibit “B.” These indicate that Mr. Sinaiko began his split shift
in cab No. 0374 at 19:55 on June 15, 2007 and then switched to cab No. 0466 at 12:29
a.m. at the beginning of his second shift because for one reason or another, cab No.
(0374 was no longer available to him. The reason that the waybill for cab No. 0466 also
is computer stamped with Mr. Sinaiko’s first shift start time of 19:55 is to provide
continuity with his original start time for purposes of calculating his gate a gas fee. The
lack of an ending time stamp at the end of the second shift indicates an error on the part
of the cashier and not Mr. Sinaiko.

Under penalty of petjury, I declare the foregoing to be true and correct

Executed at San Francisco, California, this 20 day of August, 2008

N &

Tdssie Rave ~” */

3 DECLARATION OF TASSIE RAUE
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PC&N TAXICAB/RAMP TAXI PERMIT APPLICATION

San Francisco Taxicah Commission

Appilcant's Nams (First, Middig, tast) Type of {feaahiion Applying for
Antlvoy) Sanaka Regular  DRamp
Residence Address {Street Address. Gity, Slale, Zip) i N \ l
RN | Mamedn 0 A Ausp]
Mailing Address {If difarent than rasldencs address) i i ' N | ) '
' . |
Residence Phone Num: Alternale Phona Number:
Hours Available at this Number M— }* %A?‘ A - Q F}A/\ Hours Availabls at this Number, 7 { ( oy
Sociai Security Numbar _ Other nama(s) used I
Cal \'fur:'aia Bri;er’s Ligén_;a Numb:ar. .f'Ex;';iraNon Year | Dateof Bimi Placa of Birth | R I
A i , .
J Race (Optional) ] /\S { Helght . .. [ Akiees Eye Color Hair Calar ]
L7k e Rirein you |
Color Schema ." Business Nams s d Busingss Number
De 55tp Cab Cospavative o L ITne- (457) 475 ~ 1300
Color Scheme J Business Address {Sireet Address, City, State, Zip)
-, - . ~ i . - J\’t‘ d A
555 Selvy 9T ° SomFrmmeracs C qr12.4
Are you a U.S. Citizen? Bves [No Are you currently an active driver and hold a current Public Passenger Vehicle
Mo, Alien Rasident Card Numbar Driver Permit? ﬂ‘{es OINe .
‘ If Yes -Date Permit was issued: L {A-0% Permit# €A -

-Facts which show why the public will not be adequately served unless this permit is granted: - (attach sdditional pages it nesdsd)y - |-
As o lu st SanF \f\mf\r.?{,ﬁ daicdbh detvers since 79 omd 4
'}P /l!;\" Time 5f€’)=nk T rS“' SomTonmrisrs amd  The %Wq Ryem 5 L hai/¢

i

Pﬂ’mwe &xzﬂnrmw o m\JPU;m“\‘ (G MEES 1 A ANY 4%&9(%4 sl
'&'U“?t"f\ 0\” :‘WFPJ-» [T‘Q ‘J[['\Q_ I’+L!a Jj: ﬁmmf?\mfwf “hj \Nm’ rfy ( &m”-
4”\%"5&:&&%%&1 lap __{“_e'r‘}l‘if}:_ f"‘\‘- \{FF’MJ"HA!‘T?%— li%‘)ﬁ_a?’]‘mg Vﬁié . ﬁ@‘cm{)
) \ﬁPaTE!U\f\m«T% ;’Hf\f)l /3“(’1/\&;’ I;'frxrﬁ-‘;‘ m’— ‘nmrmjwz‘ 55 M h\w: PY@DH‘H’V\FP
Wi o fanded we_a av\ecﬁ‘ K lédar oF +he <3'{TU"Q_; F ot e
CE%M m«rL DA mmimr Tmmufnm \D TfA)L LAREY” Wﬁv‘%’qmu ﬁ‘f— “Hh?
Cob s aﬂ'ﬁu . Wheneypys )n-f‘rie,fi3 T A \r\fmm to shave

iy C&Pumf‘hﬁ*bh{ : 1:\"%“1_;;9&({ 5 mmﬁ{ %B(‘ZD(D?? Ll "3:\@\9;1).[6,6{??
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rl hava drivan a taxicab in the City of San Franclsco and § meet the current year's driving requirament pursuant fo SFPD Municipal
Police Code Section 1121(b).  E[Yes [INo :

List residences for last five years (List mast racent firsl, aftach addifions! pages If needed)

From Dats To Date Residence Addressv{Street Address, Ciiy, Slate, Zip)

Wps R0 e e

s -!'.Lfbi;‘uf’fif 2 / y £ ﬁf” ;—/,} f

How lang hava you fived within a 30 mife radius of Sen | How many years driving exparience do you hava in San | Are you physically qualifiad $o drive a standard vehiclke
Francisco? «1\ years i \ — Francisco? Q—- [i{ yors {fl ontis safaly? '
‘ Pd¥es [ONe
List employment for last five years (List most recent first, attach additiona! pages if neadsd) .
From Date Yo Date ,Company Nameﬁ ] Addrass (Strest Addre::;s, City, State, Tip} i Type of Work 7
De 5ato Cab Co- 531 Solh 4 ST SELA QAIRH cab iy wrd

2007 | AN
o
: Vad s pilE Ly

If yas, provide the information raquitad below.

Have you ever been convicted of, of plead guilty or No Conlest fo any crime? [iYes [dfo
{Attach additional pages i needad)

Faifure fo provide fuil information relative fo prior convictions, guiity pleas or not contest pleas may be considered sause to deny the permit.

Dats Place of Arrest Disposltion

Difensg

Is your hearing impaired?

7
Is your eyesight impaired? [1Yes TNo O Yes i
Do not include ordinary nearsightedness or farsightedness comecied by eysglasses. - es E{ o

¥ yes, describe the impalrment:

Do you have any physical impairments?  ElYes  [BINo

Have you ever had: Epilepsy [Yas [ENo Vertigo [Yes EifNo Heart Frouble  {1Yes .Mfo
Are you now, or have you ever been, ) y i
Addicted to the use of intaxicating liguor? [ Yes E(No Any Narcotic Drug?  DlYes  BiiNo

Woere you previously licensed liyes, has the Eicehsg been revoked? it yes, explain for what cause?

as a taxi driver or chauffeur? E}f\"es [INo Oyes Hio

if you are granied a taxicab permit, will you use or provide 24-hour radio dispalch service? .EKYES OONe
If yas, explain how you witl use and provide 24-hour radio dispaich service! (i.e. state existing radio cab company, detail information

abousi new service, other)

. ~ 3 R Y . T
h(} “»ﬁ‘h} L/{fl‘ﬂ l{.,(‘:‘!ﬁ:\ _;j’_?f‘,%,—u\ 1}’1




Ifyou are granted a taxicab permit, will you use an accurate taximster at all imes and possess a valid current Welghts and Measures
seal? B Yes [iNo

If you are granted a taxicab permit, will you obfain a San Erancisco Airport decal, submit annually a State of California brake, road lamp,
and smoeg inspection cedificats and submit to an annual inspection of the general appearance of the interior and extarior of your

faxicab? KlYes {INo

Read each section and sign initials to the left of each section If you agres and understand.

,/;r d i understand that in addition to the requiations adopted by the ‘Taxfcab Commission and of the City and County of San
Frandlsco Controlier there are sections of the San Frandiseo Municipal Code, San Francisco Traffic Code and California Vehicle Cods

%are applicable to my businass as a taxicaeb parmit hoider.
/i

/; 1 understand that thers may be sactions of the San Francisco municipal Code that are applicable to my business and/or

i
permit. There are coples of the San Francisco Municipal Cods available at City Hall, The Public Library, Legal bookstores and on-liné

at www.sfoov.org. If a Leffer of Intent Is raquired, | acknowledga that the Letter of Intent is part of the application, and [ declare under
penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Execuled at San Francisco, California. | undersiand that any false or
incomplete information provided by me, relative o this application, may be considered cause to either deny the requested permit or

re%the permit that Is grantad.

/ ; / | will actively and personally engage as a permites-driver under any permit issuad to me for at least four (4) hours during
any ‘tWenty-four (24) hour period at least seventy-five percent (75%) of the business days during the calendar year and that the
I undersiand that any false or Incomplete

information submitted on my application and financial statament is true and corect,
information provided by me refative to this application, may be considered cause o either deny the requested permit or ravoke the
permit if grantad.

I have read ail of the above statements and declare under penalty of pedury that they are correct.

. < i ) ‘ ;
Executed on this | A ]+ day of ﬂ/\ ;J?f/b\l , 20 ﬁ C{{ at San Francisco, California.

e -

7

Slgnatiré of Applisant/




. TAXICAB COLOR SCHEME APPLICATION

San Francisco Taxicsh Commission

11 NEW COLOR SCHEME [] CHANGE OF COLOR SCHEME ~ From:
[Complale poth sidas) (Complate front sidg anly)
*YOU MUST SUBMIT A CERTIFICATE OF WORKER'S COMPENSATION, REGISTRATION CARD, & INSURANCE CARD WITH THIS APPL!CAT!;ON_
f.-r PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY ~ COMPLETE ENTIRE FORM
T Applicant's Name (First, Middlz, Last) ! Fhene i
g wld CY { ISR
«i ‘? b M f‘\” ‘f\/j 2w/ 6 ii/‘\/ﬁ.fT(f) ! o - :
Res:der‘ce Addrﬂss (Stregt Adcrass, Cily, Sla‘e Zip} ’
P .. %, - (/,.
B » -t i i )
. Algmeda (A QL5
Joint Applicant’s Name (Firs), Middle, Last) ) ) Fhone
{ ) —
‘ Rasidence Address (Street Address, City, Slale. Zip) *l
. ‘ Is this a Corporate permit? Ewo []Yes  ifyes, Name of Corparation: 7

{ If this color scheme raquest is granted by the Taxicab Commission, lis{ what your business name, address and phone number will ba, ]
Elusrness Address (Stresl Address, C:ty, State, Zp}

Business Name ;) l (’ ﬂ 8usmass FPhong
S 2?7 o~ r \ ¢ : T4 g om
\ e 257y Lab Lo 555 splbor— Sam Fomecisco. CR Quiauf (215) *z?é—lvz);/

[ Medalfion Numbar(s) N . { g Owner } Oparatar
. ] Gas & Gate .
. . . Long Tarm Leass

é Please list the reason{s) whyugm‘,«afeﬁ*equeshﬁ@t%-chaﬁge
T u;,ww'T— uml;l M f(r?\[[amn T_f"i h o ‘Hf\ m':u il / fm (/.. b”é.:f‘{." 58

L oY

e Lﬂ.f.éam b pan ﬁ;' ol De mﬁﬁ 'U)v“ e ?-’”) W B ,f,d.ml,*

A S i - . ’ Ia T "
1) i \M Ty ‘?TLM A ﬁ"ﬁ ﬁ’-‘@-ﬁf T 14 (ot z:‘!"x‘-;i-‘&%‘mg Coain Rl O W AL RN A

[
i

s
wber

1 {We} cerify (or declara) under penalty of parjury under the laws of the State of Ca{xforma that the foregoing is true and corract.

4
Executed this :r’j'/i 7 day of ﬂ/\ A _ .20 U n atSan Francisco, Cahforma
budess Sinmko gl
ir/!- Vo v/ ./ i L\ i "\F) / : .'/"’f/{%'?/f-i
- i Print Mame of Appicant : LAY h VI Signalure of Apphicant

Nama of person authorized to sign For Colar Schﬂme older:

ZiNDY L. 1)app GEMEML MGR. 7

I, the Color Schame Holder / persan aulhorized to slgn for the Color Scheme Hoider for \D | SDT'D aﬂ'& dO

Taxicab Color Schame

hereby giva consent to the applicant.named to use my color scheme.
| certify {or declare) under penally of pedury under the Jaws of the State of California ihat the foregoing is true and corract,

&,{M Z‘ﬁ[ﬁmy@_/ - 515108 i | }

S@na‘ur of Colof Schama Holder [ porson auiherized 1o sign for Color Schame Holdar ' Data

OFFICERISEIONLY, ]
Agenda Nolice Date Hearing Dalg | Decision of Taxicsh Commission Mew Daclaralion Signed i
Workar's Comp Submilted - insurance Submitted Paint Chips Submitled Phozog S brmilted B !
Rezgivad by: Raceipt No. ] Amoenl i ] Data J

Revised | 1/04/2005




o R T T W ST CYEERA

ISSUED BY
CFFICE OF THE TREASURER & TAX COLLECTOR

PUBLIC PASSENGER YEHICLE DRIVER

FXPHIES: DECEMBER 31, 2008
ANDREW SINAIKO
P44-046906

The above namead person is licensed as a Publis
Passenger Vehicle Driver in accordance with the
San Francisco Police Code, Article 1. Soctions
2261 and2.27.]

- EYPIRES

“NDREW STNATKD

NEAMCEH LR YSIUL -

SEX:M  HAIR:BRN  JEVESH
HTI5-08 . WT:175. DO

RSTRz, CORR LENS

il
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