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June 3rd, 2026 
 

 
 
Honorable Daniel Lurie 
Mayor of San Francisco 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 200 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re  
San Francisco Permit Center 
OpenGov - Software 
 
Dear Mayor Lurie, 
 
I have been a licensed general, plumbing, and electrical contractor since 1975 and hold an 
Associate Degree in Building Inspection. Throughout that time, I have been a customer of the 
Department of Building Inspection (DBI) and its predecessor agencies, giving me more than five 
decades of firsthand experience navigating San Francisco’s permitting system. 

To my knowledge, San Francisco is the only jurisdiction that has historically allowed certain 
permits to be issued over the counter. The current administration is proposing to eliminate over-
the-counter permitting entirely and replace it with a fully online process. 

At present, trade permits may be obtained either online or over the counter. For these permit 
types, the process is generally straightforward and efficient. In fact, trade permits issued through 
the current system are approved instantly. However, testing of the new OpenGov platform 
indicates that this level of efficiency will be lost. Under the new system, trade permits are no 
longer issued immediately. Similarly, permits for doors, windows, siding, fire alarm systems, and 
sprinkler systems must now be processed online. While some applications are approved within a 
few days, the process is no longer instantaneous and may take significantly longer than 
applicants have historically experienced. 

Many property owners, homeowners, and design professionals already struggle with online 
permitting platforms, particularly when they are unfamiliar with permitting requirements, digital 
workflows, or software systems.  



Requiring all applicants to use an online-only process creates additional barriers and can lead to 
delays, confusion, and increased reliance on City staff for assistance. 

For simple permits that do not require plans, an online process may be appropriate. However, 
permits involving drawings present a very different challenge. These applications often require 
review and coordination among multiple departments and reviewers. Under the current system, 
permits can be reviewed within a matter of days, with comments issued promptly when revisions 
are necessary. Permits involving plans, however, are rarely approved in less than three to four 
weeks, if not longer. 

Data from OpenGov appears to validate these concerns. While permits for doors, windows, and 
siding are sometimes issued within a couple of days, my observation is that many of these 
expedited approvals are likely the result of applicants encountering difficulties navigating the 
OpenGov system and subsequently seeking assistance at the Permit Center. In these cases, staff 
help applicants complete and submit their applications online, which I believe contribute to the 
faster processing times. Nevertheless, many permits take considerably longer, with some 
approvals exceeding 40 days. 

The data for sprinkler and fire alarm permits is even more concerning. Although a small number 
are issued within a week, the majority require between seven and 47 days for approval. These 
timelines represent a significant departure from the efficiency that applicants have historically 
experienced and raise important questions about whether the new system is achieving its 
intended goal of streamlining permit issuance. 

Over-the-counter permitting offers significant practical and economic advantages. It allows the 
City to collect permit fees immediately and enables contractors and property owners to begin 
work without unnecessary delay. Faster permit issuance accelerates construction activity, 
supports local businesses, and helps projects move from planning to completion more efficiently. 

Tenant improvement (TI) projects in high-rise buildings provide a particularly important 
example. These projects often involve multiple sets of drawings and extensive review 
requirements. Because the plans are frequently based on existing as-built conditions, the review 
process can be complex. Requiring all such permits to be processed exclusively online risks 
creating avoidable delays that can disrupt construction schedules, postpone tenant occupancy, 
and increase project costs. For commercial projects, time is often a critical factor, and permitting 
delays can have significant financial consequences for both tenants and property owners. 

Another significant drawback of eliminating over-the-counter permitting is the loss of direct 
interaction between applicants and reviewers. At the permit counter, applicants can ask 
questions, clarify requirements, and resolve issues in real time. This face-to-face communication 
often prevents misunderstandings and allows projects to move forward quickly.  

 

Page 2 of 3 

OCCIDENTAL EXPRESS 1019 howard street san francisco california 94103.2806 ph 415.420.8113 www.occidentalexpress.net 



In contrast, online-only systems rely heavily on electronic correspondence, where simple questions 
and clarifications can take days or even weeks to resolve. Some departments already experience 
lengthy review times for issues that previously could have been addressed in a matter of minutes at 
the counter. 

In summary, while online permitting may be appropriate for straightforward applications, 
eliminating over-the-counter permitting entirely introduces significant risks. It threatens to 
lengthen approval timelines, reduce opportunities for collaboration and problem-solving, 
increase uncertainty for applicants, and slow construction activity throughout the city. Before 
making such a fundamental change, San Francisco should carefully consider whether the benefits 
of convenience outweigh the potential costs to efficiency, economic activity, and customer 
service. 

On another note, I understand that the current DBI Permit Tracking System will be discontinued; 
however, OpenGov does not appear to provide an equivalent permit-tracking function. Please 
refer to the sample DBI permit, which includes critical information such as the permit status, 
assigned personnel, comments, and, most importantly, the required special inspections. 
For a permit to be finalized, all required special inspections must be completed and properly 
documented. Without access to this information, it is impossible to determine which special 
inspections are required for a given permit. Each special inspection is identified by a specific 
code that does not appear on the construction drawings, even though the drawings reference the 
required inspections. 

I consider this a significant issue. If the required special inspections are not readily accessible 
and identifiable, there is no reliable way to verify compliance, and DBI will be unable to finalize 
the permit. Ensuring continued access to special inspection requirements and records is therefore 
essential to the permit closeout process. 

Attached to this letter is the chart from the data that was gathered from OpenGov, a sample 
OpenGov permit, and a DBI sample permit.  
 
I feel that OpenGov lacks the level of transparency that is necessary for effective permit tracking 
and management. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Henry Karnilowicz 

CC: 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Randy Shaw, Executive Director, Tenderloin Housing Clinic 
San Francisco Chronicle 
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Report Date: 6/15/2026 9:41:18 PM 
    
Application Number: 202012080504 
Form Number: 8 
Address(es): 3731 / 033 / 1 259 07TH ST 

 

Description: INSTALL NEW ADA COMPLIANT ELEVATOR IN EXISTING 3 STORY BUILDING (HOTEL) 
Cost: $122,000.00 
Occupancy Code: R-1 
Building Use: 25 - TOURIST HOTEL/MOTEL 

 

Disposition / Stage: 

Action Date Stage Comments 
12/8/2020 TRIAGE   
12/8/2020 FILING   
12/8/2020 FILED   
11/3/2022 APPROVED   
11/3/2022 ISSUED   

 

Contact Details: 

Contractor Details: 

License Number: XXXXXX 
Name: XXXXXXXXXXX 
Company Name: XXXXXXXXXXXX 
Address: 5 FAIRCHILD DRIVE * MOUNTAIN VIEW CA 94043-0000 
Phone:  

 

Addenda Details: 
Description: 

Station Rev# Arrive Start In Hold Out Hold Finish Checked By 
Review 
Result 

Hold Description 

HIS   12/8/20 12/8/20   12/8/20    
60 UNITS OVER 3 FLRS OF OCC - CFC 
#403436 -AY 

INTAKE   12/8/20 12/8/20   12/8/20    12/08/2020: Route to BID-INSP 

CP-ZOC   12/29/20 12/29/20   12/29/20    

OTC APPROVAL AS FOLLOWS: 
INSTALL NEW ADA COMPLIANT 
ELEVATOR IN EXISTING 3 STORY 
TOURIST HOTEL PER PLANS. NO 
CHANGE IN USE OR ROOM COUNT. 
NO OTHER EXTERIOR WORK. M 
LANGLIE 12-29-20 

BID-INSP   8/3/21 8/3/21   8/3/21      

CP-ZOC   9/7/22 9/7/22   9/7/22    Re-approved. No change in scope. 

BLDG   1/13/21 1/13/21   1/13/21    
comments issued (attached to paper 
application); to mech 

BLDG   2/2/21 2/2/21   2/2/21    
comments issued (attached to paper 
application); to ele 

BLDG   6/2/21 6/2/21 6/2/21  8/3/21    
8/3/21 BLDG PAD-STR approved otc; 
plans back with customer 7/7/21 BLDG 



comments issued (bring all superseded 
sheets back when replacing sheets & 
collate new sheets into the drawing set) 
6/2/21 BLDG PAD-STR comments issued 
(Comments A1 and A4 need to be 
resolved); plans back with customer 

BLDG   9/7/22 9/7/22   9/7/22    Restamped 9/7/22 

MECH   2/1/21 2/1/21   2/1/21    
OTC comments 2-1-21 (comments with 
permit application). Routed to MECH-E 

MECH   5/28/21 5/28/21   5/28/21    
Approved OTC, plans back to customer 
for MECH-E recheck 

MECH-E   2/3/21 2/3/21   2/3/21    
OTC comments issued on the back of 
application form. Plans routed to the 
SFFD. 

MECH-E   5/28/21 5/28/21   5/28/21    
Project Approved. OTC project. Plans 
returned to the customer. 
aytug.karalar@sfgov.org 05/28/2021 

SFFD   2/4/21 2/17/21   5/13/22    
02/17/2021 On hold. Attached comments. 
Dropped to comment box 2nd floor. 

SFFD   5/13/21 5/13/21   5/13/21    
approved plans with Sagiv, comments 
addressed, plans with customer 

SFFD   3/15/22 3/15/22   3/15/22    
approved with revision to elevator; ADA 
compliant; 3002.4 does not 
apply;bruce.samson@sfgov.org 

SFFD   11/3/22 11/3/22   11/3/22    
Approved OTC SM 11/3/22 plans with 
applicant 

PERMIT-CTR   2/18/21 2/18/21   2/18/21     

2/18/2021-Comments have been issued 
by plan review staff. Plan set has been 
routed to Permit Center hold room. Project 
agent must collect the plan set to resume 
review. Comments pick-up hours are 
10:00 am - 3:00 pm at the forum entrance 
of 49 South Van Ness Avenue. You do not 
need an appointment to collect your plan 
set. To submit revisions, applicant or 
project agent must return the original plan 
set and permit application with 
superseded sheets removed from the 
original plans and new sheets collated into 
the original plan set. The superseded 
sheets shall rolled up, separated from the 
original plans, and returned to the plan 
checker. All revisions must be done per 
Administrative Bulletin-031: 
https://sfdbi.org/administrative-bulletins 
Revision drop-off hours are 10:00 am - 
3:00 pm pm at the forum entrance of 49 
South Van Ness Avenue. You do not need 
an appointment to submit your revision.NB 
permitcenter@sfgov.org 

BLDG   9/7/22 9/7/22   9/7/22      
CPB   11/3/22 11/3/22   11/3/22      
This permit has been issued. For information pertaining to this permit, please call 628-652-3450. 
 
 
 
  



Appointments: 

Appointment 
Date 

Appointment 
AM/PM 

Appointment 
Code 

Appointment 
Type Description Time Slots 

10/17/2025 AM CS Clerk Scheduled ROUGH FRAME, PARTIAL 1 

 

Inspections: 

Activity Date Inspector Inspection Description Inspection Status 
10/17/2025  ROUGH FRAME, PARTIAL REINSPECT REQUIRED 
7/1/2025  SITE VERIFICATION SITE VERIFICATION 
1/12/2024  SHEETROCK NAILING SHEETROCK NAILING 
1 2 

 

Special Inspections: 

Addenda 
No. 

Completed 
Date 

Inspected 
By 

Inspection 
Code Description Remarks 

0     2 BOLTS INSTALLED IN CONCRETE   
0     24B STEEL FRAMING   
0     24A FOUNDATIONS   

0     19 
SHEAR WALLS AND FLOOR 
SYSTEMS USED AS SHEAR 
DIAPHRAGMS 

  

0     18A BOLTS INSTALLED IN EXISTING 
CONCRETE   

0     1 CONCRETE (PLACEMENT & 
SAMPLING)   

0     24E WOOD FRAMING   

0     4 REINFORCING STEEL AND 
PRETRESSING TENDONS   

0     5A1 SINGLE PASS FILLET WELDS < 
5/16"   

0 5/29/2026  AB3 

NRCA-MCH-03-A - CONSTANT 
VOLUME, SINGLE ZONE, UNITARY 
AIR CONDITIONER AND HEAT 
PUMP SYSTEMS 

  

0 5/29/2026  AB2 NRCA-MCH-02-A - OUTDOOR AIR 
ACCEPTANCE   

0 5/29/2026  IB36 NRCI-MCH-01-E - MECHANICAL 
CERTIFICATE OF INSTALLATION   

0 4/27/2026  IE15 NRCI-ELC-01-E - ELECTRICAL 
POWER DISTRIBUTION   

0 4/27/2026  IE6 
NRCI-LTI-01-E - CERTIFICATE OF 
INSTALLATION FOR INDOOR 
LIGHTING 

  

 




