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4653



-

R i R . T Ve st S
S v ® NBd T Ne b =B

24

© ® N o o A W N

i
: RUIESCOmmlttee A N
| [BOARD GF SUPERVISORS'

i :

PREPARED IN COMM]TTEE
2122117

IFILE NO. 170190, | MOTION NO.
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L ‘ i @ 6001/09062
8172672017 06:15 AY FAX 14154018137 [Z16001/0002

Board of Suﬁamgas’s T
. LCltyend Caun“y of San Francisco
q Er Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room

(415) 554-5184 FAX (415) 554-5153*:?’@@1 PH s 96 -

= —_—

App&aca&mn far Baards, Cammissuens Committees, & Taséz F@mes |
Naine of Bord, Commission, Comnitee, or Task Foree: ELNCS Gommiission

-Seat# or Category. (lf dppi:cabla) S e Disfrict: 7
Narie: Quentin L, K@pp

e I 0551 i
N. A

‘HOmePhQ_ne; s Occupatron
WQFKPﬁQﬂeZ‘»@V ' 2 . Employer: SEW
 Business Address: 380 West Portal Avé. SuntevF SanFrancxsco CA _ M

e quentm?ko;ap@gmaﬂ comi.

,Busmess E-Mai .. Hormie E-Mail; N A

Pursuant to Charter;. Section 4; iod (2){2), Boards and Commisslons: established By Y
the Charter must consist of electo ,,(regys“iered voters) of the City and County of
San Eranclseo. For certaln uiher bodies, the Board af Supewssers can walve the:
resedency requirement:

' Check All That Appl:

Resident sf San Francisco: Yés. I NoO If No,,pface of- resudence

Regnstered Voter in San Francisco: Yes B No T fNo, where: reglstered‘

*;Pureuant;to Gharter Sectmn 4,‘161(3)(1) piease sta te h@w yeur quahi" ca&@@ns

A ce, age, sex, sexuai unentaﬂcra, gender adents{y, &ypes Df dssabeutxes,
.’and any otherrelevant denographsu qualities of the City ang Qoasnry of San
: ‘Framesco :

[am a 62=year San Franc:]sco resndent -age 88; Jewxsh-Amerxcan son of an lmmlgrant who ;
' nas resided in P‘aClﬁC Heights and North Beach as a rentér, ant mond and Quter Sunset |
ssided ‘January, ‘973 m the Lakes fe -‘g'hbcrhood and.:am
'ar'member of Congreganon Beth Israel : thood Way and a Korgan.
Ne ‘serviceasa FxrstL;eutenant if the Jfice:of Special:
Invest anons and Judg \dvocat General Corps 1952-1954; In 1967, | wa$ dppoinied to
:lthe Charter Revisiont Commitiee and ‘served two years:.lam Iso- co-chairman of the:
AIrssh-lsraeh-itahan Scccety lam: mamed and have thrae children.
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jals fﬂn.sl Hma Recaivad

STATEMENT OF ECONOMIC INTERESTS
COVER PAGE

Please lype oF ph‘nt ,in>lt‘1kv'

NAWE OF FIER ., ) ' /’(LAS}') ; ‘ %_r (FIRST) » ' (MlDDi.E)
*‘7% f/fﬂ \/’//5/2 - /"’/’»{11/ o )

1. Office,/égéncy, or Court }

Agency Name_,(Dp nof use acronyms)‘ ©

P e Cé"/?f/?‘!-’fe”//"d? | /% /f’zf? ﬁ.f” / z??/ (,,/;;/ZL FZ@f

Division, Board, Depariment, District, if applicable Your Position 1 Z’

e f& g;@zx}é;ﬁfﬁ?
& 1 filing for multiple positions, fist biefow or on an attachment, (Do not usé acronyms) }77"3 K gL (’4’/ TS
Agency: - - S . Posilion:

2. Jurisdiction of Office (Chéck at Jedist one box)

1) state [7 Judge or Court Commissioner (Statewide Jurisdiction)
D Mu t;Ccunty . - 1 Couirity of
Q’Cxty of ez 66/4 / f -f"/"?f/{fi' ¢) {:/L/ e, . X D Ottier .
3 Type Of Statement (Checkat Jeast one box)
@f;nnuaf The pétiod covered s January 1, 2016, throughi - D 1 eaving Office: Date Left A |
Degeribei 31, 2016, # ’ (Chack:one)
01 o o
" The period covered is . 1 { oo Through O :]’h_e‘ge,nod covered is January 1, 2018, thirotigh the dale of
Decembgr 31, 20186 leavingoffice.
, . S ~Of- A
L1 -Assuming Office: Dale assumed .. - I = Q The period covred i§. .1 ., hrough:
1hee date of leaving ofﬁce
l:] Gandidate: Fléction * year e -and office sought; if different than Part 1: .

"4 Schedule’ Summary (mﬁgéomméte) e Toiafnﬂmﬂéf"bf pages ihblddingitl;is cover péée:
Schedules attached

[E /Sc)\eduleA-’( ~ Jjivestments ~schedule-attached 1 Schiedule C - fricore, Loans, & Business Posifions— scheduls aﬁanhed‘
: Sch/ule A2~ Investments - schedule aftachied {7] ‘Sthedule D - frcomg: ~ Giffs - schedule atfached
i .’/ [} Schedule B - Réal Property — schedule aftachid {1 Schedule E - Jncome —-Giffs.~ Bavel Payments — sohedule aftached:

~Or«
J [ None - No feporfable lnterests on anyschedule

.A.5 Venflcatlon

WALING ADDRESS STREET T - STATE T ZIPCODE
ided.- P ﬁcDocumenf)

75 W/ﬂyd?’n o/, #wm,@d f R N v

DAYT(ME TELEPHON E: MAILADDRES

<4//:5> 7 «\;/zﬂu)ﬁ . . ;;,gf T &/f—ééw}/\ ff’f??rfz/ YL

[ héve used all feasoniable diligesice in-preparing ! thls statemerit; | hiave rey] ewed This statement and’m the beétfof my knowledge the mformahon contamed
herein and in any aftached schedules is true and complete. | acknowledge this is & public dotument.

Y certify under penalty of erjury under ffie laws of the Stafe. of California that the fore o'%g is true and’ correct N g /

Date Sigred’ /CB///%// . b’ijff/f/f/fffz 47’7 /j}/

{nﬁﬂh dey, year) ;{ " (Fiethe originally signed stalement vith yo: i ofﬁaal)

/ FPPE l—[orm 700 (2016/2017)
FPPC Advice Emaili advice@fppr.ca.gav
FPPC Toll-Free Helpling: 866/275-3772 Wwiw.fppt.ca.gov
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SCHEDULE A-1
“Investments

Stdcks, Bonds, and Other Interests
} (Ownershrp lnterest is Less. Than 10%
Do nof attach brokerage or financial staiements

A

b NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY / 7
riﬁf et re /ij/ ?LI"‘TE e

GENERAL DEsc;%sPﬂoN oi= THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MAR,KETY\_/ALUE;_ u
[#'$2.00a - 310,000 1 $to00

{1 $100,001- $1.000000: [ ] Over $1,600,000:

NATURE OF [NVESTMENT .

Stack" {. ] Gthér, — S N e
[_:]: ) E o {Describe}
[] Parinership: O Incoimié Receivéd. of $0-- $499

O Incame Recelved of $500 of Moie (Repoit on Schedife'GE. | :

IF. APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

4 A8 /af/ 27518,

Acaqul RED DISPOSED

.FAIR ARKET VALUE
$2.000 - $10,000

] s100,001 - §1,000,066

[ $i0,064 = 160 00
[ over 1,000,000

(Describg).

-Padiisrship: O lhcome Received of §0.~$499
" O Incomie Received of $500 or More (Report op Sthigdiité C)

IF APPLIGABLE, LiST DATE

_ AN
» D]SPOSED

>(N SVE OF BUSINE;SS ENTITY

e d e 5

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS
o i

FAIR; MARKET VALUE

[E]‘ $2,000 ~$10,000

{1 100,003~ $1,000,008

T $10.001 100,080
] Ovet 31,000,008

E OF INVESTMENT
[Jotmer—___
D Partnership () lboms R

NATO
A Stock

O Incohag Receiyed of $500 -or More (Repon' on Schedule £

\F APPLIGABLE, LISTDATES

s, fﬁzﬁzfﬁ‘ f??:f,f?%ﬁs# ,%tf?s‘f
7

ol

FAIR MARKET VALUE'
5,000 - §10,000.

[ 1 3100,001;- $1 006 Piiviig

[] Gver§1,000;000

NMUREOF |NVESTMENT
E;St"d‘ Hother o e

D Pattrership- Otn L o o
&} More“{Report on-Schedule C}.

IFAPPLICABLE, LIST

18
DISPOSER

T '1',6'": L
ACQUIRED;

VA L [ Jo1is
ACQUIRED DISPOSED.
N B lNES&ENT!
o / /§ ﬂ,{_

FAIR MARKET VALUE L/
[ s2.0060 - $10,000
[ 100,063 - 51,600, 05:

$10,001 - $460,000
] ©ver $1.000,068.
NATURE OF INVESTMENT:
" Slack [[] otrier s
(Qes i

U Pattiiérship: O'lncome Received of $0 - §449

OIncome Received of $500. or Mofe (Repuition Selisdile 6 |

IF APPLICABLE; LIST DATE:.

o 18
" DISPOSED: ©

S
ACQUIRED

Comiments:

} | otfice, Agency
: vorCourt 2

Massuring [Ticaving
[Jcandidate.

| statementType [ 1201672017 Annual
i 1 A 10}

' E] W nnuaf

T have tised all reasoriatle-diligence i preparing this: sta"lemenf, 1 havé

Teviewed this atemen( andtottie bestofmy knowledge {he'informatios:
cantained herein arid i ih-any attached schedules s trug-and’ compleieq

' I certify under: penalty of perjury ‘tinder the Jaws 'of g -Stateof
California thaf the foregomg is. lrue and correct.:

Filai's mgnam{g;& o

FPEC Form 700 (zmﬁizem Seh, A1
FPPC Advice Einails ad\nce@fppc [ gm(
FPPCToll: -Free:Helpline: 866/275-3772, www.fop¢.ca:
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SCHEDULE A-1
Investments

S’i'ocks Bonds, and Othér Interests
~ {Owpership lnterest is Less Than 10%)
Do nof attach brokerage or financial statemenits.

O U S-SV VN VUV PRI SO SO

AMENDMENT

7 )
5 e S Larihdd

ACDESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

GEN
&.,-'-*‘r

ey i {«775’?/}& L’ﬂg/é

LT

FAIR MAR}{ET VALUE.
,5’2 006 -~ $10,000
$1oo 001 ~$1,000,000

[T'$10,001 - $400,000
] Over $1,000,000

)JRE OF INVESTMENT
[E Stock [ other
(Descnbe)

f:[ Parinérship: () Incotie:Recsgived of $0 - 5499
QO lncome Received of $500 or More {Repart on Schedule CJ

© JFAPPLICABLE; LI,Sf'DATé

g2

L B N 'ME/OF BUSINESS- ENTITY .
L ';q{;,/“f. LS /5’[ Z%?/ ,x/f) <

‘GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF TH[S/BUSINE_SS
g ¥

e

FAIR MARKET VALUE
,000 - $10 .000:

D $180, om ~$1,000,000
/

{0 o001 - $100,000.
T1.0ver 31,000,000

NATURE OF lNVESTMENT
E Stock 7] other .
‘(Describe)

D -Papthership- (O Income Recelved of: §0 - $499
O'income. Recelved of $500 or More {Repurt on Schedile C)

IFAPPLIGABLE; LIST DATE:

ik R e p_ s j g8,
ACQUIRED * DISPOSED i AGQUIRED ~ DISPOSED A
> NJ\ME OF Busn\j;ss ENTI . ; T » NAME/OF BUSINESS ENT
(_/gflv:ﬁ? ,il/u?i? 7¢ (,@ /?//f g
: GENERAL DESCR}PT[ON OF: TH]S BUSINESS GENERAL DESCRIPT|ON OF THIS. BUSINéSS
/ T / 55' L
L[l / /;E? roeis 7 j?éf/?C@

FAIR MARKET VALUE
T $2;000 - $10,600
1 §100,001-- $1,000,000

[/

510,001 ~54606,000.
[] over $1,000,000

' NATURE OF INVESTMENT

[} Stock [-] Other -
(Descnbe)

D Padiiership O Income' Received o $0 - $499
Q Income Recelved of $500 or More (Repod on Schedule G)

IF APPLICABLE, 1357 DATE:

116y /18
ACQIURED DISPOSED
B NAME OF BUSINESS, ENTITY. .,
i EEP LS ot Cjﬁz/ﬁ

GENERAL DESCRIPT!ON OF THIS BMSINESS

FAIR MARKET) ’(}ALUE -
T $2,000 Lmo tiao
] $100,001 - 51,000,000

/ [1 $16,061 - st00,000

[ over $1,000;000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT =
E]"Smck ] other N
(Descnha)
N D Parinershlp O licome Received of $0 - $409. . N

kol Income Received -of $500 or Morg (Report on Schedile G

IF APPLICABLE, -LIST DATE: .

FAIR MKRKET VALUE
[8}$2,000 - -$10,000..
D $1oo 001 - $1 600,000

1 70,001 - $100,006
-] Over $1,000,000.

NAT/UR‘E OF INVESTMENT )
B stock [ other - S 3
(Descnbe)
j::] Fdrtnership "0 Income Recgived of $0 +-$499
O Income Recelved of $500 or More (Report-on Schedule G)°

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:
N5 [ SR N i | .
ACQUIRED DISPOSED

| Office, Agency
‘orCourt

; StatementType [ 1201672617 Annuai .%uming [Jieaving:

Annual

-

1 'have used all réasonable diligenice. i preparing this stalement, {have
reviewed this statement-and to'the best of myknowledge the informafior
containgd heréin and in-any attached schedules is trde and complete.

{1 gertify under penalty .of perjury undsr the laws of the State-of |
" California that the foregmng |s/tr? and correct

[J¢andidate

Date Signed.
] 71 G fslé/c’g ;6 4 ‘) / (month; day =
" AGQUIRED D1§POSED (/
. Filer's _S:!gn‘a'ture( V'/’ Z( “//4 /:-/ 73»
Comments:, ’ ) 7

FPPCForm 700 (2016/2017) Sch, A1

N B T N O L
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' SCHEDULE Al

) Investments
Stocks, Bonds, and Other Interests t AMENDMENT
(Ownersh ip Interest is Less Than 1 0%) T
“Do not affach bmkerage or financial - statements -

ESCR TlON OF THI )

SL_/USINESS

: éENERA}/DESCRlPTION OF THIS BUSINESS ~
i L g
éf‘d{éﬁ’ CEF I FETE 7Y

FAIR MARKET. VALUE’ L FAIR')JARKET VALUE
"$2,000 + $10,000: E]swom $1oo,ooo 1 {237$2.000 - §10.000: Bsmom $100,000-

[1's106,001 - 31,000,008 j‘_’] Over $1,000,000" 11 T $100;001 - $1,000,600: ]:1 Over $1,000;000

E}W{O/F INVESTMENE %\we OF INVESTMENT™
St oy S :

ock [:] Qther. Stack [E"Olher
(Dascribe) .

" [ Pariiership. € Tncome-Recelved of $0- $499 [ Partnerstil @ Tricome Received of $0,- $498
O-lncome Received of $500 or More {Repoyt o Schedul;{:gv il O Income Received of $500 or Mure (Repod on Schedule C)
“ IF APPLICABLE, LiST DATE; 11 EAPPLICABLE, TIST DATE: v
S 118 SRR s | pis. 16,
ACQUIRED, o DJSPO,SEQ_ e . " ACQUIRED: msposss

B NAME GF BUSINESS ENTIP

A=se A ycz;wl /i:/éf’.
GENEEA_I;DESCR[PTION OF THIS BUSINESS

f‘}‘}zZi/}f 2 ; 2
FAIR MARKET VALOE FAIR MARKET VALUE: . ’
[ $2,000:- 310,600 $2,000°-:$10,0000 [ s10,00% + $100;
[-$100,001 * $1,000;900: o $10_o'oot1 - $1,000,000 [ Over$1,0000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT

[] sk [hoher
{1 Plartnership - Jnco

NATY] INVESTMENT
E”(ock [ offieitee -
(Ducdbe;

L] Partnership: G Incorme Received of 30 - $499
O Income Recelved of $500. or More (Repoi.oh Schsdiile GF

;

{F APPLIDABLE; LIST'DATES:

] ﬂ ‘Office; Agoncy
orGourt.__ - AL
] sio:00% = Statement Type lj’§016/2017Aﬁﬁ‘
{7 Over$4; oou oou
N‘ATUR?BF ‘INVES'T

. =] Stack: 3

E} Pannership In e Recaivéd -of ; $0'. 49
come. Received ‘of $500 or More (Repoton Sehaddle o} |

{F-APBLICABLE, LIST DATE:

RN (P L |
AGQUIRED: DISPOSED -
Commentss
FPPC Form 700 (2016/2017) 3
Chn(‘ Acds Smm Bina . i
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SCHEDULE A-1
Investments
Stocks Bonds, and Other lnterests

(Ownershlp Interest is Less Than.10%)
Do not attach brokerage or financial statéments, - - '}?h e

i's NA OF BUSINESS E'\:I'I‘I'F"i"'3
i [ ( Pl b/ f_z,{ [[‘;

G’ENERA ESCRIPTION ox-‘ THIS BUSINESS o ;-
. : . ,f

}#% //’ CN(

FAIBzMARKET VALUE
. $2,000 - $10,000 [1 516,001 ~ $106,000
{1 $100,001. - $1,000,000 [[] over $1,006,d00

f
NATURE OF INVESTMENT
- 2] stock 1] otner _ .
{Dbscibes)y

" T Pastnership .Q Tngome Received of $0-« $499

© Income Recewed of $500 of Mare {Report-on Schedtile C)

“ IF APPLICABLE, UST DATE!
e LR

ACQUIRED /_[’SF‘OSED

: .7;', eﬁ/dfé’ {;&ﬁf,,j«/%

= NAM FBUS ES&ENTITY P c = :',,
j j) /N /ﬁfz%/{ﬁ ja r:*} ’74“" } gﬂf{

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS 2 E«—f/"‘ 1

FAIR MARKET VALUE

332,000~ $10,000 El/o 001 - $160.000
[ s100; 010(1, $4,000,000 T-]:Over 51,000,000

NATURE OF ]NVESTMENT
E Stock ["].Other
(Descnba)

D ‘Parnership -0 Inéome Recélved of $0 - 5498
O Income Received of $500 or-More (Reporf on Schédule o

IF APPLICABLE: LIST DATE: A
AR IS [ PR S & (2
-ACQUIRED A DISPOSED )

> NAWEOF. BUSINESS ENTITY s

};ﬂb /1 //afﬁfﬁ:é . /“

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

ﬁ;&rﬁy Ve ;%ﬂ ST

Fzrsl/,wiﬁKET*ﬁb('LUEL .
[#%2.000 - $10,000 1:[ $10,001 - $100,000
] $100,001 = §1,000,000 {1 over $1.000,000.

WATURE OF INVESTMENT
[F] Sfock Jother .. -

(Dascnbe)
D Parinership OIncme Received of $0 - $498

QOlncome Received of $500 or Moré (Report o Schiedule C)

T6.APPLICABLE, 11ST. DATE;

j__4.18 ]
’ ACQUIRED ’ < DISPOSED

o

;>. EfOF BUSIN ES SENTITY
Ay L 5@»’\/ %L‘)@f

GE RA(DESC‘R[PTIDN OF THIS BUSINESS

%74 )”2;4{

FAIR MARKET VATdE T 7
L] $2,000:- $10,000 [E$10,001 - $700,000.
{]-$100,001 - $1,000,000 -] Over 1,000,000

lmﬁya EOF INVESTMENT
Stock Other =
D (De{scnbs)

T Partnershlp i3 Incomé Received of $0 ~ $499

O Incorié Received of $500 of More (Report on Schedule-C). |

1F APPLICABLE, 14T DATE!:

g .7 16 N [416': it /f\x
ACQUIRED. " “DISPOSED ~ 1 (/ ; 7 46 -
N 1 Eiter's Signaturg ’>(//¢f//éfm{ i
Coniments: .- ]

 Offlce, Agency’
" orCourt.__.

b NAME OF BUS!NESS ENTITY:

- GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS -

FAIR MARKET VALUE

[ $2.000 - $1b;000- [ #1001 - §f00;060
{7} $100,001 - $1;000,000 [ Over 51,000,000
HATURE- OF INVESTMENT
) stock [omer— . - i
(Descnba)

[ patneship: O Income Recelvéd of $6 - $499)
.O Income Receivéd of $500 of More' {Refigrl on Schedule C)

|F APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

i 3%, .4 118

ACQUIRED DISPOSED

PrlntNaIE{/. - y

NI

Statemont Type [ ]2016/2017 Annual” @Assummg Ei_eaving
D 7 Annual [[Candidate

| have used alf reasonable diligence I preparlng this staterient. | havé |
reviewed this statement and {0 the best-of ¢ fmy knowledge the Information
}comamed herein and in any attached schedules is true and complete; .

1 cerﬁfy under penalty"of per}ury urider the: laws of the ‘State of
is t ue and correct..

FPPC Form 700 (2016/ 2017) Sch Al
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SCHEDULE A4
Investm eﬂts

. | Stocks, Bonds, ar

(Ownershlp Interest

_,G ERAL DESCRIPTION. OF- THIS BUS[NE§S’

/%W /“/’7)/”’?
FAIR, MARKET VALUE )
" [ sg000 - 310,000

[%:100,001 - $1,000,000:

NATURE OF INVESTMENT .
m:/élbck D:OU’IEJI" . L. L e e
IDascnbe)
D Partnedship: ‘) Incotie Recelved of 0.+ $499
‘@ Income: Reteived of $500 .oF Moré (Repor-ofi Scliedule'C}

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

b 18 B 52
ACQUIRED o DISPOSED

ﬁ % NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY -

'GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS.

‘FAIR MARKETVALUE
1 $2,000:- $1o 000

1 510001 - $100:009:
1] Over'$1,000;008

NATURE:OF tNVESTMENT
Stack [ oer: i '
(Descnbe)

E] Partnership O Income Received of :§0.- $4697
0] Inco e,Recewed of $500 or More, (Repar-on Schéduid. GJ

IFAPPLIGABLE, LIST DATE:

g pAs,  __p 118
ACQUIRED. - DISPOSEB

> NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE:
[ 32,004 - 310,00
[ 100,907 - 1,000,000

L] 0601 - $1d0.000:
T over s 1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT

D Stock. D Of

F1i Parthership’ Olncoriie: Recsived 6150

O- Income Recéived of: 500 or. More (Repmf oA Schedule Cj i ]

IF APPLIGABLE, LIST DATE;

fo 118 Ty yi6
gCQUIRED DISPOSED

& NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

N

GENERKL DESCRIPTION OF TH]S BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE,

[ $2,000 <.310,000: [ stt.00t
[ si0g.dot - sn008000 [

NATURE OF INVESTHME NT

= (Dascﬂbe): -

1F APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

£ 16 i f"l'ﬁ""
ACQUIRED DISPOSER

Commentss.,

| | Printname &
| J oriics, Agency
| | orGourt .

| | statenient ype. Elzms/zowAnnual

-} Dateisighed:

- iFiler's Signaturé >

B I‘\AME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF TH)S B

FAIR MARKET VALUE.
[1 $2,000 - $10,000:
[ 51000012 $1,000,000

$10:007 - §100, 660

1] Over 1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT

£ Stoc [ Otter:
(Descnbe)

D Parfnership ¢ fncome Received of $0 - 459"
O Iricome :Recelved.of $500 of Moré: (Report oi:Schedifs )

I APPLICABLE: LIST-DATE:
S i |- IR SRS i3

'ACQUIRED: ~ DISPOSED.

I]

< Annual

4662
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SCHEDULE

Investments, Income, and Assets
of Business Enfities/Trusts
{Ownership Interest is 10

»785//5 wﬁ%ﬁ?

Address {Buslness Address Acceptable7

‘&r FhZ7

3 Busin‘ess Eniy, complete fhe box, The go fo 7

Check one
) Trust, go o 2

74 ,ﬁ' Sy 1@2&5@: y

A2

AMENDMENT

% or Greater)

Chiec :
{7 IVESTMENT

I7] REAL PROPERTY

’ Name of Business Enl [y if ]nVestmen[ o '
| Assessor's Paicel Number ar-Streef Address of Real Properly

‘ GENERAL DESCRIPTIQN OF THIS BUS]NESS

e

e
FAIR /MKRKET VALUE IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:
810 - 31,998 o _ )
[ $2,000 = $10;000 j.. 18 j 416
] $10,001 - $100,000 ACQUIRED " 'DISPOSED

[ $100.001 ~ 1,000,000
] over$1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT .
[ Partnerstip [ ] Sole Propristorshifp | |

“Other

YOUR BUSINESS ‘POSITION..

[ 2. IDENTIFY TH 3 G

130 - 5499
T ssd0- $1,000
D %1.001 - $10,000

] 310,001 - 160,000
{] OVER $100,000

. Print:Nama:..

‘DESCﬂpﬁUD of Businéss Activity or
Oity or Other Precise: Location of Real Property

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

418
ACQUIRED

" FAIR MARKET VALUE
[7] $2,000 - $10,000

[[] 10,001 - $100,000
[ $100,001 - $1,000,000
[] ©ver s1,000,000

118
DISPOSED

11 aTURE OF INTEREST
1 } [ Property Ownerstip/Deed of Trust

[Istook: [ Partnership

v

i D Leasehold -

D Other.

]___] Check box if additional schedules reperling investments or real propérly -
" are aftached

Yfr» remalmng

| Comments:

| Statement Type: E] 20162017 Anwial E]

¥ contained hereln and i in any attached schedules is true and comple(e

¥ certify under penalty of per;ury frider the' laws of the State ‘ot Ca

ot gy orcourd 2 ~ s L"&Mﬁ}/ -7

\ifornia that th/t;r}gomg is true and Cof

3;? P 7 A S sl
1 Dite.Signed EZanP s "{ 2 5 ,/6! L Tfe BE= Vv
B FA {[monlh day, year) } P’ - / 7 /
s Y

. FRPC Forin 700 (2016/2017) Sch. A2
FPPC Advice Email: adv:ce@fppc :ca.gov
FPPCToll-Free Helpline: 866/275 -3772 wwwifppc.ca.gov
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SCHEDULE B
s in. Real Property

(,l_n_ ludlng Rental Incomey

AMENDMENT

B ASSESSORSPARCEL NumaE}Ro_ S REET _D_R_Essf_: )

1» ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER OR STREET ADDRESS

_f* 2L

[ 52000 - isrb,bda. 4
[ s10,001 - si06:500 S A K [ DO PR |5
1] $100,001 = $1,6i0i,000° " ACQUIRED: DISPOSED.

1 over 1,000,000 *

1&5‘ 5% /945’5?7}?

NATURE OF INTEREST-
[] ownership/Desd of Trdst. +

[ Easeméft:

7] teasehold. .o oom oo, [T v i
Yrs; remairing Other

IF RENTAL PROPERTY, GROSS INGOME RECEIVER
[160-3468 [ ]§800-81g00 [ §ioot~fro6a
[7] 510,609 - $100,000- [ oveER $100,000

SOURCES OF RENTAL INCOME If you-own a 10% o gréatér
jriterest, list the name of each tenant that'is a single source of’
Income of $10,00G or more;

£ Nore:

T 50 - §408-
{1 10,001 - $100,000

{F APPLICABLE, $1ST: DATE;

»[]&‘1660‘1'3100000 S A N |- DU S A i

- ACQUIRED DISPOSED

1 $100,007" - $t,000,068
[] ovéi $1.000;000"

NATURE OF INTEREST

[T wiershipineed of Trust: [ Easeriiort
Teasefioldt oo oo . o B e A
T s remaining: o Othet

{F RENTAL PROPERTY GROSS INCOME RECEIVED"
[Issoo-g1000 [ 1,001 giog0
[ oveR $fd0.009.

$OURCES OF RENTAL INCONE:. it you own.a 10% or gréafer
interest, fist the name: of each tenant that.is a single: source of!
income of $16,000 or more..

T Mo

busuness of: terms avarlable fo members of the pubhc_ irthout regard to your oﬁ“ cral statUs, Personal Ioans and

Joans recerved not in 3 lenders regular course of’ busmess

st be dlsclosed as follows:

 NAME OF 1ENDERY

ADDRESS {Bislness Address Acdéptible).

BUSINESS ACTIVITY. IF ANY,-OF LENDER

INTEREST RATE: TERM (MonthsiYearsy

% [ Nene:
HIGHEST BALANGE DURING REPORTING PERIDD
jjrssoe $1.000° T $4.061 wgid:000:
[ s10.001 - 6160000 []-OVER $160,060

11 Guacantor: # applitabie:

Comments: - -

‘Office; Agency
or Court-.

| statemsnt Typs T1201672017 Arinuial
Thave used all feasonable. diligence in preparing this statenient. 1 haye:

reviewed this statement ;
contamed ‘hereéin ‘and.in any- altached schedu[es is trues and L;omplele,,~

FAsstifi [ILeaving

2 [Candidate:

- Anritial

Tt

d to the bestofmy knowledge the information
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SCHEDULE C
Income, Loans, & Business
Positions
(Other than Gifts and Travet Payments)

AMENDMENT

NAME -OF SOURCE: OF INCOME

f NAME OF - SBQRC); OF INCOME
8 P S

/ A e i

DD EéS (B‘?lmiy; Address Acceptable)

5‘%3 U ol o . (o

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceplable)

58
=

BUSINESSA/C}FIVITY IF ANY, OF SOURCE "2 / e BUSINESS AGTIVITY, IEANY, OF SOURCE
K™ /’7@.‘&2%:5 e v '
YOUR BUSINESS POSHfioN = YQUR BUSINESS POSITION
@ s c—f?f/
eRoss INCOME RECEIVED D o liicome - Husiness Pasftion Only . GROSS NCOME RECEIVED [ Mo ncorie - Buginess Positfon Only
[ $g68 - 1,000 {3$%,001 = 10,000 [} %560 = %1000 [] s4.001 ~$10,000
[gs;m 001 = $100,000 ] OVER §108,000 [ #7060 - 5106000 :[] GVER $100,000
CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED: CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED
[ salary D Spouse’s or tegistered domestic partner’s income. D Salary D Spousest;r fegistered domestic paiiner's. income
’ {For self-employed .usé Schedule A-2.) . ) o {For selk- employed use Schedule A-2.)
D Partriership {Less than 0% ownership, For 10% or greater use ™ Parinership (Less than 10%- ownership. For 10% or:gréater use
Schedule A-2.) g Schedule A-2.).
[ Y - | sdsor N
(Real propenty, ‘car, boat,:elc: ] S {Real propeity; car; boal, ete,)
7] Lo repaymant - [} Lonn epaymenit
:DflfiqmmiSSion~or {1 Rental Income, #ist each source pf:$10,000.or meie [] Compilssioror [ ] Rental Income, st each source of $10,000 or more.
: (Déscﬁbq) .
{ Tother. —
D o {Qescribe)

.not required {6 report loans from commercial fending msmunons or any |ndebtedness created as part.of a retail instaliment or credit
card transactlon made in fhe lender's regular course of business-on terms available to-members of the public without regard’fo your. official
status_, Pa‘rsonaldlo_ans_ gnd loans recelved, notin, a le_ndeys ;egular course of business. ritst be: discloséd as foltows:

NAME OF LENDER* NTEREST RATE: TERM {MonihsiYears)

% [l
SECURITY FOR-LOAN ..
T_] None: ] Personal residence:

- ADIDRESS {Busijess Address' Aéceptabié)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY;, OF LENDER
] Real Propeity'

"Slree] address

HJGHEST BALANCE DURLNG REPORTING PERIOR

ity

Guarantoi

[lottiers

~(Deserbe).

Statement Type. ‘
1 1 have used all reasonabig diligence. in. preparmg 1h|s stalement. | have reviewed this. statement and {o.the best of amy knowledge the mformatlon

| cortained Hérein dd iy 4Ny atfached sghedules is frue and: complete, éfﬂp .
I cerfify under penalty: of perju ‘der the laws of the State of California that the ; :eg"' 59 is true and 66

Py
Filer's’ Sjgnaf hﬁ{’g’{‘z/’/’
T 7 FBPCForm 700 [2016/2017) Schi C

s e .
FPPC Advice Email: advice@fppe.caigov
FPPC Toll-Fre# Hélpline: 866/275-3772 -www.fppt.ca,gov

Date Signed . ,/// .
L Ll / /(mon dayyear)
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SCHEDULE D
Income =~ Gifts

b NAME OF SOURCE {Ndt ai Acronym) / Apye

- | > NAWE OF SOURCE (Not. ari #gronim)

'ADDRESS (Bissihess Address Acceptable):

ADDRESS (Business Addess Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SQURCE.\

BUSINESSACTIV{TY IF ANY, OF SOURGE o,

DATE (mm/ddlyyy’ VALUE:

DESCRIPTION OF GIFT(S)

'DATE (mmiddiyy)  VALUE. DESCRIPTION OF GIFT(S];

» NAME OF. SOURCE {Nof an Actorym)-

I’ NAME OF SOURCE (NGt an Acroriyin)’

ADDRESS (Busingss Address Acceptable)

ADDRESS (Busingss Addisss Atceplablef

BUSINESS ACTIVITY; IF ANY, OF SOURCE ™

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY. OF SOURGE:

DESCRIPTION-OF GIFT(S):

DATE (mimiddlyy): VALUE DESCRIPTION OF GIET(S):

> NANE OF SOURCE (ot an Acronyin)’

ADDRESS (Bysiness Address Aqceptable)

‘BUSINESS ACTIVITY; IF ANY, OF SOURCE.

'DATE (mim/ddlyy) VALDE  DESCRIFTION OF Gl

|| office, Agency
- | or Court -

1 Statement Type ,[:]201612'(115? Annualj ssummg BLeawng .

1 “contained hérein and i any._attached: schedules s, trug: and: &

/| California that the foregplng,ls trgre?_ and correct;.

Annual: DCandxdate

- 7]

-Fhave used all ressonable: diligerice i prégarihy his siatement] have -
1 reviewed this statement and to the best of my knowledge the' lnfonnatlon, ‘

’»'penalty of perjury undef 1he. Taws of the State of;

{ eertify aid

Commentss ..

FPPC Form 700 {2016/2017) Sch.D.
FPPC Advnce Emall: advice@fppe.ca.goy
FPPCToll-Free Helphne 866/275 -3772 wwwfppc ca. gou'
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. ComMON CAUSE

Holding Power Accouniable WY, COMMONCause.org’

o

January 31, 2017

The Honorable Ahsha Safai

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: Appointment to the San Francisco Ethies Commission — Quentin Kopp — OPPOSE

Dear Chair Safai,

On behalf of California Common Cause and our members, I am writing to oppose Quentin Kopp’s
reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. Mr. Kopp’s efforts to undermine public
campaign financing, which are at the heart of San Francisco’s campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Commission.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed
public financing of campaigns, a core of the Ethics Commission’s responsibility. Notwithstanding his
vague response to this committee implying he no longer had strong opinions on public financing, Mr.
Kopp recently decided to serve as a plaintiff in a lawsuit challenging a new state law, Senate Bill 1107,
which allows all cities and the state to create public financing systems. This action is directly at odds with
the Ethics Commission’s duty to uphold San Francisco’s public financing system.

Kopp’s Law and Opposition to San Francisco’s Local Autonomy

Mr. Kopp’s opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988, Mr. Kopp was a co-author of
Proposition 73, which banned public financing of campaigns in California, including by local
governments. Subsequently, the City of Los Angeles, joined by San Francisco in an amicus brief,
successfully challenged that law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco’s position in that case and sought to deprive San Francisco and other charter cities from
having autonomy to create public financing systems. San Francisco’s model public financing system is
only possible because of this hard-won exception to Kopp’s law.

Unfortunately, the court’s exemption extended only to charter cities. For nearly thirty years, Kopp’s law
has prevented the state, counties, general law cities, and all other local governments from enacting public
financing.

California Common Cause
1005 12th Street | Suite C | Sacramento, CA 95814
Sacramento | Los Angeles | San Francisco | San Diego

/CommonCaus eCAd_ 5‘6’7@ CommonCauseCA




To address this issue, last year the Legislature passed Senate Bill 1107, which allows the state and local
~ governments to enact public financing programs that meet specified criteria of transparency and
nondiscrimination. The San Francisco Ethics Commission voted to support the bill on April 25, 2016, and
San Francisco’s State Legislation Committee followed suit on May 11. SB 1107 received broad and
bipartisan support, including unanimous support from San Francisco’s legislative delegation, and was
signed into law by Governor Brown.

On Sept. 6, the Board of Supervisors appointed Mr. Kopp to the Ethics Commission. On Sept. 9, Mr.
Kopp personally wrote to Governor Brown to urge him to veto SB 1107.

After Governor Brown signed the bill, however, Mr. Kopp went even further. In December 2016, he
joined the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association as a plaintiff to sue the state to invalidate the law. In
doing so, he took a-public and active position directly at odds with the Commission he at that point sat
on. His filing of this suit also eliminates any doubt that, contrary to his representations before this
committee, he still opposes public financing just as much as he did thirty years ago and believes that local
governments should not be allowed to enact laws like San Francisco’s public financing program.

Kopp’s Positions Contrary to the Ethics Commission’s Duties

When Mr. Kopp came before the Rules Committee on July 28 last year, Supervisor Mar asked him if his
views had changed regarding public financing. In addition to his evasive answers to the Rules Committee
when asked how he might respond to efforts to change or weaken public financing in San Francisco, he
stated that he would “evaluate the arguments ... and make a decision accordingly. I'm not going to let my
feelings in the commencement of the Proposition 73 drafting in 1988 control or affect my evaluation,
theoretically, in 2016 or 2017 or "18 of public financing in San Francisco.” He made similar statements to
Common Cause, saying he had “no position” on public financing. Based on these and other comments, we
did not take a stance on his application at that time.

However, his actions since demonstrate that he has not, in fact, changed his opinion and continues to
oppose and undermine public campaign financing.

Mr. Kopp must not be reappointed to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. While we welcome a healthy
exchange of views on the Commission, he has placed himself at odds with the Ethics Commission and its
mission to implement and enforce San Francisco’s public financing system.

The Ethics Commission’s enforcement and policy responsibilities should not be in the hands of someone
who is actively seeking to undermine the Commission’s mission and San Francisco’s policy choice to lift
residents’ voices over the influence of money in politics. We strongly urge you to reject his apphcatlon for
re-appointment to a full six-year term.

Sincerely,

Helen Grieco
Northern California Organizer
California Common Cause

California Common Cause
1005 12t Street | Suite C | Sacramento, CA 95814
Sacramento | Los Angeles | San Francisco | San Diego

E
- / CommonCauseCéX == 8 @CommonCauseCA



Evans, Derek

From: LARRY BUSH <sfwitrail@mac.com>

Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 11:23 AM

To: Evans, Derek; Yee, Norman (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: Breed, London (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Farrell, Mark (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Aaron
Peskin; Hilary.Ronen@sfgov.org; Sheehy, Jeff (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS)

Subject: : Friends of Ethics Endorses Judge Kopp for Ethics appointment

Hon. Ahsha Safai, Chair

Hon. Sandra Fewer, vice chair

Hon. Norman Yee, member

Rules Committee, Board of Supervisors

ETHICS COMMISSION APPOINTMENT HON. QUENTIN KOPP -- SUPPORT
Dear Rules Committee Members:

As the active members of Friends of Ethics, we write in support of the reappointment of Judge Quentin Kopp
to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Friends of Ethics include a former Ethics Commission chair, vice chair, and commissioners whose terms span
almost from the Commission’s inception, a past foreperson of the San Francisco Civil Grand Jury, chairs of the
Civil Grand Jury investigation committee on Ethics in 2012 and 2014, additional former Civil Grand Jury
members, past San Francisco Common Cause coordinators with two decades of leadership, and the newspaper
columnist whose opinion article prompted the creation of the Ethics Commission.

Last year several of us endorsed Judge Kopp for the vacant seat on Ethics. This year, having closely followed
the Commission’s work and Commissioner Kopp’s involvement, Friends of Ethics voted without a single
opposing vote to endorse Commissioner Kopp for a full term.

Prior to Judge Kopp’s service on the Commission, there had never been a member with the experience of
campaigning and serving in local and state elective office. The expectation was that he would bring unique
experience and insight that had been missing from the Commission since it began more than twenty years ago.
His service as a California Appeals Court judge additionally adds value to the Commission’s deliberations.

We also recognized, as have many others, that he has a keen mind matched with a commitment to advancing
the mission of the Ethics Commission.

Friends of Ethics since our inception a decade ago knew the Commission was, in the kindest of assessments,
slumbering. What the voters established to set the pace for our city and even the state in clean government
instead was in retreat. Our polling showed the public confidence in the effectiveness of the Ethics Commission
was so low as to hardly register.

Since joining the Commission, Judge Kopp has exceeded our hopes and is a strong advocate for advancing the

policies and practices needed. With a new Executive Director, Leeann Pelham, and Commission President Paul
1
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Renne and members Daina Chiu, Beverly Hayon and Peter Keane, the Ethics Commission is

engendering greater public trust. In November 2016, Ethics placed a measure on the ballot that received the
support of 87% of San Francisco voters, the highest support of any measure on the city or state ballot in that
election. It was a full twenty percent higher than the Ethics measure voters approved a year earlier.

Also all eleven Supervisors endorsed it, an unprecedented unanimity on an ethics reform. Commissioner Kopp,
we believe, is a factor in this high level of public acceptance. '

Today the Commission is moving forward with new resources, a strong agenda that involves the public and a
visionary Executive Director. We anticipate the Commission considering and adopting stronger transparency,
greater voter-friendly disclosures, dealing with dark money and pay-to-play — all factors that undermine public
confidence in city decisions.

Commissioner Kopp gives heft and provides strong value to the Commission’s work at this turning point. Our
support for his reappointment is without reservation.

We hope that our record of strong local involvement on Ethics issues, our work on behalf of fair and ethical
policies and practices, and our direct experience through service on the Commission and the various Civil
Grand Juries and good government efforts will be given consideration by you of our strong endorsement for
Quentin L. Kopp’s appointment to a full term on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,

Larry Bush, member, 2014 Civil Grand Jury Ethics investigation committee
Robert Dockendorff, Ethics Commissioner, 1996-2000

Allegra Fortunati, Civil Grand Jury (2011-2012, 2014-2015)

Hulda Garfolo, chair, 2012 Civil Grand Jury Ethics investigation

Joseph Kelly, member, 2014 Civil Grand Jury Ethics Committee investigation
Charles Marstaller, SF Common Cause Coordinator (1995-2000)

Paul Melbostad, Chair, Ethics Commission (2002-2003), vice chair (2000-2001) member (1996-2003),
Member, Board of Appeals (1988-1992)

Robert Planthold, Vice Chair, Ethics Commission (2002-2003), Chair (2003-2004)
Elena Schmid, Foreperson, 2014 Civil Grand Jury, Jury Ethics Committee investigation

Robert van Ravenswaay, Chair, 2014 Civil Grand Jury Ethics Committee Investigation

4670



Mr. Jeffrey Hurwitz

582 42nd Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-2531
(888) 555-1212

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subjecf: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

" The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Xopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Jeffrey Hurwitz
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Mr. Ramon Sender

3922 23rd St

San Francisco, CA 94114-3303
(415) 282-0669

Feb 8, 2017

M. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244 )

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Shechy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign ﬁnancing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

. Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that .
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. )

- When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. .

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Ramon Sender
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Mr. Michael Blanos

988 Howard St

Unit 810

San Francisco, CA 94103-6314
(415)295-5118

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim, » '
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. .

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr. -

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Blanos
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Mr. Ivan Rhudick

251 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-2307
(510) 414-4500

Feb 8,2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewér

Room 244 .

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign. ﬁnaﬁcing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's oppesition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an.exemption from that ban Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. ’ '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Ivan Rhudick
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Mr. James Masi

300 Berry St

Unit 602 ‘
San Francisco, CA 94158-1663
(201) 914-2890

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Kim,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

"Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing, In 1988,
Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. James Masi
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Ms. Judith Grogan-Shorb

320 3rd Ave

San Francisco, CA 94118-2403
(415)387-1288

Feb 8,2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244 _

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission-
Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. - '

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-auther of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

- Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Judith Grogan-Shorb
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Mr. David Levy

2018 Taylor St

San Francisco, CA 94133-2660
(415) 269-6636

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
finaneing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. David Levy

4677




Ms. Francesca Wander

530 22nd Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-3016
(415) 386-1280

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action 1s directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Francesca Wander

4678



Ms. sarah dorrance

2956 22nd St

San Francisco, CA 94110-3333
a1y -1111

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics' Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. We want someone in
office that respects our unique San Francisco culture, identity and our
liberal leanings.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigps in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. I think we can assume he has strong
opinions on public financing.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. sarah dorrance

4679




Ms. Jennie Hansen

459 Lakeshore Dr

San Francisco, CA 94132-1121
(415) 720-1688

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
1T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Xopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

1 oppose having Mr. Kopp's continued appointment to the SF Ethics
Commission. Now more than ever, we must advance integrity in our
election/appointment of officials to public service. It's a slippery
slope to turn our heads to people's core history and track records. If
Mr. Kopp has really changed his earlier positions, he should be clear
and visably articulate of that new stance. It is telling that he was

less than forthright in his recent vocalization. Caveat Emptor!

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. ’

Last yeat the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. ’

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Fraocisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Jennie Hansen

4680



Mr. Stuart Fox

2514 34th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94116-2801
(415) 731-5955

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Katy Tang

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Tang,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,
Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr, Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
M. Stuart Fox
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Dr. Nicole C. Raeburn

116 Wool St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5552
(415) 206-1787

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. '

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Xopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exermption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and jt was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffina
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Nicole C. Raebum
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Ms. hu carpenter

121 Devonshire Way

San Francisco, CA 94131-1022
(415) 731-5916

Feb §, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. ‘

Elected officials need to be accountable to the people they serve and
not only rich donors/corporations.
This is fundamental to democracy.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undérmine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart 'of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing:

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Biil
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. '

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. lu carpenter

4683




Mr. Jeffrey Pekrul

180 Landers St # 1

San Francisco, CA 94114-1723
(415) 484-0395 '

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
_asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong

opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. 1 do not support M.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Jeffrey Pekrul

4684



Mr. Thomas Reeve

1229 Rhode Island St

San Francisco, CA 94107-3245
(858) 335-1447

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for Saﬁ Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. ’

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Thomas Reeve

4685



Dr. david donner

765 Portola St

San Francisco, CA 94129-2234
(415) 345-9942

Feb §, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Farrell,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at.
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission’s duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. david donner

4686



Mr. Rufus Browning

1406 18th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94122-3409
(510) 292-7284

Feb 8,2017

Mr, Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodleit Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

- Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I'am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. '

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. ‘

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Frauncisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Rufus Browning

4687



Mz. Greg Pennington

798 Post St

Apt 500

San Francisco, CA 94109-6119
(415) 441-1128

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Peskin,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Xopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Xopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opiunions on public financing. )

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Greg Pennington
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Mr. Timothy Gilmore

930 Post St Apt 14
San Francisco, CA 94109-5858
(415) 922-5135

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,
1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify ¢
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His-
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Timothy Gilmore

4689



Mr. James White

3515 Fillmore St Apt 104

San Francisco, CA 94123-2126
(415)308-7323 -

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell -

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaiptiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law. .

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. James White

4690



Ms. vicki leidner

770 Shotwell St

San Francisco, CA 94110-2612
(415) 648-5050

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244 -

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
_ him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Xopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

M. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
Iaw and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. vicki leidner

4691



Ms. Sharon Steuer

Highland Ave

San Francisco, CA 94110
. (123) 456-7890

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a séat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sharon Steuer

4692



Ms. Sharon Steuer

Highland Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110
(123) 456-7890

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244 :

_ One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

M. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing,

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sharon Steuer
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Ms. Sharon Steuer

Highland Ave .
San Francisco, CA 94110
(123) 456-7890

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to-undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing 1s long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. :

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to a
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San I(Jrancisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sharon Steuer

4694



Ms. Sharon Steuer

Highland Ave .
San Francisco, CA 94110
(123) 456-7890

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. Tt allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. )

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sharon Steuer
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~ Mis. Holly Holman
1160 Pine St
San Francisco, CA 94109-5161
(415) 885-6466

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Peskin,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Msrs. Holly Holman
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Ms. Carrell McCarthy

801 Chestnut St

San Francisco, CA 94133-2245
(415) 846-1233

Feb 8,2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mir. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Cornmission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support M.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Carrell McCarthy
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Mr. Dennis Presson

1560 Sacramento St Apt C

San Francisco, CA 94109-3899
(415) 441-6845

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

.Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

‘Dear Mr. Peskin,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing:

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing )
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Dennis Presson
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Ms. Amy Williams

1 Saint Francis Pl

Apt 3804

San Francisco, CA 94107-1326
(864) 420-8503

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. ’

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support M.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Amy Williams
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Ms. Lynne Preston

638 Rhode Island St Apt A
San Francisco, CA 94107-2688
(415) 821-7845

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244 )

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Lynne Preston
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Mr. Allen Wilson

482 23rd Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-3018
(415) 420-1193

Feb §, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should d1squa11fy
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vagne implying he no longer had strong

" opinions on public financing,

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Allen Wilson
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Mr. Otto Stillwachs

2632 Baker St

San Francisco, CA 94123-3802
(415) 563-6340

Feb'8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. : ’

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
M. Otto Stillwachs
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Mr. Yefim Maizel

5025 Diamond Heights Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94131-1621
(415) 333-3333

Feb 8,2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244 .

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. :

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. ‘

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
‘Mr. Yefim Maizel

4703



Ms. Joyce Lavey

593 Potrero Ave

San Francisco, CA 94110-7412
(415) 431-6143

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response o the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Joyce Lavey
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Ms. geraldine caldarola

401 Harrison St

#17b

San Francisco, CA 94105-2799
(415) 470-0548

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244 : :

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Kim,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
_In this new Trumpian age, we must protest nominations/appointmoents of

individuals whose record shows they oppose the very philosophy of the

commissions they seek membership in.

To reappoint Mr. Kopp to the San Francisco Ethics Commission given his

opposition to public funding of elections, surely rises to this

Trumpian level.

We must get money out of our electoral system and our public ethics.

Vote NO on Quentin Kopp's reappointment

Sincerely,
Ms. geraldine caldarola
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Ms. Beth Pewther

80 Bronte St

San Francisco, CA 94110-6205
(415) 826-2952

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should d1squa11fy
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague unplymg he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Beth Pewther
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Mr. John McVeigh

1348 Filbert St~

San Francisco, CA 94109-1724
(562) 257-8567

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244 ‘
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing,

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. John McVeigh
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Mr. Michael Kemper

1388 California St # 404a

San Francisco, CA 94109-4915
(415) 776-5657

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin, .
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. '

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

. Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

It seems Kopp has an ethics problem himself. How could an opponent of
the Ethics Commission be a member of that commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Kemper
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Mrs. Melissa Ambrose

674 Precita Ave

San Francisco, CA 94110-4820
(415) 821-2929

Feb8,2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public

financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that

law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
- San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. : ‘

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Melissa Ambrose
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Ms. Marcia Jarmel

663 7th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94118-3806
(415) 203-5910

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposcd
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he apphed to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill,
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

" This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Marcia Jarmel

4710



Mr. Terry Norbury

115 Terrace Dr

San Francisco, CA 94127-1529
(415) 661-3228

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244 .

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Yee,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Xopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
g Y pp PP pp

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public

financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed -
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
. uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.,

Sincerely,
Mr. Terry Norbury

4711



. Ms. joyce 1. farber
2874 Jackson St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1146
(415) 346-8461

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244 :
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing,.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. joyce r. farber

4712



Mr. James Hagler

70 Belcher St

San Francisco, CA 94114-1108
(415) 846-4033

Feb 8, 2017

Mz. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
g y pp Pp'S reapp

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988, \
Mr. Xopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public ‘ ‘
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that

law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed

San Francisco's position in that case. |

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mir. James Hagler

4713



Ms. Lisa Hern

114 Wool St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5552
(408) 596-1008

" Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodleit Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppbse Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter citiesan exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. :

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Lisa Hern
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Ms. S Wheeler

San Francisco
San Francisco, CA 94123
(555) 555-5555

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mx. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a parfial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer bad strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill.
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

.This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. S Wheeler
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Ms. S Wheeler

San Francisco
San Francisco, CA 94123
(555) 555-5555

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Farrell,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. -
g y %Y 1YY pp

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in Califomia, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. '

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely;
Ms. S Wheeler
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Mr. Varun Almaula

1090 Noe St

San Francisco, CA 94114-3340
(415) 968-9379

Feb 8, 2017

Mzr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. .

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Varun Almaula

4717



Mr. Jorge A Portillo

115 Blanken Ave

San Francisco, CA 94134-2406
(415) 467-6147

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen
Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Cohen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

. Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely, ‘
Mzr. Jorge A Portillo
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Mr. Jon Berkeley

29 Douglass St

San Francisco, CA 94114-1407
(415) 755-7275

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

M. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong -
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. '

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission’s duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Jon Berkeley
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Ms. Nancy Nielsen

17 Mabrey Ct

Apt 1808

San Francisco, CA 94124-2485
(415) 308-3412

Feb 8, 2017

" Ms. Malia Cohen
Room 244
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Xopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments. -
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Nancy Nielsen
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Mr. Donald Dodge

300 Caselli Ave

San Francisco, CA 94114-2325
(415) 621-7274

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp'for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,.

I am writing to ask yoﬁ to opposé Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should dlsquahfy
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. ‘

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Donald Dodge
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- Dr. Joseph Illick
1015-1/2 guerrero st
San Francisco, CA 94110
(415) 285-9835

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. Tn 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Joseph Illick
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Dr. Joseph Itick
1015-1/2 guerrero st

San Francisco, CA 94110
(415) 285-9835

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mx. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the commiittee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Joseph Illick
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Dr. Joseph Illick
1015-1/2 guerrero st

~ San Francisco, CA 94110
(415) 285-9835

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

" T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. Tt allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plamtlff ina
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Joseph Hlick
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Dr. Joseph Illick
1015-1/2 guerrero st

San Francisco, CA 94110
(415) 285-9835

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's oppesition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mx. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Joseph Illick
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; . Mz. Carl Stein
374 Guerrero St Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94103-5726
(415) 864-2275

Feb 8, 2017

" Mr. Jeff Sheehy
Room 244
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. '

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a

" lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Carl Stein
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Mr. Damien Shulock

1125 18th St

Apt 3

San Francisco, CA 94107-2957
(415) 282-2835

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Comrmission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.
Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

He doesn't sound like a good match, so please choose someone else!

Sincerely,
Mr. Damien Shulock
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Ms. Linda Weiner

72 Gates St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5656
(415) 282-8871

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. :

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opintons on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Linda Weiner
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Ms. Janna Mancini

1225 Pine St Apt 6

San Francisco, CA 94109-4945
(917) 902-2737

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigos in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Comimission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Janna Mancini
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Mr. Yefim Maizel

5025 Diamond Heights Blvd # S
San Francisco, CA 94131-1621
(415) 333-3333

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. ’

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. .

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Yefim Maizel
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Mrs. Barbara Perea

450 West Portal Ave

San Francisco, CA 94127-1407
(415) 242-1263

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
. T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

~ This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing systém. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Barbara Perea
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Ms. MARGARET MARIE MOSHE
3548 18th St Apt 8 :
San Francisco, CA 94110-1635
(415) 522-0686

Feb 8, 2017

M. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to opposé Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. -

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed .
San Francisco's position in that case. .

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. .

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr, Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. MARGARET MARIE MOSHER
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Ms. Shannon Schneble

1303 Cortland Ave

San Francisco, CA 94110-5710
(415) 297-5480

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
. 1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Shannon Schneble

4733




Mr. Kyle Da Silva

1415 Lincoln Way

San Francisco, CA 94122-2018
(415) 966-7770

Feb 8,2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
-uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Kyle Da Silva

4734



Dr. Jacob Perea

450 West Portal Ave

San Francisco, CA 94127-1407
(415) 242-1263

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I'am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. '

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

- Sincerely,
Dr. Jacob Perea

4735




Ms. Jean Mont-Eton

4333 Ulloa St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2068
(415) 664-4103

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Katy Tang

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Comimission
Dear Ms. Tang,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong -
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systerns and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Jean Mont-Eton

4736



Mr. Robert Hutchinson

41 18th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-1319
(415) 752-2522

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Farrell, -

Tam writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Bthics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. ‘

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. '

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Hutchinson

4737




Ms. Jennifer Willis

40 Fillmore St

San Francisco, CA 94117-3516
(415) 555-1212

Feb 8,2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244 ‘
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1938,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Xopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. '

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Jennifer Willis

4738



Ms. Monica Nolan

706 9th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94118-3708
(415) 831-9480

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systerns and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.
Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

As it is too late to prevent the buying and selling of cabinet and
elected seats on the federal level, let's at least try to stop it at
the local level.

Sincerely,
Ms. Monica Nolan

4739




Mr. Lawrence Carbary

80 Ora Way

San Francisco, CA 94131-2562
(415) 285-9168

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public carﬁpaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from foture service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Xopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing,.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Lawrence Carbary

4740



Ms. Zora L. Kolkey, Mft

PO Box 640484 '

San Francisco, CA 94164-0484
(415) 474-6707

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaiguos in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Zora L. Xolkey, Mft

4741



Ms. Susan Powers

1851 38th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94122-4147
(415) 665-9816

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Katy Tang

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Tang,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the beart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mx. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Comumission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Susan Powers

4742



M. José Espinosa

28 Camp St

San Francisco, CA 94110-1119
(415) 283-5938

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. José Espinosa

4743



Mr. Michael Kelly

1010 Anza St

Apt 301

San Francisco, CA 94118-4069
(254) 715-8059

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

~ Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. )

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. :

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Kelly

4744



Mr. Leo Buckley

78 Sycamore St

San Francisco, CA 94110-1222
(510) 915-9141

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Leo Buckley

4745



Mrs. Natasha Saravanja

3829 Cesar Chavez St

San Francisco, CA 94131-2013
(333) 333-3333

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Queﬁtin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system: I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

" Sincerely,
Mrs. Natasha Saravanja

4746



Mr. Jorge A Portillo

115 Blanken Ave

San Francisco, CA 94134-2406
(415) 467-6147

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
résponse to the cormittee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds vﬁth the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Jorge A Portillo

4747



Mr. Leo Mamicpic

1327 Hampshire St

San Francisco, CA 94110-4227
(415) 420-8388

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should dlsquahfy
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr, Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. .

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Leo Mamicpic

4748



Ms. Susan Coyle

3867 20th St

San Francisco, CA 94114-3018
(415) 537-4354

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

TI'am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Susan Coyle

4749




Ms. Barbara Samii

2405 15th Ave :

San Francisco, CA 94116-2549
(415)731-1834

Feb 8,2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that Jaw.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Barbara Samii

4750



Dr. Pamela Vaughn

2048 14th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94116-1310
(415) 661-6848

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Yee,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposttion 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Pamela Vaughn

4751




Mr. Lawrence Guinchard

321 Elsie St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5519
(415) 786-3635

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public éampaign financing, which are at’
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. XKopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Lawrence Guinchard

4752



Ms. Cheryl LaBrecque

Cumberland St
San Francisco, CA 94114
(415) 225-0000 -

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisqo, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mzr. Yee,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Conumission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and 1t was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffina .
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Cheryl LaBrecque

4753



Ms. Cheryl LaBrecque

Cumberland St
San Francisco, CA 94114
(415) 225-0000

Feb 8,2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244 )

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102
Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

" Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Conumission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. ‘

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Cheryl LaBrecque .

4754



Mrs. beryl sussman

294 Ewing Ter

San Francisco, CA 94118-4409
(415) 346-2776

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
T am writing to ask.you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

. Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. :

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commissfon‘s duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mrs. beryl sussman

4755




Ms. Linda Klann

1073 Natoma St

San Francisco, CA 94103-2549
(415) 596-1845

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which baoned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Xopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Linda Klann

4756



Ms. Paula Mc Cabe

8 Napier Ln
San Francisco, CA 94133-3214
(415) 244-3787

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Peskin,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Paula Mc Cabe

4757




Mr. Mike Andrewjeski

442 44th Ave
~San Francisco, CA 94121-1411
(415) 555-1212

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappoimntment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. .

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague nnplymg he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Mike Andrewjeski

4758



Ms. Beverly Dahlen

15A Mirabel Av

San Francisco, CA 94110-4614
(415) 824-6649

Feb §,2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244 .
One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at -
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from firture service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing, In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
. tesponse to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill .
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Beverly Dahlen

4759



Mr. Roberto Romo

3227 Anza St

San Francisco, CA 94121-3025
(415) 702-0519

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
g y PP pp pp

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on, public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Roberto Romo

4760



Ms. Joy Baker

380 19th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-2305
(416) 752-8765

Feb 8,2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts fo undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988, : |
"Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public .
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that

law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed

San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Joy Baker

4761



Mr. Peter Lee

3910 Fulton St

San Francisco, CA 94118-3556
(415) 752-7702

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244 .

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Fewer,
Tam writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to .
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Peter Lee

4762



Ms. Francesca Prada

601 Dolores St

San Francisco, CA 94110-1526
(415) 555-1212

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Shechy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from fisture service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments. -
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. -

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Francesca Prada

4763




Ms. June Tracy

180 Cresta Vista Dr
San Francisco, CA 94127-1635
(415) 585-4944

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mx. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. June Tracy

4764



Ms. Susan Clark

1229 Guerrero St

San Francisco, CA 94110-3620
(415) 206-0275

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission. ’

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

- Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on. the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

. Sincerely,
Ms. Susan Clark

4765




Mr. Ronald Fisher

440 Davis Ct
Apt 1413
San Francisco, CA 94111-2442
(202) 744-3272
Feb 8, 2017
Mr. Aaron Peskin
Room 244
One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Peskin,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

. Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mx.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Ronald Fisher

4766



Ms. blanche korfmacher

2780 19th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94132-1661
(415) 665-1135

Feb 8, 2017

Mzr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Yee,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly'at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. blanche korfmacher

4767




Mr. Nicholas Sweeney

167c¢ Castro St

San Francisco, CA 94114-1278
(917) 763-1312

Feb 8, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing, In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed-
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee

asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His

response to the committee was vague inplying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in
lawsuit challenging that law. ‘

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to .
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Nicholas Sweeney

4768



Mr. t Simonian

114 Porter St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5920
(415) 706-7841

Feb 8,2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Comumission

Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

- Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. |

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. t Simonian

4769




Ms. Michelle Hecht

87 Elsie St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5106
(415) 308-5764

Feb 8, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Michelle Hecht

4770



Mr. Rob Geyer
300 Cabrillo St
San Francisco, CA 94118-3975
(415)221-6769

Feb 9, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Rob Geyer

4771



Ms. Estrellita Sumulong

300 Berry St Unit 712

San Francisco, CA 94158-1665
(415) 260-2376

Feb 9, 2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition fo public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Xopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Serate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
“uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

~ Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Estrellita Sumulong
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Mr. Michael Tomezyszyn

243 Ramsell St

San Francisco, CA 94132-3140
(415) 452-8295

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Ahsha Safai

Room 244

One Doctor Carlion B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Safai,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee

. asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. _ ‘

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.
Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Tomczyszyn
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Dr. Elizabeth Wright

365 Bartlett St

San Francisco, CA 94110-3828
(415) 647-5871

Feb 9, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244-

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco; CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee

asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His

response to the.committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
" opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I' do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Elizabeth Wright
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Ms. F Hammer _
1490 Chestnut St |
San Francisco, CA 94123-3159

(111) 111-1111

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,
1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing

" systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.
Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. F Hammer

4775



Ms. Karen Frerichs

1429 Kearny St
San Francisco, CA 94133-3459
981-6259

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify .
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in. that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
-asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer bad strong

opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
~ Ms. Karen Frerichs
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" Ms. Lucas Janie
827 Capp St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3224
(415) 305-2264

Feb 9, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

- This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Lucas Janie

4771




Mr. David Wolf

3063 25th St

San Francisco, CA 941104140
(415) 861-6095

Feb 9, 2017

Ms. Hillary Rounen

Room 244 )

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Ronen,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
g y PP %Y pp

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law. .

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
. uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. David Wolf

4778



Mrs. Rebecca Rodriguez

301 Clipper St

San Francisco, CA 94114-3760
(510) 220-7060

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to.undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,
Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments. ‘
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Comumittee

asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His 3
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong |
opinions on public financing, '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.
Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mirs. Rebecca Rodriguez
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Ms. Sandra Sadler

68 5th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94118-1308
(415) 490-6065

Feb 9, 2017

Mr, Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Farrell,

T am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public *
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mx. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Comumission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Sandra Sadler

4780



Ms. anne veraldi

21 Lapidge St

San Francisco, CA 94110-1688
(415) 552-6917

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
. the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. '

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. anne veraldi

4781




Ms. Catherine Stricklin

285 Douglass St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2424
(415) 624-3216

Feb 9, 2017

Mz. Jeff Sheehy (
Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that-ban. Mr, Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

- When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Catherine Stricklin

4782



Mrs. Pascale Macleod

626 44th Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-2507
(415) 751-7010

Feb 9,2017

Ms. Sandra Lee Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Xopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of carpaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. '

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systerns and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. '

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Pascale Macleod

4783




Mr. Robert Marshall

1975 San Jose Ave

San Francisco, CA 94112-2461
(415) 586-1267

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Ahsha Safai

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Safai,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public .
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying be no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. Tt allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Marshall

4784



Mr. Ron Nieberding

88 Perry St Apt 537

San Francisco, CA 94107-1359
(415) 574-6032

Feb 9,2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment fo the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,
Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

- The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Ron Nieberding

4785



Mr. Mike M

1370 41st Ave

San Francisco, CA 94122-1207
(415) 902-1909

Feb 9, 2017 -

Ms. Katy Tang

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Tang,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Xopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. 1t allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
. Mr. Mike M

4786



Mr. Tim Oliveira

1618 Polk St Apt 5

San Francisco, CA 94109-3679
(415) 555-1234

Feb 9, 2017

M. Aaron Peskin

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Peskin,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
"him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying be no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systers and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Tim Oliveira

4787



Mr. Robert Crivinar

163 Mangels Ave

San Francisco, CA 94131-2832
(415) 587-6756

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Shechy,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Xopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Robert Crivinar

4788



Mi. Ron Kelley

2521 Polk St

San Francisco, CA 94109-1606
(415) 517-9022 '

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Farrell,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

1 was going to write my opposition to Quentin Koop's reappointmentto
the San Francisco Ethics Commission in my own words, but I believe the
petition as written states my position quite clearly. I'll emphasize

one thing in the petition: The fact that Mr. Kopp is at this very

momeit a plaintiff in a lawsuit against Senate Bill 1107, which allows -
the state and cities to develop public financing systems, speaks

- volumes about why his reappointment must be denied.

Miz. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in Califomia, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr,

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Ron Kelley

4789



Dr. Chesley Herbert

1080 14th St

San Francisco, CA 94114-1241
(415) 730-6536

Feb 9, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

v

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at 0dds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Chesley Herbert

4790



Dr. Teresa Scherzer

PO Box 411403

San Francisco, CA 94141-1403
(415) 297-8416

Feb 9,2017

Ms. Jape Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.

The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

Thfs action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public firancing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Dr. Teresa Scherzer
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Mr. Gary Gregerson

328 Hyde St Apt 7

San Francisco, CA 94109-8040
(415) 912-0808

Feb 10,2017

Ms. Jane Kim

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Ms. Kim,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission. -

Mz. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mz. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Conmmission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Gary Gregerson
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Ms. Robin Mcclanahan

12 Grijalva Dr

San Francisco, CA 94132-2354
(415) 756-8088

Feb 10, 2017

Mr. Norman Yee

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Yee,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mz. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the commiftee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

"This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Robin Mcclanahan
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Ms. Phyllis Ball

249 Jersey St

San Francisco, CA 94114-3822
(415) 238-3909 :

Feb 10, 2017

. Mz. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Sheehy,

1 am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
PP PP pp

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exermption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case. '

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Conumittee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffina
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Phyllis Ball
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Ms. monica romero

427 Point Lobos Ave

San Francisco, CA 94121-1432
(415) 261-8622 - .

Feb 10, 2017

Ms. Sandra Lée Fewer

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Fewer,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Comumission.

Mr. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Commiitee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiff in a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. monica romero
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Ms. Laura Shapiro

232 28th St

San Francisco, CA 94131-2359
(415) 341-8448

Feb 11, 2017

Mr. Jeff Sheehy

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Sheehy,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely, - . -
Ms. Laura Shapiro
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Ms. Valerie Tisdel

749 Moultrie St

San Francisco, CA 94110-6035
(415) 821-3519

Feb 13, 2017

Ms. Hillary Ronen

Room 244

One Drive Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Ronen,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointrient to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

‘M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Valerie Tisdel
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Mr. Rick St. John

1 Daniel Burnham Ct

San Francisco, CA 94109-5455
(415)931-5949 :

Feb 14, 2017

Mr. Mark Farrell

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Mr. Farrell,

I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.
y Pp PP p

M. Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign financing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mzr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mzr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

‘When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing.

Last year the San Francisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. Tt allowed all cities and the state to create public financing
systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffina
lawsuit challenging that law.

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Commission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Mr. Rick St. John
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Ms. Grace Huenemann

670 De Haro St

Apt3

San Francisco, CA 94107-2750
(415) 647-2405 -

Feb 16, 2017

Ms. Malia Cohen

Room 244

One Doctor Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Oppose Kopp for San Francisco Ethics Commission

Dear Ms. Cohen,
I am writing to ask you to oppose Quentin Kopp's reappointment to the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Mr. 'Kopp's efforts to undermine public campaign ﬁn‘ancing, which are at
the heart of San Francisco's campaign finance system, should disqualify
him from future service on the Ethics Commission.

Mr. Kopp's opposition to public financing is long-standing. In 1988,

Mr. Kopp was a co-author of Proposition 73, which banned public
financing of campaigns in California, including by local governments.
The City of Los Angeles and San Francisco successfully challenged that
law and won charter cities an exemption from that ban. Mr. Kopp opposed
San Francisco's position in that case.

When he applied to fill a partial term last year, the Rules Committee
asked Mr. Kopp whether he opposed public financing of campaigns. His
response to the committee was vague implying he no longer had strong
opinions on public financing. :

Last year the San Fraocisco Ethics Commission supported Senate Bill
1107. It allowed all cities and the state to create public financing’

" systems and it was passed into law. Mr. Kopp is now a plaintiffin a
lawsuit challenging that law. -

This action is directly at odds with the Ethics Comumission's duty to
uphold San Francisco's public financing system. I do not support Mr.

Kopp for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Ms. Grace Huenemann
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From Larry Bush, Co-Founder, Friends of Ethics

AN OPEN LETTER TO COMMON CAUSE ABOUT THE SAN
FRANCISCO ETHICS COMMISSION

Common Cause and I have a longtime relationship dating back more than
twenty years in San Francisco and before that in Washington with John
Gardner, Common Cause’s founder. I am glad to see you take such a strong
interest in the San Francisco Ethics Commission and its ability to meet our
city’s needs for clean elections, honest government and transparency.

Common Cause’s interest in San Francisco during the past is nothing like
what we see today. Missed you when we were fighting for a Commission
that would fulfill rather than dodge its responsibilities. Missed you when hid
out when the Ethics Commission asked voters to approve restoring
disclosure by Expenditure Lobbyists, though we understood that you had
concerns that you yourselves would have to file when you spend money
seeking to influence our City Hall. Missed you when indictments and
convictions came down for an incumbent Supervisor, incumbent state
senator, the Community College’s Chancellor, and now the FBI
investigation into the mayor’s fundraising.

At the same time, I am deeply disappointed that today’s approach is so
contrary to the practices originated by Mr. Gardner. Perhaps because in the
intervening years you have been so focused on state and national concerns
you are getting off on the wrong foot here now.

You are urging that one of your Board members who has never attended any
Ethics Commission meeting be appointed to sit on the Commission.

Bear with me while I bring you up to date. This is a critical time for a re-set
of our city’s Ethics operation. New staffing is being added, new public
access is being implemented, and most of all the city is ready for strong
action on pay-to-play politics that puts private interests ahead of public
interests.

Our long history requires that we be candid with each other. Your goal has a
lot less to do with the Ethics Commission or even putting your Board
member on the Commission than 1t does with denying Judge Quentin Kopp
reappointment to a full term.
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In fact, you have generated (at last count) 127 letters urging the Board of
Supervisors to oppose Judge Kopp (pointer for you: sending 1dentically
worded letters without actual signatures looks like AstroTurf pushing a
button that sends out letters from folks who prearranged for you to use their
name when you wish. In fact, it’s pretty similar to the Expenditure Lobbying
we require to be disclosed but which you didn’t support).

You have a dispute with Judge Kopp over a strategy you are pursuing that
has absolutely no impact on San Francisco now or in the future. It also 1s
unrelated to our shared interest in public financing, despite your suggestion
that it is about public financing. It is totally unrelated to us in San Francisco.
It is about the authority to create changes in other cities, by the voters or
action by political leaders in Sacramento.

Judge Kopp joined in a lawsuit that objected to your approach of having the
state legislature overturn a campaign reform that was passed by the voters.
His position is that only the voters should change laws passed by the voters.

That happens to be the same position Friends of Ethics adopted when a
proposal was made to allow our Supervisors to rewrite or even abolish laws
passed by voters without asking the voters for those changes. In our case, we
defeated that proposed end-run around the voters.

To suit your purposes, you now see an opportunity to leverage your position
by denying Kopp’s appointment, and even mischaracterize his record on
campaign reforms to bolster your case. -

You and I know that you only turned to this when your effort to cut a back-
room deal falled

Three of your senior ofﬁcers personally called me to ask me to get Judge
Kopp to remove his name from the lawsuit and in turn you would withdraw
your objection to his appointment. There were similar suggestions in
conversations with others in our group.

Scratch my back and I’ll scratch yours.

Actually, that’s the kind of backroom politicking that Friends of Ethics
opposes, whether it would suit our friends and allies or not. And we do
consider Common Cause to be friends and allies, in most other ways.

In fact, I was the person who proposed that the Ethics Commission endorse
your goal of allowing other local governments to adopt public financing for
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elections. We don’t disagree that local governments should be allowed that
prerogative. We do have a healthy regard for letting voters re-do laws that
they passed rather than politicians who stand to benefit rewrite what the
voters did.

When it comes to Judge Kopp’s record on campaign reform, it appears you
have not done your homework. Perhaps you were so focused on your own
interest.

Judge Kopp was the author of San Francisco’s campaign contribution limits
that have been in place for more than forty years, since he won approval for
them in 1973.

In 1995, I proposed in my newspaper column that San Francisco adopt a law
limiting how much supervisor candidates could spend on their campaigns.’
Former Supervisor Terrence Hallinan got that put on the ballot.

This is what Quentin Kopp wrote then, including in the Voter Handbook:

“I salute Supervisor Hallinan for a proposal that will please all but the
cynical City Hall lobbyists and San Francisco “fixers” who have dominated
city government for almost two decades.” It pleased the voters, who
approved it by a 3-1 margin. If you look back into Common Cause records,
you will find that Common Cause also supported that measure. ’

A court ultimately overturned that law, and Judge Kopp concluded that the
only option left was public financing. In November 2000 San Francisco
voted for its current public financing measure. Judge Kopp, who you claim
is an unrepentant opponent of public financing, did not oppose that shift.

In 2015, before any possibility arose of an Ethics Commission appointment,
- Judge Kopp personally paid for a ballot argument supporting the
Commission’s proposal to again require Expenditure Lobbyists to file and
disclose their lobbying. You declined to endorse that reform.

As a Commissionet, he supported the 2016 ballot measure before his
appointment, and he has consistently supported upholding San Francisco’s
public financing law. He has instigated changes to increase eriforcement
when violations are proven, and to move forward on pay-to-play deal-
making.
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There are without doubt issues where I sharply disagree with the positions
Judge Kopp has taken in the past. For that matter, there are issues where all
of us disagree with each other, even in our own organizations.

In this instance, Judge Kopp has brought new vigor and focus to the work of
the Ethics Commission. He does his homework. He considers the arguments
with a judicial eye. He has the experience of campaigning for office and then
serving in office, and so knows the wiles and ways that may serve some
short-term political objective at the cost of public trust.

The Ethics Commission has been fortunate to have his service over the past
six months, and we need his service to continue. As Friends of Ethics, we
were far from united when Judge Kopp’s appointment first was raised to fill
the remainder of an existing term. Having seen his work and leadership, we
now are united behind his appointment — and that is the view of four former
Ethics Commissioners, six former Civil Grand Jury members who reported
on the Ethics Commission, the former local coordinator for Common Cause,
and others who have consistently supported ethics reforms here.

I don’t expect you to alter your position. I do want to bring to your attention
that we object to your disrespecting the local ethics reformers and ignoring
our repeated advice to you to talk directly to Judge Kopp. Instead you sought
to avoid that conversation and instead have us act as your surrogates.

For our part, we write this as an Open Letter to dispel any misinformation
being circulated by you and to correct the record on both Judge Kopp and on
Common Cause’s approach to this important decision for our City.

Thank you.'
Larry Bush

Co—founder, Friends of Ethics:
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Patrick Monette-Shaw

975 Sutter Street, Apt. 6
San Francisco, CA 94109
Phone: (415) 292-6969 ¢ e-mail: pmonette-shaw@eartlink.net

February 17, 2017

Rules Committee »
San Francisco Board of Supervisors

The Honorable Ahsha Safai, Supervisor, San Francisco Board of Supervisors, Chair, Rules Committee

The Honorable Sandra Lee Fewer, Supervisor, San Francisco Board of Supervisors, Member, Rules Committee

The Honorable Norman Yee, Supervisor, San Francisco Board of Supervisors, Member, Rules Committee
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Support for Re-Appointment of Quentin Kopp to Ethics Commission

Dear Rules Committee Members,

I strongly support former Judge Quentin Kopp application for re-appointment to San Francisco’s Ethics Commission for a
six-year term ending on February 1, 2023. He is clearly the stronger candidate of the two applicants for this seat.

Since his appointment to the Ethics Commission in 2016, Mr. Kopp has served admirably.

Over the 27 years be served as a member of San Francisco’s Board of Supervisors, a member of the State Senate, and a
Superior Court Judge, Mr. Kopp has long been a strong advocate of open government in our City. Kopp clearly has
demonstrated during his tenure on the Superior Court that he is exceptionally impartial, and is obviously very
knowledgeable about California state law and San Francisco’s open government and ethics laws.

His service as a board member of California’s First Amendment Coalition is additional evidence of his dedication to
clean, honest government. To the extent Ethics Commissioner Peter Keane was correct in 2016 that Mr. Kopp “can sniff
out a rat better than any terrier,” Quentin was precisely the type of Commissioner the Ethics Commission was sorely in
need of in 2016, and continues to be. Commissioner Kopp is an excellent choice to retain as an Ethics Commissioner.

Please forward a unanimous recommendation in support of Mr. Kopp’s re-appointment to Ethics to the full Board of
Superv1sors He is extremely competent, and deserves your unanimous support.

Respectfully submitted,

Patrick Monette-Shaw
Columnist/Reporter
Westside Observer Newspaper

cc: Derek Evans, Rules Committee Clerk
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Evans, Derek

From: Bob Planthold <political_bob@att.net>
Sent: Saturday, February 18, 2017 2:39 PM
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Board of Supervisors,
~ (BOS) .
Cc: Bob Planthold; Lee, Judy (BOS); Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS); Meyer, Catherine (BOS); Boilard,

Chelsea (BOS); Pagoulatos, Nick (BOS); Yu, Angelina (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Choy,
Jarlene (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS); Evans, Derek
Subject: Rules Committee, Item 7, RE-appoint Quentin Kopp to SF Ethics Commission

| urge the Rules Committee, and then the entire Board of Supervisors,

to promptly act to re-appoint Quentin Kopp to Seat 1 on the SF Ethics Commission.

I do so as a former Ethics Commissioner, as a member of Friends of Ethics, and as an advocate long involved in such
“good government” :

activities as several Grand Juries and service on the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

Last year, |initially did not endorse him, knowing his initial term would be very short and that he would have to go
through this current process.

I wanted to see how he approached the Ethics Commission in all the work then ahead of it.

He has done an outstanding job in helping re-energize and re-orient the Ethics Commission to be active -- and pro-
active. ' .

Even though new to the Commission, he has taken the lead in asking probing questions on pending issues and in making
positive suggestions for further Ethics actions.

We need his experience, independence, assertiveness, and deft communications skills.

Apart from personally supporting him and‘complimenting him to you,

| fully agree with the formal comments from Friends of Ethics and those of some of our ?ndividual members
-regarding how well and carefully he has faithfully carried out his duties as an Ethics Commissfoner.

Bob Planthold
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Evans, Derek

From: Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS)

-Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 10:01 AM

To: " - Art Agnos

Cc: Evans, Derek

Subject: RE: Quentin Kopp Reappointment Letter to Chairman Safai

Greetings, Mr. Agnos:

Thank you far your note, | have cc'd Rules Clerk Derek Evans so that this email can be added to the file for this matter. -
Thank you both for your time.

Kind regardé,

Suhagey

From: Art Agnos [mailto:artagnos@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, February 19, 2017 3:18 PM

To: Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS) <suhagey.sandoval@sfgov. org>
Subject: Quentin Kopp Reappointment Letter to Chairman Safai

Dear Mr. Chairman,

It is with great enthusiasm and without hesitation that I join with many other San Franciscans to offer my full support for
the reappointment of the honorable Quentin L. Kopp to the Ethics Commission. :

Judge Kopp is a longtime advocate for curtailing the influence of money and contributors on our
politics, and supported San Francisco’s efforts to limit campaign contributions and add public
financing.

Judge Kopp has been a superb Ethics Commissioner since his appointment to the remaining term of the Board's seat fast
September. His outstanding service in the short time he has served on the Ethics Commission reflects his experience and
knowledge as a former California Appeals Court Judge, years as a member of the California State Senate, and years as a
San Francisco Supervisor and is most worthy of appointment to a full term.

Most of all, he remains focused on the Ethics’ commission’s mission of transparency and
accountability that serves the public.

He is the only candidate who has attended Ethics Commission meetings long before he was first appointed to the his
current position, and the only candidate to support the Ethics Commission decision to place measures on the ballot
favoring increased disclosure and opposing pay-to-play tactics. He has been and will continue to be a strong advocate for
the vision of Executive Director LeeAnn Pelham and its implementation with full funding.

As a former mayor who has knows and has worked with the many challenges that San Francisco is faced with every day, I
believe that Quentin Kopp adds an important status to the work of the Ethics Commission and has raised its reputation
with the public.

It is with this in mind, that I respectfully ask that you support his reappointment for a full term to the Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
Art Agnos
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Evans, Derek

From: BeckyE <rebecae@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 12:05 PM

To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS)
Cc: Evans, Derek; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

Subject: Support for Quentin Kopp appointment to the SF Ethics Commission

Chairman Safai and Members of the Rules Commitiee:

I regret that | cannot attend the Rules Committee hearing tomorrow to personally support the
reappointment of retired Judge Quentin Kopp to the Ethics Commission.

As a fifty-year resident of San Francisco, | have shared points of view with Judge Kopp and | have
~ tangled with him once or twice. | know him to be intelligent, knowledgeable and have the gravitas to
serve in this very important role. (lrascibility is a good trait to have these days.)

Thank you for your consideration,

Rebecca Evans
San Francisco
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Evans, Derek

From: Gwyneth Borden <gwyneth@ggra.org>

Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 2:56 PM

To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Evans, Derek

Subject: Support for the reappointment of Judge Quentin L. Kopp to the Ethics Commission

Febroary 21, 2017

The Honorable Ahsha Safai

Chair, Rules Committee, City and County of San Francisco
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, California 94103

Re: Support for the reappointment of Judge Quentin L. Kopp to the Ethics
Commission

Dear Supervisor Safai:

The Golden Gate Restaurant Association (GGRA) was founded in 1936 by a group of San Francisco
restaurateurs who recognized the need for an organization to speak on behalf of the local restaurant
industry. Early issues GGRA addressed included racketeering and collective labor agreements —
even the impact of food rationing during World War Il. From that time until today, GGRA has brought
the concerns of its membefs to legislators while keeping its members abreast of industry-related
issues; that’'s why we regularly support qualified candidates that help oversee the role of government
and assist in enforcing our laws.

GGRA faces many of the same challenges the founders did 81 years ago, and open and transparent
government is important to our members and the overall integrity of our City government. As a long-
term member of the business community, we support the reappointment of Judge Quentin L. Kopp.

- Judge Kopp we have every confidence that he will act in the best interests of not just our organization
but all citizens of San Francisco.

As a Supervisor, Senator, Judge and Ethics Commissioner we have appreciated the integrity and
conviction of his positions in the past, and so we are confident that he will continue act courageously
and clearly for adherence and respect for the law and ethics rules and regulations.

| appreciate your time and effort and strongly urge you to support Judge Kopp to continue to serve as
an esteemed member of the Ethics Commission.

Sincerely,
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Gwyneth Borden

Executive Director

Gwyneth J. Borden

Executive Director

Golden Gate Restaurant Association
The Mills Building

220 Montgomery Street, Suite 990
San Francisco, CA 94104

p (415)781-2459

f (844) 270-1769

e gwyneth@ggra.org

www.ggra.org @ggrasf
www.eatdrink-sf.com @eatdrinksf
www.sirestaurantweek.com @SFRW2017 #SFRW
@gwynethb
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Evans, Derek

From: RH <oxygeneditions@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 1:08 AM
To: Evans, Derek

535 Geary St., #1010
San Francisco, CA 94102
February 21, 2017

RE: Endorsement of Quentin Kopp for a Full Term on the Ethics Commission
Dear Mr. Evans:

I strongly urge the Rules Committee and the Board of Supervisors to keep Quentin Kopp on the Ethics
Commission and not replace him with Kathleen Thurmond. He has much longer experience in government, as
a Supervisor, State Senator, Judge, and Ethics Commissioner, while her experience pales in comparison and
seems almost completely irrelevant for such a sharp and important position. The Ethics Commission always
needs people who are willing to confront corruption, who have no axe to grind or people to protect, and who

- have no need to curry political favor or to dispense it.

The article in today’s Examiner seems to demonstrate that she has no knowledge of San Francisco politics and
ethical issues, and is plumping for this job out of personal and organizational animus against Mr. Kopp, and I
suppose for another line on her tepid resume. Larry Bush is quoted as saying that three senior officers of
Common Cause and other members told him that they would withdraw their objection to Mr. Kopp filling the
full term if he would disengage from a lawsuit against Common Cause. It looks like you should not only
endorse Mr. Kopp, but also ask the Ethics Commission to investigate Ms. Thurmond and Common Cause to
discover the extent of their chicanery in this process.

It has been suggested that some people think diversity would be served by having a relatively inexperienced
white woman replace an older, very San Francisco-savvy white Jewish man. Actually the Jews are a very small
minority, so Kopp meets the definition of diversity with room to spare. He’s always seemed pretty independent,
and as a conservative he’s also in a political minority in San Francisco. It’s 4 good idea to have a principled
conservative on the Ethics Commission who will have no political qualms about confronting local officials and
others with hard facts. '

Very truly yours,

Richard Hack
Oxygen Editions
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Evans, Derek

From: Vivian Imperiale <zizivaga@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 6:32 PM

To: Evans, Derek

Subject: Fwd: Rules Committee and Quentin Kopp
Hello--

It was just suggested to me that | forward this to you for the file.

Thank you.
- Vivian Imperiale

From: "Vivian Imperiale" <zizivaga@comcast.net>

To: "Norman Yee (BOS)" <norman.yee@sfgov.org>, "Sandra Fewer" <Sandra.Fewer@sfgov.org>,
"Ahaha Safai"

<Ahaha.Safai@sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 12:50:38 PM

Subject: Rules Committee and Quentin Kopp

Honorable Supervisors:
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Evans, Derek

From: helengrieco@gmail.com on behalf of Helen Grieco <hgrieco@commoncause.org>
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 10:31 AM

To: SafaiStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS)
Cc: Evans, Derek

Subject: CA Common Cause response to Examiner

Greetings Rules Committe,

CA Common Cause response to the article in the Examiner yesterday about us and the
Ethics Commission: :

. Kopp is wrong choice for Ethics Commission

http://www.sfexaminer.com/kopp—wronq—'choice-ethics-commission/

“An independent City Ethics Commission is key to upholding the integrity of San Francisco’s campaign finance and ethics laws.” Common Cause wrote those words more than 20
years ago, in support of 1993’s Proposition X, which created the Ethics Commission.

‘We have remained a voice for robust ethics laws and enforcement in San Francisco. We campaigned for 2000°s Proposition O, which created The City’s public campaign financing '
program, and 2016’s Proposition T, which restricted gifts and campaign contributions from lobbyists, among other important reforms that collectively make San Francisco’s ethics
laws some of the strongest in the nation.

-To protect these reforms, we adamantly oppose the reappointment of Quentin Kopp to the San Francisco Ethics
Commission. Whatever his other contributions to this city and state, Kopp has taken the wrong side on too many of
these issues — particularly public campaign financing, which is at the heart of San Francisco’s campaign finance
reforms. To name a few:

— He opposed Prop. K: If voters had followed his advice, the Ethics Commission would not exist.

— He was an author of 1988’s Proposition 73, which would have prohibited public campaign financing in San
Francisco.

— As a named plaintiff, he fought The City in the 1992 lawsuit that authorized San Francisco’s public financing
program.

In 2016, when he applied to a partial term on the Ethics Commission, Kopp pbﬁrayed himself as open-minded on
the issue of public campaign financing, despite his long history opposmg it. But his subsequent actions show that he
intends to continue undermining it.

Only three days after his appointment to the Ethics Commission, Kopp wrote to Gov. Jerry Brown, urging him to veto
an Ethics Commission-supported bill on public campaign financing. After Gov. Brown signed the bill, Kopp
personally joined a lawsuit to challenge the bill.

Contrary to claims published in the Examiner, Common Cause never sought for Kopp to remove his name from the -
fawsuit. On Dec. 22, our staff spoke with Friends of Ethics’ Larry Bush to discuss our concerns about Kopp's
reappointment. Bush voiced surprise that Kopp had filed the lawsuit and stated that he would ask Kopp to withdraw.
We did not request this, and we did not indicate that Kopp’s withdrawal wouid affect our position on his
reappointment. This latest lawsuit merely illustrates Kopp’s continued opposition to needed reforms.

For nearly 30 years and continuing today, Kopp has placed himself at odds with the Ethics Commission-and its
mission to implement San Francisco’s public financing program. If the Board of Supervisors were 1o reappoint Kopp
to the Ethics Commission, it would be turning its back on public campaign financing and The City’s ethics system.

Helen Grieco
Northern California organizer, Common Cause-

Helen Grieco

Northern CA Common Cause Organizer
415.531. 1774
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hgrieco @ commoncause.org

twitter
CA Common Cause
facebook.
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Duve COrm.. : CERLCOnn

~ Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco -
1 Dr. Carlion B. Goodiett Place, Room 244
(415) 554-5184 FAX (415) 5547714

Appl' catlon for Boards, Commrssmns} Cammrﬁees, & Task Forces

- Ethics Commission.
Name of Board, Gommrssron Comnittes; orTask Force: _ e
1 . ; 2
Seat # or Category (ifapplicable): . . .. . ... - Di’strict;
Kathleen Thurmond
Name; S . - B
, _ : San Franc:sco CA _ 91115
Home Address: .. ... .. .. .. e L Zip e e
: ' . BusmesslNon—Prof‘ f Consultant
Home Phone:, ... Occupation: _ .
o ‘ 562 879 1602 | KTConsultrng
2001 PlerceS ,#38, San Francusco CA . 94115

Business Address?, e L Zps
N kathleen thurmond@gmaxlcc

BusingssE-Mail: __ .~~~ = Home E-Maﬂ*

the Charter must consist of eI ' rs (reglstered voters) of the: Clty and County of
San Francisco. For ¢erfain other bodies, the Board of Supervisors can waive the
residency reqmrement

: Check'AlIThat;Applyf

Registered voter in San Francisco: Yes[M| No: [T] If No, where registered: ______

Resident of San Francisco ] Yes[] No 1f No, place of residence:___

Pursuantto Charter section 4.101 (a)1, please state how your qualifications
represent the communities of interest; nerghborhoods and the diversity in
ethnicity, race; age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identi es of disabilities,
and-any other relevant demographic qualities of the City-and County of San
Francisco:

[Thave been proud TocallSan Francisco home for the past seven years “Tthad been a life~
long dreaim 1o ivé in SF, drawn by its dxversnty, dynamism; and progressive energy For
decades, 1 have'been an advocate for women'’s rights and promoted women’s leadership in
busmess and pohtlcs lam devoted tothe pnncnples of polmcal mclusnon transparency, and
. values as an EtthS Commrssnoner lee many San Franmscans Tam deeply troubled by
récent developments in federal politics; in this critical hme it is urgent that all SF residents

. {know that they have a voice; and an honest governmefit, in City Hall, We must not abandon

|our values by backing away from San Francisco’s ethics laws, mcludmg our public campaigh: |
financing system; instead; we must protect and strengthen them, N
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Business and/or professlonal expenence-

1 bring more than 20years of executive expenence m oorporate and non proﬂt ]
' management; ‘With.my combination of expertise in business, non-profit, and policy, my:goal |
is to facilitate change at & systemic level that will bring greater democracy, social justice, and
equality. Tama bursnesslnon-proﬂt consultant who previously. spent 12 years as.CEO of an |
industrial uniform rental company in Southern California‘working in parnership with the EPA
land spent 15 years in non-profit management. | holds an Environmental Certificate from 1
Présidio Graduate School, an MBA from the University of Southern California, an MSW from
Washington Umversnty and a BA from Southem Methodlst Umversxty

Civic Activntles- ‘

I served as a Past—Presxdent of the board of NAWBO- SFBA(Natlona! Assomahon of Women
Business Owners), attended Leadership San Fraricisco and-served as a board mermber of
|Girls Inc. .As a California Common Cause board member-and executive team member |
supported the organizations efforts to strengthen local and state ethics laws such as San
Francisco's Propostion T, including reviewing proposed ordinances-and legislation-and
discussing policy strategy. | also serve as a Senior Advisor and Board Chair of the Alliance
for Girls, serve on the NARAL Leadership Council-SF and as a member of the Business
Team for Pachamama Alliance. Earlier experience includes serving on AIDS Commision LA,

Have you attended any mesfings of the Board/Commission to-which you wish appointment? ~ Yes[ {No il

For-appoinitients by the Board of Supervisars, appearance before: the RULES COMMI'!TEE isa
requirement before any appointment can be made. (Applications must be received 10 days
before the scheduled hearing.)

Date:_c7— /1~ /"7 Applicant’s Signature: (required)

anually sign orgye your complete name, o
NOTB By typing your comiplete name; you are
Tereby tonsenting to'use of electronic signature.):

Please Note. Your application. will be retained for one year. Once Completed this form, mciudmg
all attachments, become public record.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: - I .
Appointed io Seat #: TennExpires:'-, ‘ . Date Seat was'Vacated;

OL20/12
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CALIFORNIA FORM 700 ~ STATEMENT OF ECONOM!C INTERESTS e g eoehed

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

A PUBLIC DOCUMENT CQVER PAGE

Please type or. pnnt it iink.

NAME OF FILER {LAST) ey s
© Thurmond: . Kathleen
1. Offi ice, Agency, orCout o e -
Agency Name (Do niof use acfonyms)
Ethics Comm;sslon .

Division, Board, Depax’tment D‘ Fappicable:

» Ti-filing Tor multiplé pasitions; - isk-below 0F on, an attachmgit, (Do not-ise asronyms) S
2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check af least one biox)

] State ) [ 1 Judgeror Cour’c Commissioher (StateWIde Jurisdietion)

an Franclsco
LI mutti-County . T —— M1 Courty of SO
San Francusco ’

Miciy of e other 2 -
3. Type of Statement {Check at least ani'.'box)

i:f Anpuial: ‘The period covered is Jaruary t, 2015, firough [ Leaving Office: Date: Leﬂ e

 December 31,2015, . {Check ong)
12 31 2016
e gt fhrough O The: per‘rodvmvered B January1 2015, Hhiriigh-the: déte: of
Deoember31 2015 ; 20 offce.
L1 Assumiing Office; Daterassumed . f - L. .o O The period covered i « e s Hirough

the. dale of leaving ofﬁce

and -.ofﬁce:»saught,¢ if different than. Pt 1: -

5., Verification

WATING ADDRESS ™ SREEE T = R ZIPCQDE e
(Business orAgencyAddressRecommended*Publchocumeny . o
San Francrsco : CA 94115
DAYTNE ELEPHONE WOMBER: RS -
- i ,!,

' (morﬂh, q‘ayyeafj ' T / V (Fle the ongmalal szgned slawmenlwfth wurﬁllng oIﬁcraL)

FPPC Form 700 (2015/ 2016)‘
FPPC Advme Ema]l advnc
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.~ SCHEDULE A-1
InvestmETItS FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION
Stocks, Bonds, and Other Interests: | Name
(Ownership Interest-is'Less:Than 10%) Kathieen:Thurmend:

Do niot attach. brokerage or financial stafemenfs; S

| CALIFDIA FM 7 |

> NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY » NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Exxon Mobil(XOM) Exxon Mobil (XOM)

GENERAL DESCRIPTION O_F mrsagémejs;j's R GENERAL DESCRIPTION 'OF THIS Busi&és;sv S
Oil & Gas ‘ Oil &Gals

FAR MARKET VALUE FAIR MARKETVALUE

[ $2.000 "~ $10,000 {540,001 - $100,000

[ $100,001 -$7,000,000 ] Over $1,000,000-

NATURE OF INVESTMENT

[#4 Stock [1-Other’ ISR
(Desmbe)

]] Parthership: O Income Received of $0-- $409
) Income Recelved of $500 or More (Regorf on Sehedufé CF

IF APPLIGABLE, LIST DATE;

7 15 _ 4 415,
’ ACQUIRED DlSPOSED

T7 s2.000 - $10,000
T $100,001 - $1,000,000

[ $16,007 - $100,000

O Qver’$1,000,000

NATURE :OF INVESTMENT

[A siock {_] other e
(Desciibe)

E{ Partriership, <O Income Recelved of $0'- $499
Q Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule c)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:
A | . 715
ACQUIRED DISPOSEB ......

NAME QOF. BUSINESS ENIIIY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE
{1 32,000~ $10,000
] $100,001 - $1,000,000

[7] $10,001 - $100.d00 -
[”] Oyer.%+,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT ETF
|:] Stock: [ -other .
(Desmbe)

iﬂ Paﬂnershlp Q Incoime Received of 0 ~$499

0 lncome Reoewed of $500 or More (Repoit on- Schedule Cj

IF APPLICABLE; LIST DATE;

AL N B L
ACQUIRED" ~ DISPOSED ’ N

p NAME OF BUSINESS ENTIW

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000:

[[1 $10,001 - $100,000
[ 100,001 - $1,000,000.

7] Over 31,000,000
NATURE OF INVESTMENT
{1 stock [ ]-other
{Describe) *
[1 Parinerstiip: (Jilncome Received of $0:-~ $499
3 O Incame Received of 3500 or More (Report oni Schedule C)

IF ARPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

d 15 . 45
ACQUIRED IHSPOSED

» NAME OF BUSINESSENTI"IY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS'

FAIR MARKET VALUE
1 2,000 - $10,000
T $100,001 - $1,000,000

[ $10,001 - $100;000
1 over:$1,000,000

-NATURE OF INVESTMENT
{1 stock Ooter ... T
{Describe)

[[1 Partneiship O Incme Recelved of $0 - $499
Q) Income Recéived of $500 .or Mare (Report on.Schidule CJ

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

- NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS.

"FAIR MARKET VALUE .
[ $2,000 - $10,000

‘ {7 310,001~ $100,000
[ -$100,004 - $1,000,000

47 Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT:
1] Btock [Jother -
(Descnbe)

1 Parership O Intofoe Received of $0 - $499

0 Incomie Received of $500 or More {Report on Schedide C)-

iF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

0 A s & end 415 Y AN 5 L P S A -
ACQUIRED DISPOSED ACQUIRED: DISPOSED
Comments:. _ p

FPPC Form 700 {2015/2016) Sch. A-1
FPPC Advice Email: advice@fppc.ca.gov
FPPC ToII-Frea Helpline: 866/275-3772 www.fppc.ca.gov




» 1. INCOME RECEIVED

11 Parinership {Less:ifian 10%.ownershifs. For 10% or greater use:

[} ioan repayment

TS EERTEIET

SCHEDULE € ,
Income, Loans, & Busmess

Positions:
(Other than Gifts and Travel Payments)

Héfey Lénd Hoidmgs-.LLC
ADDRESS {BusmessAddress }ccepfabie) ] : ] T «

éus.mis;‘c.s Acmm"F-ANY; OF SOURCE
‘Hestaurant

YOUR BUSINESS POSlTiQN

F’ersonal Lender

GROSS: INCOME RECENED
] 500 - $4,000 {1 %1001 - 10,000
$H00,00 [ ] OVER $100;000

CONSIDERATION- FOR WHICH WAS RECEIVED

D Salary: ™ Sponse'sior regidiered. domestic partner's i income:
{For self-employed u§é Schieduls A-2.)

Schetiule A-2).

] Sale of - S R — :
B (Real property; car, boaf, efts)

‘Commission oF ' Rental Income; Tist:ach-source of $10,000:6¢ imors

Int./Pnn. foz 261 6-Loan ends 6—2021

regular'coursé of busmess muét be>d|sclosed as. fO“OWS

NAME QF LENDER®

ADDRESS (Business-Address Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER

HKGHEST BALANGE: BURING REPQRTING PER]OD
EI $500- $1,000:

l:]ngsae,om + §100;000:
[over $100600

Comments: .

| dFlA xfom |

R FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION -~
| Name ~ " o
| Kathleen Thurmorid

» 1. INCOME RECEIVED™
NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME-

Grand Land Holdings LEG
ADDRESS (Business Address Accaplable)

25431 Cabot Rd:, #1 02 L Laguna HIHS, CA 92653
BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURGE

Restaurant

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION
Personal Lender

GROSS INCOME RECEIVED:

7] $500 - $1;008 1 $%,00% - $70,000
$10,001 = $100,000°  [[] OVER 100,000

CONSIDERATION FOR-WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED:
[] Salary D Spousd’s:ar registered dorugstic: pariner's i income:
- (For'sélf-employed {iss Schedute A2y

E} Parmexsmp (Less-thap 10% ownership: For 10% or gréater usé
Schedule A2

[ sdie of

'  ‘Loan Iegpfi'ment

INTEREST RATE TERM (MonthsfYears).

s

% T ] Norg

SECURITY FOR LOAN:

] None: ] Pemorial reésidencs

‘Real Property . - IR
D ety “Streetaddress.
1 Guarantst. :

[ other

_ FPPC Fornt 700(2015/2016) Sch. C
FPPC.Aduice Einiaill; dvice@fppé.ca.gov.
FPPC Toll-Free Helpline::866/275-3772 wwwi.fppcica.gov
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SCHEDULE C : | caLirornviarorm 700
Income, Loans. & Business Bl FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Positions:

(Othier than Gifts afd Travel Paymients) ‘ -Kéthleen Thﬁ'l,‘rhond__ |

» 1. INCOME RECEIVED

» 1. INCOME RECEIVED

" NAME OF SOURGE OF INGOME.
Baker Land Holdmgs LLC

ADDRESS (Busmess Address Acceptable)
25431 Cabot Rd., #102, Laguna Hilts, CA 92653

BUSINESS AGTIVITY, {F ANY, OF SOURCE
Restaurant

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION
Personal Lender

GROSS INCOME RECEIVED

[[]'ssbo - 31,000 £]:31,001 ~ $10;000;

[Is10001 - $t00,000 4] OVER $10,000.

CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WWAS RECEIVED

[ isalary: [} Spouse’s or registered domestic pariner’s income
{For seli~employed use Schedule A-2.)

EI Partnership (Less. than 10% ownershxp For 1% or greater” usg:
Schedule A-2.)

[ sale of

“Real property, car, hoet ol
/] -Loan repayment

[ Gammission or [} Rentat Income; 4sé siich sbirce of $10,000 prinpre:

Loan paid off in 2016°

[ other

" (Desciibe)

" NAME. OF SOURCE OF JNCOME

ADDRESS (Buisiness Address Acceptablé)

BUSINESS ACTMVITY, IF ANY; OF SOURCE

YOVUR BUSINESS POSITION

© GROSS INCOME RECEIVED
{19500 - 31,000 134,001 - $15,000°.
{7] $10,000 ~g100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000
CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS: RECEIVED!

[ satary D Spouse’s Or registered doméstic pariner’s incoime
{For seff-employed use Schedule A-2,)

{71 Parinership (Less than 10% bwnership. For 10% or ‘greater use
Schedule A-2))

D:_Saka of

[ voan repayment

{Roal property, car, hos, efc)

D Commission or E} Rental Incommé; fst each sourceof $710,000 or more;

' Id . . LOANS RECE!VED OR OUTSTANDING DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

You are not reqmred to repori loans from commerma} lendmg mstttufuons or'

iy [ndebtedness created as part of a

retail installment or credit card transaction, made in the lender’s regutarcourse of business on terms available to
‘members of the public without regard to your official status: Personal Ioans and loans received not in a lénder's
regular course of business must be disclosed as follows: -

 NAME OF LENDER®

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)’

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER

HIGHEST éALANCéDUR]NG 'REPORﬁNG PERIOD.
[:] '$500 - $1,000

[ $t00t - $10,000

[]'$10.,001 - $100,008

{7 ovER $100,000

Comments:: .

INTEREST RATE: TERM (Months/Years)
% ] Nome:

‘SEGURITY FOR LOAN

{] Nare 7 Personal residérice

[] Real Prope . . :

[] Real Property g

D,‘ Other .

FPPC Form 700 (2015/2016) Sch. €

FPPC Advice Ernail: advice@fppc.ca.gov-

FPPC Toll-Free Helpline: 866/275-3772 wwwippc.ca.gov
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Evans, Derek

From: Bonnie Barkett <barkett.bonnie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:04 AM
To: Evans, Derek

© Ce: ; Kathleen Thurmond
Subject: Recommendation of Kathleen Thurmond

Dear Mr. Evans,

It is my pleasure to recommend Kathleen Thurmond to serve on the San Francisco Ethics
Commission. Kathleen has been a colleague and partner in many ventures for over 20 years.

Kathleen is the former owner and CEO of Best Washington Uniform and Linen Supply, an
industrial laundry in southern California. In her capacity as CEO of Best Washington, Kathleen
partnered with me through the Environmental Protection Agency's Merit Partnership for Pollution
Prevention and later the National Environmental Performance Track to develop and demonstrate
pollution prevention practices and technologies for the industrial laundry sector. Kathleen took on
a leadership role in promoting environmentally sustainable practices in the industrial laundry
sector. She became known as a leader in environmentally sound management (she was the first
industrial laundry owner in the nation to develop an ISO 14001 environmental management system

-for her facility) and was consulted by EPA when the agency developed and refined regulations for
the sector. The fact that Kathleen began leading the industry in environmental management during
her first months as President of Best Washington is a testament to her excellent judgment, ab1]1ty to
learn new subJects quickly and well, and strong leadership skills.

When I served on the Board of Directors of California Common Cause, we were looking for new
Board members. At the time, the board largely consists of people in law, government, and the
public interest sector, so we were looking for a representative from the business community in Los
Angeles. Iimmediately thought of recruiting Kathleen because she is one of those special people
who understands intuitively how important it is for business to play a positive role in the public
sector. Kathleen is that rare and wonderful person who has the business savvy to thrive in the
private sector and also a passion for public service. She has been a long-term board member at
Common Cause where she has really dug in and learned the issues.

I'm confident that Kathleen Thurmond has the experience, ability, and knowledge of the issues to
be an excellent member of the San Francisco Ethics Commission. Kathleen always makes great
contributions to the organizations, causes, and projects that she chooses to pursue and I know she
will be a great asset to the commission.

Please feel free to call me if you have questions.

Bonnie Barkett
(415) 706-4842
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707 Wilshire Bivd. Suite 3850

A

Los Angeles, CA; 90017 |
o = 4 Phone; {213) 443:6790
ALL STREET® Fax:(213) 463-8463

www.,allstréetcapital.com

LA RT T AT L

February 15, 2017

Dear Selection Committee,

" 1am writing this letter to strongly recommend that you consider Kathleen Thurmond for a position on
your Ethics Commission. | have known and worked with Kathleen for the past 12 years as her Financial
Planner and Investment Advisor.

In all my years of experience, certain people stand out for their commitment to great qualities. Kathleen
is one of these people. Inthe many years we have worked together, she has demonstrated in both her
personal and professional life, the highest level of honesty, integrity and trustworthiness.

In working with Kathleen, it is clear she is conscientious and concerned with ethical guidelines, fair
minded, plays by the rules and cares about doing the right thing. She has applied these high standards of
ethical behavior in business, politics and everyday life. Her attention to detail and wanting the best
outcome for all involved is one of the main reasons she has achieved such a high level of success in
many aspects of her life.

Kathleen has successfully built and sold businesses, raised her family and engaged in many philanthropic
programs while using her own code of ethic; which encompasses commitment, honestly and equity for
all people.

In summation, due to all the attributes listed above | would strongly recommend Kathleen for a position
on your commission. [ am confident she would be a great asset to your team.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if | can be of further assistance. [ can be reached
at seanrichardson@allstreetcapital.com or 213-443-6791.

Sincerely,

Sean Richardson
Partner — Senior Advisor

AllStreet Capital
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Dear Mr. Evans,

It is my pleasure to recommend Kathleen Thurmond to serve on the San Francisco
Ethics Commission. Kathleen is the chair of the Advisory Board for Alliance for
Girls, the largest alliance of girls’ organizations in the country with 150 members
serving more than 300,000 girls and young women. I have been working with
Kathleen. for three years.

Kathleen is a strong and culturally sensitive communicator. Alliance for Girls’
Advisory Board includes a wide variety of people including girls, direct service
providers, corporate executives and elected officials. Kathleen is always fair and
thoughtful when she leads the Advisory Board meetings, and is respected by all
members of the board.

Kathleen is also ready and able to go the extra mile when it comes to issues of fairness
and ethical conduct. For instance, Alliance for Girls was invited to participate in a
committee to review the rape procedures of the San Francisco District Attorney’s
office. I was unable to attend the meetings. To make sure Alliance for Girls was
represented and able to support the mission of the committee, Kathleen joined the
committee instead, attending the meetings, and keeping me informed of the
committee’s progress.

As the Executive Director of Alliance for Girls, I meet with Kathleen bi-monthly. I
have gotten to know her well. She is strong, unafraid to speak up for what is right. She
is firm in her beliefs. She is always aware of who is not in the room, as much as who
15, and makes sure all stakeholder voices are heard on critical issues.

I am confident that Kathleen Thurmond has the experience, ability, and knowledge of
the issues to be an excellent member of the San Francisco Ethics

Commission. Kathleen’s leadership has enabled Alliance for Girls’ success as a
nonprofit, positively impacting the lives of hundreds of thousands of girls. I am
confident that she will be a great asset to the commission.

Please feel free to call me if you have questions.

Emma Mayerson
510-207-4542
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Evans, Derek

From: Bill Twist <btwist@pachamama.org>

Sent: Monday, February 20, 2017 1:27 PM

To: . Evans, Derek

Subject: Recommendation for seat on SF Ethics Commission

To the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:
Dear Sir/Madam,
| am writing to highly recommend Kathleen Thurmond for a seat on the San Francisco Ethics Commission.

I have known and worked with Kathleen for the past four years. As a volunteer, she has been part of a team that has
helped our organization redesign our educational programs on environmental sustainability and social justice so as to be
more attractive and useful to the business community.

| have been impressed by Kathleen’s thoreugh and analytical approach to problem solving and the calm and supportive
way that she works as a team member, stepping up and making her voice heard when necessary and easily stepping
back and supporting other team members' views when appropriate. She knows how to and naturally contributes to
building a highly functional team dynamic that | think is useful on any commission. She is also a person of the highest
persanal integrity with a strong ethical foundation rooted in a commitment to serve the common good.

For these reasons, coupled with her experience serving on the board of California Common Cause, I think she will be a
highly contributing member of the San Francisco Ethics Commission and | strongly urge you to choose her for

membership. |

Sincerely,
Basil R. Twist, Jr.

President and Co-Founder, Pachamama Alliance Presidio Building 1009, 2nd Floor San Francisco, CA 94129
(415) 225-4185
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors
San Francisco County, CA
Attn: Derek Evans

February 20, 2017
Dear Board of Supervisors,

| am writing today to enthusiastically support Kathleen Thurmond’s application for a seat on the San
Francisco Ethics Commission. | first met Kathleen at the United Nations Conference for Women 4 years
ago and we have since crossed paths many times in our efforts to serve women in the Bay Area and
beyond who-are navigating our current political, economic, and social climates. My approach to this vital
work has been primarily through non-profit avenues, leading organizations like How Women Lead,
Women'’s Funding Network, Rise Up and working with The Alliance for Girls, an organization to which
Kathleen has shown a deep commitment.

Kathleen is an excellent candidate to serve on the San Francisco Ethics Commission. Her ongoing work as
a board member for organizations like California Common Cause and Girls Inc. has given her the
experience necessary to participate fully in the commission’s work, and her drive to facilitate social
_change in regards to democracy, environmental concerns, gender equality, and social justice shows that
she is uniquely motivated to encourage progress toward fair, equitable, and ethical practices in any
arena. Kathleen’s expertise in business and policy will serve her well in the commission’s public policy
reform efforts and regulation enforcement.

My experience with Kathleen has shown her to be an honorable and trustworthy member of the Bay
Area community. She has always displayed a commitment to integrity in business and politics, and an
unequivocal devotion to her community. | give her the highest recommendation without any
reservations. If you have any questions or need further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me. | wish you the best with your decision.

Sincerely,

Julie Abrams
CEO and Founder, How Women Lead,
a Bay Area Women Leaders Network
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February 20, 2017

To:
The San Francisco Board of Supervisors
San Francisco, California

| write this letter with enthusiastic support of Kathleen Thurmond as a
candidate for a seat on the Ethics Commission.

As | understand, the mission of the Commission is to practice and promote the
highest standards of ethical behavior in government. | know Kathleen to
uphold these same high standards as a business owner, trusted advisor, and
advocate for women and girls. | have known Kathleen for over ten years having
met during our time as members of Women President’s Organization here in
the Bay Area.

“With her combination of expertise in business, non-profit, and policy, and her
goals to facilitate social justice, she will bring tremendous experience and
wisdom to the Commission. Her diverse skills, extensive and significant
leadership positions in the public and private sector coupled with her
commitment to life long learning make her an excellent candidate for this
posmon

Kathleen possesses great leadership skills and in part:cular is a thoughtful
listener, a quality much needed in this role.

Thank you,
Cynthia Wilson
President

Wilsonwest
San Francisco Resident
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SYNDISEID'S
ADVANCED

Training and Consulting in Business and Social Etiquette / Protocol
...the missing link to a complete professional education.

ETIQUETTE

21 February 2017

Via Email

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
C/O Derek Evans
derek.evans@sfgov.org

SUBJECT: S.F. Ethics Commission application from Kathleen Thurmond

Dear Sirs and Madams:

This is to submit a letter of support for Kathleen Thurmond being named a member of the San
Francisco Ethics Commission.

| have known Kathleen for over ten years, first from a mutual friend’s highly regarded referral of
her to meet, then since as a colleague and friend through our association with the National
Association of Women Business Owners-San Francisco Bay Area (NAWBO-SFBA). Over the
years | have had the pleasure of serving on Kathleen’s NAWBO board of directors when she
was president of the chapter, and now through serving with her on NAWBO's San Francisco
Entrepreneurs Economic Institute (NAWBO-SF EEl) board.

Kathleen is a most kind, considerate, and respectful person. When it comes to her character, |
have always known her to display the highest levels of integrity and ethics (since this is the
focus of the Commission) and will be diligent in her responsibility to promote the highest
standards of ethical behavior in government... which is a most crucial Commission to the City.

Kathleen will not be shy to voice her opinions, yet will always do it in such a way that will be
level-headed and within reason. 1 just know she will be an asset and valued Commissioner, for
all she will bring to the table.

If you have any questions, please just let me know.

Sincerely,

AN
Syndi Seid
Founder/Director

NAWBO-SFBA Past President
NAWBO-EEI Secretary
SFSBN Past President

P.S. Although | now reside in Marin County, | was born and lived in San Francisco all my life
until 4.5 years ago. Much of my business is still in S.F. and is still a part of my life greatly.

25A Durham road, San Anselmo CA 94960-1604 - www.AdvancedEtiquette.com - 415-346-3665 - Info@AdvancedEtiquette.com
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. Kathleen Thurmond brings more than 20 years of executive experience in corporate and non-
profit management. With her combination of expertise in business, non-profit, and policy, her
goal is to facilitate change at a systemic level that will bring greater social justice, equality and
reproductive rights.

Ms. Thurmond serves as a Past-President of the Board of NAWBO-SFBA (National Association of
Women Business Owners and past Board Member of Girls Inc.. She currently serves as an
Executive Board Member on the Board of California Common Cause, Member of NARAL
Leadership Council and as a Senior Advisor, Advisory Board Chair of the Alliance for Girls and
member of the business engagement team for Pachamama Alliance.

She is a business/non-profit consultant with who previously spent 12 years as the CEO of a
uniform rental company in Southern California and 15 years in non-profit management. Ms.
Thurmond holds a graduate certificate in Environmental Business from Presidio Graduate School,
an MBA from the University of Southern California, an MSW from Washington University, and a
BA from Southern Methodist University.

For Form:

Kathleen Thurmond brings more than 20 years of executive experience in corporate and non-
profit management. With her combination of expertise in business, non-profit, and policy, her
goal is to facilitate change at a systemic level that will bring greater democracy, social justice,
equality and reproductive rights. She is a business/non-profit consultant with who previously -
spent 12 years as the CEO of a uniform rental company in Southern California working in
partnership with the EPA and 15 years in non-profit management. Ms. Thurmond holds a
Environmental certificate from Presidio Graduate School, an MBA from the University of
Southern California, an MSW from Washington University, and a BA from Southern Methodist
University. v

Ms. Thurmond served as a Past-President of the Board of NAWBO-SFBA (National Association of
Women Business Owners and past Board Member of Girls Inc.. She currently serves as a Board
Member of NAWBO-SFBA Entrepreneurial Education Institute, Executive Board Member for

_ California Common Cause, Member of NARAL Leadership Council and as a Senior Advisor,
Advisory Board Chair of the Alliance for Girls and member of the business engagement team for
Pachamama Alliance.

Early civic experience includes: Executive Board Member, Long Beach Chamber; AIDS
Commission LA; President, Long Beach AIDS Consortium.
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Aimee 8. Brown
2624 Laguna Street
San Francisco, CA 94123
Home: (415) 567-9408 Cell: (415) 377-2025
aimee.brown@mac.com

To: The San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Re: Support of Kathleen Thurmond, Candidate for SF Ethics Commission

| am 33-year resident of San Francisco living in my second, single family home and serve on non-profit
and civic boards, including ones for the City of San Francisco. | was appointed to the start-up of the
Revenue Bond Oversight Committee for the Public Utilities Commission, reappointed, and elected Chair
for 5 consecutive years. | currently serve on the Treasurer's Oversight Committee for the City and County
of San Francisco. Previously, | was an owner of a national woman-owned and LBE investment banking
firm which employed 7-10 employees locally specializing in financing state and local governments and
served as both banker or financial advisor to several of the City’s departments. Therefore, | understand
the significant role of the Ethics Commission and required to follow it regulations and practices.

It is with this knowledge and experience that | write this lefter of strong endorsement for Kathleen
Thurmond as a candidate for a seat on the Ethics Commission.

| know Kathleen initially from our time as members of Women President’s Organization and have since
organized advocacy events with her. Her breadth of experience from the business world, including
owning and managing her own business as well as consulting to family-owned businesses AND
leadership positions in significant non-profit organizations enables her to bring varied experience and
diverse knowledge to the Commission. Her advocacy for fairness and social justice has been consistent
throughout all her work experience.

I know Kathleen to be open minded and willing to listen to others even while advocating her position.
From my experience with Kathleen, she has always been trustworthy and ethical in our mutual pursuits.
She has a proven record of leadership in both the business and not-for profit worlds and | have observed
_and been a beneficiary of her honest approach in assessing and facing challenges. As a member of the
San Francisco community, | think adding fresh perspective and new participation from thoughtful
community leaders to our City’s institutions is vital.

Thank you.
Aimee Broww
Aimee Brown

San Francisco Resident and
Civic Participant
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Evahs,Derek

From: marily@ffwn.org on behalf of Marily Mondejar <marily@filipinawomensnetwork.org>
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 11:50 AM '
To: Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS)

Cc: Evans, Derek; Kathleen Thurmond

Subject: Support for Kathleen Thurmond for Ethics Gommission appointment (today!)

Dear Supervisors Asha Safai, Norman Yee, and Sandra Lee Fewer -

I hope this email reaches you in time for your Rulés Committee hearing this afternoon.

I write to urge you to support Kathleen Thurmond’s appointment to the Ethics Commission.
It is time to have new energy and new constituency in a very important commission.

With all due respect for Judge Quentin Kopp and his many valuable contributions to the City, I believe that this
opportunity should be given to an outstanding individual who has a strong desire to serve the City of San Francisco and

committed to ensure that we remain at the forefront while our current US administration appears to ignore our allegiance to ethics, good
government, and hopor. It is more important than ever for someone who has the entrepreneurial spirit to lead the charge.

Kathleen Thurmond has been on the front lines as the leader of NAWBO-SFBA (National Association of Women Business

Owners representing her fellow entrepreneurs in helping break down barriers to opportunities especially in city and federal contracting for
women and minorities. She has been a board member for various organizations and in the 10 years she has been involved she focused on
numerous ethical issues in regard to multiple city, state and governmental entities.

‘Kathleen has the support of California Common Cause, a non-partisan, grassroots advocacy organization that urges public participation and
ensures that public officials and public institutions are accountable and responsive to not just to their constituencies but to all citizens.

She currently serves as an Executive Board Member on the Board of California Common Cause, Member of NARAL Leadership Council
and as a Senior Advisor and Executive Board member of the Alliance for Girls. She is a business/non-profit consultant who previously spent
12 years as the CEO of a uniform rental company in Southem California and 15 years in non-profit management. Ms. Thurmond holds a
graduate certificate in Envirommental Business from Presidio Graduate School, an MBA from the University of Southern California, an MSW
from Washington University, and a BA from Southern Methodist University.

Maraming salamat!
Marily

PINAY POWER 2020: A Filipina woman leader in every sector of the economy.

Marily Mondejar | CEO & Founder | Filipina Women's Network
Vice Chair and Commissioner | Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure
Successor Agency to the San Francisco Redevelopment Commission

PO Box 192143 | San Francisco CA 94119 | USA
Phone 1.415.935.4FWN (4396) | Viber 1.415.610.6637

Twitter@FilipinaWomen
Facebook.com/FilipinaWomensNetwork
www.FilipinaWomensNetwork.org
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Evans, Derek

From: Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2017 11:46 AM

To: Evans, Derek :

Subject: FW: Recommendation for Kathleen Thurmond
FYL.

From: Joanne Fazzino [mailto:jf@jwavro.com]

Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2017 9:17 AM

To: Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS) <suhagey.sandoval@sfgov.org>
Subject: Recommendation for Kathleen Thurmond

To Whom it may Concern:

I have known Kathleen for a few years. She has high integrity and is

very well qualified for a position on the Ethics Commission. We have
been involved in Leadership courses and seminars together. She has
incredible education, knowledge and experience in business affairs and I
trust that she would be an asset to the City of San Francisco.

My experience with her has shown her to be an honorable and trustworthy
member of the Bay Area Community and she has a strong devotion to the
City of San Francisco.

Best wishes,

Joanne Fazzino - Broker Associate
Leasing Agent of the Year
J. Wavro Associates

WWW.]Wavro.com.
4152979777
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January 21, 2017

San-Francisco Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

Dffice of Supervisor Mark Farrell

1 Dr, Carlion B. Goodlelt Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: Support for Kathleen Thurmond's Appeintment ta Ethics Commiission

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

- ‘Kathleen Thurmond will be a thoughtful, responsive and dedicated Commissioner, and [ hearfily endorse
her nominaiton fo the Ethics Commission. .Ms. Thurmond i§ a dedicated volunteer and experienced womai

business owner who is committed to promioting the hvﬂmst standards of ethical behavior in government and
the private seclor.

Ms. Thumond recently served as President of the National Association of Women Business Owners for the
San Francisco Bay (NAWBO-SFBA) and was an active Board Member of Girls Inc. She currently serves
as an Executive Board Member of California Common Cause and is the Advisory Board Chiair of the
‘Alliange for Girls. She is also.a past member of the San Francisco chapter of the Women President’s
Organization (WPO), which i§ where we met. Throughout her professional ¢areer and voluniger.activities,

" she has continually promoted integrity by education and exatnple, and she is dedicated to thu fair and
equitable consideration of public policy issues.

Sineerely yours,

Elizabeth (Libby) Selfel

E%OClMmeﬂea12hHomA&mmewmoEA 94104 - ]'ﬁ45MSQKM | irew.seifel.com-
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Ethics. Commission_
VACANCY NOTICE
January 26,2017

apphcatlons should be submltted to the Clerk of the Board. All apphuan«s musL be
vrestdents of San Franeisco, unless otherwise stated.

Pursuant 10 Board of Superwsors Rules of Order, Section2.19, appucan’ts aopfymg for
this ©ommissioh must: complete-and, submit; With. their appl lcauon a copy (not cﬂamai)-
of Form 700 (Statement of Econohic lnterests) Apphcatlons will not be considered if'a-
copy of Form 700 (Statement of Econormic Intérests) is not submitted. Form 700
(Staternent of Economic: Interests) may be- obtained at

httpfhwwnw, fDDG ca. qov/Form /00 nml

fNext Stegs App icants who meet miinimuny: quahf cations will be ¢ontacted by the:
Rules.Committee Clerk once the Rules Committee Chair determines the date of the
-heanng Members of the Rules Commiittee will consider the appointment at the m@e’ung
“and apphcants may be asked to state their qualn‘" ications. The appointment of an:

-individual nominafed by the Rules Comrhittee Will be forwarded to the Board of
Supervisors for final approval.

Please Note: Dependmg upori the posang date fhls vacarncy. n"ay have a!ready beernr
filled. To determineif vacancy for this Commlss:on is still- available, oF if’ Yyourequire:
additional information, -please call the Rules Committee Clerk at'415-554-7702.

Cierk or the BOa.l'd

DATED/POSTED: January 26, 2017
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San Francisco
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Date Printed:  February 17, 2017 . Date Established: November 6, 2001
Active

ETHICS COMMISSION 2002

Contact and Address:

LeeAnn Petham Executive Director

Ethics Commission
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220

San Francisco, CA. 94102°

Phone: (415) 252-3100
Fax: (415) 252-3112
Email: leeann.pelham@sfgov.org

Authority:

Charter Section 15.100. (Proposition E — Elections, Ethics & Outside Counsel approved by the
voters on November 6,2001) -

Board Qualifications:

The Ethics Commission shall consist of five members, one member of whom is appointed by
the Board of Supervisors. The member appointed by the Board of Supervisors shall be broadly
representative of the general public.

The Mayor, the City Attorney, the District Attorney and the Assessor each shall appoint one
member of the Commission that comprise the other four members. The member appointed by
the Mayor shall have a background in public information and public meetings. The member
appointed by the City Attorney shall have a background in law as it relates to government
ethics. The member appointed by the Assessor shall have a background in campaign finance.
The member appointed by the District Attorney shall be broadly representative of the general
public.

The members shall serve six-year terms, provided that the first five commissioners to be
appointed to take office on the first day of February 2002 shall by lot classify their terms so that
the term of one commissioner shall expire at 12:00 noon on each of the second, third, fourth,
fifth and sixth anniversaries of such date, and on the expiration of these and successive terms of
office, the appointments shall be made for six-year terms. In the event of a vacancy, the officer
who appointed the member vacating the office shall appoint a qualified person to complete the
remainder of the term. ‘

\

"R Board Description” (Screen Print)
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San Francisco
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Members of the Commission shall be officers of the City and County, and may be removed by
the appointing authority only pursuant to Section 15.105. No person may serve more than one
six-year term as a member of the Commission, provided that persons appointed to fill a vacancy
for an unexpired term with less than three years remaining or appointed to an initial term of
three or fewer years shall be eligible to be appointed to one additional six-year term. Any term
served before the effective date of this Section shall not count toward a member’s term limit.
Any person who completes a term as a Commissioner shall be eligible for reappointment six
years after the expiration of his or her term.

During his or her tenure, a member of the Commission may not: hold any other City or County
office or be an officer of a political party. No member or employee of the Ethics Commission
may be a registered lobbyist or campaign consultant, or be employed by or receive gifts or other
" |compensation from a registered lobbyist or campaign consultant, No member or employee of
the Ethics Commission may participate in any campaign supporting or opposing a candidate for
City elective office, a City ballot measure, or a City officer running for any elective office.
Participation in a campaign includes but is not limited to making contributions or soliciting
contributions to any committee within the Ethics Commission's jurisdiction, publicly endorsing
or urging endorsement of a candidate or ballot measure, or participating in decisions by
organizations to participate in a campaign.

The Commission may subpoena witnesses, compel their attendance and testimony, administer
oaths and affirmations, take evidence and require by subpoena the production of any books,
papers, records or other items material to the performance of the Commission's duties or
exercise of its powers.

The Commission serves the public, city employees and officials and candidates for public office
through education and enforcement of ethics laws. The Commission provides open access to
public records in ethics-related matters. The Commission acts as filing officer for, and auditor
of, financial disclosure statements filed by political candidates and committees and designated
City and County employees. The Commission assesses fees and penalties for failure to adhere to
deadlines and requirements, audits statements to ensure compliance with contribution limits,
administers an education program, and produces educational materials. It also oversees
registration and regulation of lobbyists, investigates ethics complaints, provides advice on
ethical matters and publishes statistical reports.

Its duties include: filing and auditing of campaign finance disclosure statements; campaign
consultant registration and regulation; lobbyist registration and regulation; filing officer for
statements of economic interest; administration of the Whistleblower program; investigations of
ethics complaints; enforcement education and training; and providing advice and statistical
reporting,

"R Board Description" (Screen Print)
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Reports: Statistical reports

Sunset Date: None

"R Board Description" (Screen Print)
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