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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

Application for Boards, Commissions, Committees, & Task Forces

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

Name of Board/Commission/Committee/Task Force:

Seat # (Required - see Vacancy Notice for qualifications): 10
Full Name: CYNthia Dai
Zip Code: 941 1 O
oceupation: Migmt Consultant
Work Phone: 419-285-4855 Employer: D@IN@MIC Consulting, Inc.

Business Address: 209 Andover Street, Ste 100 Zip Code: 94110
cyn@dainamic.com

Business Email: Home Email:

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(2), Boards and Commissions established by the Charter must consist of
residents of the City and County of San Francisco who are 18 years of age or older (unless otherwise stated in the code
authority). For certain appointments, the Board of Supervisors may waive the residency requirement.

Resident of San Francisco: Yes ® No [ If No, place of residence:
18 Years of Age or Older: Yes B No O

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(1), please state how your qualifications represent the communities of interest,
neighborhoods, and the diversity in ethnicity, race, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, types of disabilities,
and any other relevant demographic qualities of the City and County of San Francisco:

As a former California Citizens Redistricting Commissioner (CCRC), San Francisco Elections Commissioner
(SFEC), and US Census enumerator, | am intimately aware of the many communities of interest,
neighborhoods and diverse people that make up our City and County. In these roles, | have strongly
advocated for open government, transparency, and other democratic reforms that improve fair representation
and elevate civic engagement. Most recently on the SFEC, | led efforts to improve elections results reporting,
especially to increase understanding of ranked-choice results, as well as ensure fair redistricting.

As a CCRC Commissioner during the 2011 redistricting cycle, | was actively involved in outreach activities,
raising awareness in the media and speaking at community events to solicit public input on state electoral
maps. In recognition of its commitment to transparency, the CCRC won the 2017 Roy and Lila Ash
Innovation Award for Public Engagement in Government from Harvard Kennedy School’s Ash Center for
Democratic Governance and Innovation. | also ran the Commission's efforts to educate other states about
independent citizens commissions (including personally visiting MI, NC, PA, and VA) and how transparent,
community-centered redistricting can make government more accountable to the people.

I have run a small business in the Bernal Heights neighborhood for 30+ years and identify as an Asian
lesbian woman.

(Applications must be submitted to BOS-Appointments@sfgov.org or to the mailing address listed above.)



Business and/or Professional Experience:

| am an entrepreneur, interim executive, and strategy consultant. Through my growth strategy
firm, Dainamic Consulting, Inc., | have advised international tech firms and startups, social
enterprises and nonprofits to scale their businesses and impact. | have also designed and
taught courses in (Social) Entrepreneurship, Leadership and Teamwork, Impact Investing and
Social Finance, as adjunct faculty at UC Berkeley's Sutardja Center for Entrepreneurship &
Technology, Santa Clara University's School of Engineering, Northeastern University's
D'Amore-McKim School of Business and other academic institutions.

My general management experience includes governance, running effective organizations,
and due process, which complements my public and social sector background.

Civic Activities:

| just completed a partial term on the SF Elections Commission (2/10/2022-1/6/2025). |
previously served as a rotating Chair on the inaugural California Citizens Redistricting
Commission (2010-2020) and on the Boards of the Miller Center for Social Entrepreneurship
at Santa Clara University, Habitat for Humanity San Francisco, and Lyon-Martin Women's
Health Services. | am currently an Executive Mentor for the Miller Center for Social
Entrepreneurship, advising leading global social enterprises pro bono in its accelerator
programs and am an active volunteer to selected nonprofits through the Stanford Alumni
Consulting Team.

My skills and experience from civic activities have prepared me to serve effectively on the
SOTF and fulfill its mission to ensure public access to City government.

Have you attended any meetings of the body to which you are applying? Yes B No O

An appearance before the Rules Committee may be required at a scheduled public hearing, prior to the Board of Supervisors
considering the recommended appointment. Applications should be received ten (10) days prior to the scheduled public
hearing.

b660-84555473ef98

Appllcant’s S|gnature (requ"'ed) b660-84555473ef98 Date: 2025.01.25 13:02:31 -08'00'
(Manually sign or type your complete name.
NOTE: By typing your complete name, you are
hereby consenting to use of electronic signature.)

cdb03728-794a-43fd- Digitally signed by cdb03728-794a-43fd-
oot 112512025

Please Note: Your application will be retained for one year. Once completed, this form, including all attachments, become
public record.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

Appointed to Seat #: Term Expires: Date Vacated:

(4/5/2023) Page 2 of 2



060600029-NFH-0029 1675595

Date Initial Filing Received
CALIFORNIA FORM 7 0 0 STATEMENT (():l;\llEéJROﬁf\)gIIEC INTERESTS Initial Filing Rec
A PUBLIC DOCUMENT

Please type or print in ink.

NAME OF FILER (LAST) (FIRST) (MIDDLE)

Dai, Cynthia

1. Office, Agency, or Court

Agency Name (Do not use acronyms)

City and County of San Francisco
Division, Board, Department, District, if applicable Your Position

Elections Commission Commissioner

» If filing for multiple positions, list below or on an attachment. (Do not use acronyms)

Agency: Position:

2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at least one box)

[ ] State [_] Judge, Retired Judge, Pro Tem Judge, or Court Commissioner
(Statewide Jurisdiction)

(] Multi-County County of San Francisco

] City of [] Other

3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box)

[] Annual: The period covered is January 1, 2024, through Leaving Office: Date Left _01 / 06 /2025
December 31, 2024. (Check one circle below.)
-or- . -
The period covered is / / , through (] The period covered is January 1, 2024, through the date of
December 31, 2024. -or- leaving office.
(] Assuming Office: Date assumed / / The period covered is _01 / 01 /2025 through
the date of leaving office.
[] Candidate: Date of Election and office sought, if different than Part 1:
4. Schedule Summary (required) » Total number of pages including this cover page: 1
Schedules attached
[] Schedule A1 - Investments — schedule attached [ ] Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Positions — schedule attached
[ ] Schedule A-2 - Investments — schedule attached [] Schedule D - Income - Gilts - schedule attached
[] Schedule B - Real Property — schedule attached [ ] Schedule E - Income — Gifts — Travel Payments — schedule attached

-or- None - No reportable interests on any schedule

5. Verification

MAILING ADDRESS STREET CITY STATE ZIP CODE
(Business or Agency Address Recommended - Public Document)

1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 48 San Francisco CA 94102
DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
( 415 ) 554-4375 cyn@dainamic.com

| have used all reasonable diligence in preparing this statement. | have reviewed this statement and to the best of my knowledge the information contained
herein and in any attached schedules is true and complete. | acknowledge this is a public document.

| certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date Signed 01/10/2025 Signature Cynthia Dai
(month, day, year) (File the originally signed paper statement with your filing official.)

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2024/2025)
advice@fppc.ca.gov * 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov



City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

Application for Boards, Commissions, Committees, & Task Forces

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Name of Board/Commission/Committee/Task Force:

Seat # (Required - see Vacancy Notice for qualifications):
Honest Charley Bodkin

Full Name:

Zip Code: SHINT
Occupation: Software Engineer
Work Phone: o /ila-9o00 Employer:
Business Address: Zip Code:

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(2), Boards and Commissions established by the Charter must consist of
residents of the City and County of San Francisco who are 18 years of age or older (unless otherwise stated in the code
authority). For certain appointments, the Board of Supervisors may waive the residency requirement.

Resident of San Francisco: Yes 00 No O If No, place of residence:
18 Years of Age or Older: Yes O No O

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(1), please state how your qualifications represent the communities of interest,
neighborhoods, and the diversity in ethnicity, race, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, types of disabilities,
and any other relevant demographic gualities of the City and County of San Francisco:

As a resident of the Haight-Ashbury neighborhood and active member of the Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council (HANC), | bring
deep community engagement and understanding of neighborhood-level concerns. Through my role as Director of Operations for the
Dylan Hirsch-Shell for Mayor 2024 campaign, |'ve had the privilege of personally connecting with thousands of San Franciscans across
diverse communities, hearing firsthand their needs and aspirations for good government that is transparent, efficient, and effective.

My background in technology and journalism uniquely positions me to serve the diverse needs of San Francisco residents seeking
government transparency. Having started my career as an editorial intern at the Los Angeles Times and later founding a technology
company that served media organizations like CalMatters and Vox Media, | understand both the technical and accessibility challenges
in making public information truly accessible to all communities.

| actively demonstrate my commitment to government transparency through my blog (https://thecityandcounty.com) focused on San
Francisco civic news and issues. I've filed Sunshine Ordinance requests with multiple city departments, and I've filed public records
requests with the State of California. My data engineering expertise could help the SOTF improve the efficiency of public records
requests, potentially reducing costs for both the government and requesters. By applying technical oversight to records management
and request fulfillment processes, | could help identify opportunities to streamline operations, automate routine tasks, and make
information more readily accessible - ultimately saving taxpayer money while improving service to the public.

My strong ties to San Francisco include my two siblings and two young nephews living in the city.

(Applications must be submitted to BOS-Appointmentsi@sfzov.ore or to the mailing address listed above.)



Business and/or Professional Experience:

I bring over a decade of experience at the intersection of technology, media, and civics. My career began at the Los Angeles Times,
where 1 worked for over three years with their data journalism team, contributing to Pulitzer Prize-winning coverage and developing
data-driven stories about public infrastructure.

Following my journalism experience, | founded and served as CTO of a technology company for five years, partnering with major
media organizations including CalMatters, Vox Media, and the Los Angeles Times to improve their email newsletter production
workflows. In my recent role as Director of Operations for the Dylan Hirsch-Shell for Mayor 2024 campaign, | managed staff and
volunteers while developing custom software to manage voter data and executing communications reaching hundreds of thousands of
San Franciscans.

Currently, | maintain "The City & County," a new independent news source covering San Francisco from the neighborhoods to City
Hall, demonstrating my ongoing commitment to government transparency and public information access. This publication has already
received over 100,000 views in its first month,

Civic Activities:

Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council, Member
United Democratic Club, Member

Refuse Refuse SF, Volunteer

SF YIMBY, Member

My experience from my professional background and my civic engagement demonstrate my ability to serve effectively on the SOTF to
ensure both that the public has access to information and that we balance that need with efficient and effective administration of

government.

Have you attended any meetings of the body to which you are applying? Yes O No O

An appearance before the Rules Committee may be required at a scheduled public hearing, prior to the Board of Supervisors
considering the recommended appointment. Applications should be received ten (10) days prior to the scheduled public
hearing.

. 2/10/2025 Honest Charley Bodkin

Date Applicant’s Signature (required):

(Manually sign or type your complete name.
NOTE: By typing your complete name, you are
hereby consenting to use of electronic signature.)

Please Note: Your application will be retained for one year. Once completed,‘ this form, including all attachments, become
public record.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

Appointed to Seat #: Term Expires: Date Vacated:

(4/5/2023) Page 2 of 2



2/24/2025 - Honest Charley Bodkin - Board of Supervisors - Rules Committee

Good morning Supervisors: Chair Walton, Vice Chair Sherrill, and President Mandelman, My
name is Honest Charley Bodkin. Feel free to call me by my middle name “Charley” as well.

I’'m honored to be considered for Seat #10 on the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, which is one
of four seats allocated to members of the public who have demonstrated interest in or have
experience in the issues of citizen access and participation in local government. | have a degree
from Ithaca College’s communication school. | worked for the Los Angeles Times for almost 4
years in their newsroom, and was on a team that contributed to the Times winning a Pulitzer
Prize for Breaking News. One story that | contributed to and am particularly proud of used public
records from LA’s Department of Water and Power to report on Los Angeles’ aging water pipe
infrastructure that was projected to cost the city over a billion dollars in fixes and replacements.
After leaving the Times, | started a company which helps journalists publish their work, and was
its CTO for 5 years. We've worked with CNN, Vox Media, CalMatters, Lookout Santa Cruz, the
Harvard Shorenstein Center, MIT’s Solve initiative, the San Diego Union Tribune, and my former
employer, the Los Angeles Times.

While working closely with reporters to tell data-driven stories, I've learned not just the laws and
the mechanics regarding public information requests, but also the important role that these
requests play in safeguarding a transparent, accountable, and democratic government. I've also
filed several requests at various levels of government myself. Recently, I've started my own blog
to cover local issues named TheCityAndCounty.com, which has already received over 100
thousand views in the first month alone. However, I'm not here to apply for a seat on the task
force as a member of the media, as I'm not a paid journalist. I'm a passionate advocate for a
more efficient and effective government, better transit, more affordable housing, safer and
cleaner streets, and eradicating food insecurity, homelessness, and drug addiction. I'm also an
active member of my neighborhood association, the Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council, the
United Democratic Club, and I'm a regular attendee of meetings here at City Hall. | make it a
priority to learn as much as | can so | can bring valuable insights back to the groups I'm involved
with and the readers of my blog.

San Francisco shines the way with its Sunshine Ordinance, which both implements and
expands on the California Public Records Act and the Brown Act. It's not to say that we have the
perfect system-the law was last amended by the voters in 1999-so there is room for
improvement to help our City shine brighter. There are reforms that we can and likely should
undertake to make the system more efficient, less burdensome on city staff, and more
accountable to the people.

Should | have the privilege of being appointed to the Task Force, | look forward to working with
the other members of the Task Force to advise the Board of Supervisors and City bodies on the
Sunshine Ordinance's implementation, and on potential amendments to the Ordinance. | believe
I'm a strong choice for this seat. Thank you, and once again, | am honored to be considered. |
welcome any questions.



Date Initial Filing Received
CALIEORNIA F 0RM7OO STATEMENT c();'(:)\'/séfﬁf\)géc INTERESTS Initial Filing Rec
A PUBLIC DOCUMENT

Please type or print in ink.

NAME OF FILER (LAST) (FIRST) (MIDDLE)

Honest Bodkin Charley

1. Office, Agency, or Court

Agency Name (Do not use acronyms)
City and County of San Francisco

Division, Board, Department, District, if applicable Your Position

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Commissioner

» [f filing for multiple positions, list below or on an attachment. (Do not use acronyms)

Agency: Position:

2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at least one box)

[ ] State [_] Judge, Retired Judge, Pro Tem Judge, or Court Commissioner
(Statewide Jurisdiction)

[ Multi-County County of S@n Francisco

city of San Francisco [] Other

3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box)

Annual: The period covered is January 1, 2025, through [ ] Leaving Office: Date Left / /
p y g 9
December 31, 2025. (Check one circle below.)
-or- ) .
The period covered is / J , through (] The period covered is January 1, 2024, through the date of
December 31, 2024. op. 2aving office.
(] Assuming Office: Date assumed / / [ The period covered is I I through
the date of leaving office.
[] Candidate: Date of Election and office sought, if different than Part 1:
4. Schedule Summary (required) » Total number of pages including this cover page:
Schedules attached
[] Schedule A1 - Investments — schedule attached [ ] Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Positions — schedule attached
[ ] Schedule A-2 - Investments — schedule attached [] Schedule D - Income - Gilts - schedule attached
[] Schedule B - Real Property — schedule attached [] Schedule E - Income - Gifts — Travel Payments — schedule attached
-or- /] None - No reportable interests on any schedule

5. Verification

MAILING ADDRESS STREET CITY STATE ZIP CODE
(Business or Agency Address Recommended - Public Document)

1704 Waller St San Francisco CA 94117
DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
(415 ) 718-9505 hcbodkin@amail.com

| have used all reasonable diligence in preparing this statement. | have reviewed this statement and to the best of my knowledge the information contained
herein and in any attached schedules is true and complete. | acknowledge this is a public document.

| certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date Signed Feburary, 10, 2025 Signature Honest Charley Bodkin
(month, day, year) (File the originally signed paper statement with your filing official.)

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2024/2025)
advice@fppc.ca.gov » 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov
Page -6



From: Dylan Hirsch-Shell

To: BOS-Appointments

Cc: Young, Victor (BOS

Subject: Letter of Support for Honest Charley Bodkin — Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, Seat #10
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 5:54:16 PM

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

I am writing to express my strong support for the appointment of Honest Charley Bodkin to
Seat #10 on the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have had the privilege of working closely
with Charley and have seen firsthand his dedication to government transparency, public
accountability, and civic engagement. His qualifications and experience make him an ideal
candidate for this position.

Charley has demonstrated a deep and sustained interest in citizen access to local government.
As Director of Operations for my 2024 mayoral campaign, he directly engaged with thousands
of San Franciscans, helping to identify and address concerns about city governance,
transparency, and accountability. His efforts in public outreach and voter engagement reflect
his strong commitment to ensuring that all residents have access to clear and reliable
information about their government.

Beyond his campaign work, Charley has a unique blend of experience in journalism,
technology, and civic participation that is particularly well-suited for the Sunshine Ordinance
Task Force. As a former data journalist and newsroom engineer for the Los Angeles Times, he
contributed to Pulitzer Prize-winning coverage and has a deep understanding of how public
records and transparency impact civic life. After leaving the LA Times, he was the co-founder
and CTO of Yellow Brim, which worked with numerous media companies, including his
former employer, Tribune Publishing, CalMatters, and Vox Media to improve the efficiency
of journalists. His work in technology demonstrates his commitment to supporting the work of
journalists and to enhancing the accessibility of public information.

Charley’s personal dedication to transparency is evident in his independent journalism through
The City & County, a platform he created to provide in-depth coverage of San Francisco’s
government and civic affairs. Additionally, he has firsthand experience navigating the
Sunshine Ordinance process, having filed public records requests with multiple city
departments and the State of California. His technical expertise in data engineering would
bring valuable insight to the Task Force, helping to streamline public records request
processing and improve public access to information.

Beyond his professional credentials, Charley is a committed community member. As a
resident of Haight Ashbury neighborhood and an active member of the Haight Ashbury
Neighborhood Council, he understands local concerns and the importance of government
responsiveness. His involvement with organizations such as the United Democratic Club, SF
YIMBY, and Refuse Refuse SF further underscores his commitment to civic participation and
good governance.



San Francisco needs individuals like Honest Charley Bodkin on the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force—people who are not only passionate about transparency but also have the skills and
experience to improve the system. His background in journalism, technology, and civic
engagement makes him exceptionally well-qualified to serve. I urge you to give his
application your full consideration.

Thank you for your time and attention. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions
or require further information.

Sincerely,
Dylan Hirsch-Shell

Potrero Hill Resident, MIT Alum, Ex-Tesla Engineer, and 2024 Candidate for Mayor of San
Francisco



City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

Application for Boards, Commissions, Committees, & Task Forces

Name of Board/Commission/Committee/Task Force: The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

Seat 10

Seat # (Required - see Vacancy Notice for qualifications):

Joseph Sangirardi

o, CA Zip Code: 94114

Advancement

Occupation:

Work Phone: 918-951-1897 Employer. Equality California

Business Address: 1150 S Olive Street, 10th Floor Los Angeles, CA Zip Code: 90015

Business Email: joe@eqca'org Home Ema_

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(2), Boards and Commissions established by the Charter must consist of
residents of the City and County of San Francisco who are 18 years of age or older (unless otherwise stated in the code
authority). For certain appointments, the Board of Supervisors may waive the residency requirement.

Resident of San Francisco: Yes l No O If No, place of residence:
18 Years of Age or Older: Yes B No O

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(1), please state how your qualifications represent the communities of interest,
neighborhoods, and the diversity in ethnicity, race, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, types of disabilities,
and any other relevant demographic qualities of the City and County of San Francisco:

I'm proud of my deep history of advocacy for greater governmental transparency and
accountability. As a member of the LGBTQ+ community | am particularly aware of how the
government has been used as a tool to discriminate against and diminish the lived experience
of LGBTQ+ people. From abuse of process to block implementation of civil rights laws, to
backroom deals to exclude specific groups within the LGBTQ+ community from receiving the
same protections as others, | have concluded that transparency in process is an essential tool
in our fight for our civil rights. If we're not at the table, we must at least be able to witness what
is being discussed at the table. As we saw with Employment Non-Discrimination Act (ENDA) in
2009 when Congressman Barney Frank sought to exclude trans folks in that hopes that
throwing them under the bus might pass ENDA, we have seen that even members of our own
community must be held accountable and we must have direct and immediate access to the
public work of public officials in order to advance and protect our community.

(Applications must be submitted to BOS-Appointments@sfgov.org or to the mailing address listed above.)




Business and/or Professional Experience:

| work in perhaps the most transparent and accountable area of nonprofit work - fundraising.
For all of the organizations | have ever worked for, there are public financials available. | have
spent my career working closely with CPAs and grant-giving public agencies and foundations
to ensure the transparency and clarity of our fundraising and financials. In my commitment to
this work, | sought and earned a Certificate of Nonprofit Financial Management from Harvard in
2021. This course was helpful in refining how | was able to manage and report on multi-million
dollar grants where the grants were accountable to public agencies. | also had a strong
emphasis in professional education in political philosophy, specifically around the structure of
government and how America's constitutional republic has changed over the last 250 years.
My emphasis on jurisprudence provided deep visibility into the history of public officials -
elected and appointed - avoiding transparency and accountability from courts and oversight
agencies and what kinds of laws were effective in providing daylight into these goings on.

Civic Activities:

| have founded, volunteered for, and serves on the board of numerous nonprofit:

- San Francisco Fire Department, Certificate, Neighborhood Emergency Response Team

- Castro Community Benefit District (former Retail Strategy Committee member)

- AIDS LifeCycle (3-time Cyclist)

- Eureka Valley Neighborhood Association (former Secretary, Vice President)

- University of Oklahoma's LGBTQ Alumni Society (founder, former Secretary, President)

- Alice B Toklas LGBTQ+ Democratic Club (current Parliamentarian & Policy Co-Chair, former
Finance Co-Chair, PAC Co-Chair, Membership Co-Chair)

- San Francisco Democratic County Central Committee (current Bylaws Chair, former Gala
Co-Chair)

Through my service on boards, | have provided my experience in financial oversight, and
accountability in operation and programmatic execution. Privately, | have participated in public
comment, I regularly reV|ew public meetlng minutes of specific comm|SS|ons Ilke the SFMTA

Have you attended any meetings of the body to which you are applying? Yes B No O

An appearance before the Rules Committee may be required at a scheduled public hearing, prior to the Board of Supervisors
considering the recommended appointment. Applications should be received ten (10) days prior to the scheduled public
hearing.

Date: 01/15/2026 Applicant’s Signature (required) ZQ W

anua y n ort e r complete name.
B typingyou mplete name, you are
hereby consenting to use of electronic signature.)

Please Note: Your application will be retained for one year. Once completed, this form, including all attachments, become
public record.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

Appointed to Seat #: Term Expires: Date Vacated:

(4/5/2023) Page 2 of 2



STATEMENT OF ECONOMIC INTERESTS ~ Dete Inial Fiing Received

Filing Official Use Only

caLirorniAForM £ 00

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION COVER PAGE
A PUBLIC DOCUMENT

Please type or print in ink.

NAME OF FILER (LAST) (FIRST) (MIDDLE)

Sangirardi Joseph Anthony

1. Office, Agency, or Court

Agency Name (Do not use acronyms)
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

Division, Board, Department, District, if applicable Your Position

Commissioner

» [f filing for multiple positions, list below or on an attachment. (Do not use acronyms)

Agency: Position:

2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at least one box)

[] State [] Judge (Supreme, Appellate, Superior Court), Retired Judge,
Pro Tem Judge, or Court Commissioner (Statewide Jurisdiction)

(] Multi-County County of S@N Francisco

city of San Francisco (] Other

3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box)

Annual: The period covered is January 1, 2025, through [] Leaving Office: Date Left / /
December 31, 2025. (Check one circle below.)
-or-
The period covered is / J , through ] The period covered is January 1, 2025, through the date of
December 31, 2025. -or- leaving office.
(] Assuming Office: Date assumed / / [] The period covered is I I through
the date of leaving office.
[] Candidate: Date of Election and office sought, if different than Part 1:
4. Schedule Summary (required) » Total number of pages including this cover page:
Schedules attached
[[] Schedule A-1 - Investments — schedule attached [X] Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Positions — schedule attache
[] Schedule A-2 - Investments — schedule attached [d] Schedule D - Income - Gifts — schedule attached
] Schedule B - Real Property — schedule attache [ ] Schedule E - Income — Gifts — Travel Payments — schedule attached

[ ] Attachment 700-P - Prospective Employment (87200 Filers Only) — schedule attached

-0or- ] None - No reportable interests on any schedule

5. Verification

MAILING ADDRESS STREET CITY STATE ZIP CODE
(Business or Agency Address Recommended - Public Document)

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,Room @ San Francisco CA 94102
DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
(415 ) 554-7724 sotf@sfqov.org

| have used all reasonable diligence in preparing this statement. | have reviewed this statement and to the best of my knowledge the information contained
herein and in any attached schedules is true and complete. | acknowledge this is a public document.

| certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoihg is tréie_and correct.

Date Signed 1/15/2026 Signature (
(month, day, year) \ '{Filyﬂe on'gil@Ysig?’ed péper statement with your filing official.)
— =~

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2025/2026)
advice@fppc.ca.gov * 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov
Page -6




SCHEDULE B

CALIFORNIA FORM 700

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Interests in Real Property Name
(Including Rental Income)

» ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER OR STREET ADDRESS

220 Liberty Street

CITY
San Francisco

FAIR MARKET VALUE
[ ]$2,000 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/25 | /25

[ $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
Over $1,000,000
NATURE OF INTEREST
[ ] Ownership/Deed of Trust [ ] Easement
[ ] Leasehold []
Yrs. remaining Other

IF RENTAL PROPERTY, GROSS INCOME RECEIVED
[ ]$0 - $499 [ ] $500 - $1,000 [ ]$1,001 - $10,000

[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000

SOURCES OF RENTAL INCOME: If you own a 10% or greater

interest, list the name of each tenant that is a single source of
income of $10,000 or more.

D None

» ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER OR STREET ADDRESS

CITY

FAIR MARKET VALUE
[ ]$2,000 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/25 | /25

[ $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
[ ] Over $1,000,000
NATURE OF INTEREST
[ ] Ownership/Deed of Trust [ ] Easement
[ ] Leasehold []
Yrs. remaining Other

IF RENTAL PROPERTY, GROSS INCOME RECEIVED
[ ]$0 - $499 [ ] $500 - $1,000 [ ]$1,001 - $10,000

[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000

SOURCES OF RENTAL INCOME: If you own a 10% or greater

interest, list the name of each tenant that is a single source of
income of $10,000 or more.

D None

* . . . . . . . ,

You are not required to report loans from a commercial lending institution made in the lender’s regular course of
business on terms available to members of the public without regard to your official status. Personal loans and
loans received not in a lender’s regular course of business must be disclosed as follows:

NAME OF LENDER*

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER

INTEREST RATE TERM (Months/Years)

% | ] None

HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD
[ ]$500 - $1,000 [ ]$1,001 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000

D Guarantor, if applicable

NAME OF LENDER*

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER

INTEREST RATE TERM (Months/Years)

%  [_] None

HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD
[ ] $500 - $1,000 [ ]$1,001 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000

D Guarantor, if applicable

Comments:

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule B (2025/2026)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov
Page - 12



Instructions — Schedule B
Interests in Real Property

Report interests in real property located in your agency’s
jurisdiction in which you, your spouse or registered domestic
partner, or your dependent children had a direct, indirect, or
beneficial interest totaling $2,000 or more any time during
the reporting period. Real property is also considered to be
“within the jurisdiction” of a local government agency if the
property or any part of it is located within two miles outside
the boundaries of the jurisdiction or within two miles of any
land owned or used by the local government agency. (See
Reference Pamphlet, page 14.)

Interests in real property include:

* An ownership interest (including a beneficial ownership
interest)

» Adeed of trust, easement, or option to acquire property

If you received rental income, check the box indicating the
gross amount you received.

If you had a 10% or greater interest in real property and
received rental income, list the name of the source(s) if
your pro rata share of the gross income from any single
tenant was $10,000 or more during the reporting period.

If you received a total of $10,000 or more from two or more
tenants acting in concert (in most cases, this will apply to
married couples), disclose the first and last name of each
tenant. Otherwise, mark “None.”

Loans from a private lender that total $500 or more and

are secured by real property may be reportable. Loans
from commercial lending institutions made in the
lender’s regular course of business on terms available
to members of the public without regard to your official

* Aleasehold interest (See Reference Pamphlet, page 15.)

A mining lease

An interest in real property held in a retirement account
(See Reference Pamphlet, page 16.)

An interest in real property held by a business entity or
trust in which you, your spouse or registered domestic
partner, and your dependent children together had a 10%
or greater ownership interest (Report on Schedule A-2.)

Your spouse’s or registered domestic partner’s interests in
real property that are legally held separately by him or her

You are not required to report:

Aresidence, such as a home or vacation cabin, used
exclusively as a personal residence (However, a residence
in which you rent out a room or for which you claim a
business deduction may be reportable. If reportable,
report the fair market value of the portion claimed as a tax
deduction.)

Some interests in real property held through a blind trust
(See Reference Pamphlet, page 17.)
* Please note: A non-reportable property can still
be grounds for a conflict of interest and may be
disqualifying.

To Complete Schedule B:

Report the precise location (e.g., an assessor’s parcel
number or address) of the real property.

Check the box indicating the fair market value of your
interest in the property (regardless of what you owe on the
property).

Enter the date acquired or disposed only if you initially
acquired or entirely disposed of your interest in the
property during the reporting period.

Identify the nature of your interest. If it is a leasehold,
disclose the number of years remaining on the lease.

Reminders

e Income and loans already reported on Schedule B are
not also required to be reported on Schedule C.

o Real property already reported on Schedule A-2, Part 4
is not also required to be reported on Schedule B.

e Code filers — do your disclosure categories require
disclosure of real property?

status are not reportable.

When reporting a loan:

- Provide the name and address of the lender.
- Describe the lender’s business activity.

- Disclose the interest rate and term of the loan. For
variable interest rate loans, disclose the conditions
of the loan (e.g., Prime + 2) or the average interest
rate paid during the reporting period. The term of
a loan is the total number of months or years given
for repayment of the loan at the time the loan was

established.

- Check the box indicating the highest balance of the
loan during the reporting period.

- ldentify a guarantor, if applicable.

If you have more than one
reportable loan on a single
piece of real property, report
the additional loan(s) on
Schedule C.

Example:

Allison Gande is a city
planning commissioner.
During the reporting period,
Allison received rental income
of $12,000, from a single
tenant who rented property
owned in the city’s jurisdiction.
If Allison received $6,000
each from two tenants, the
tenants’ names would not be
required because no single
tenant paid her $10,000 or
more. A married couple is
considered a single tenant.

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER OR STREET ADDRESS
4600 24th Street

oy

Sacramento

FAIR MARKET VALUE
[] $2.000 - $10,000

[ 510,001 - $100,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000
[ Over $1,000,000

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE
/. /XX /. /XX
ACQUIRED DISPOSED

NATURE OF INTEREST
[] Ownership/Deed of Trust [ Easement

O Leasehold |
e

IF RENTAL PROPERTY, GROSS INCOME RECEIVED

[ s0 - $499 [ 500 - $1,000 [J $1.001 - $10,000

$10,001 - $100,000 [] OVER $100,000

SOURCES OF RENTAL INCOME: If you own a 10% or greater
f each tenant that is r

interest, list the name o single source
wwwwww of $10,000 or more.

O None
Henry Wells

of

NAME OF LENDER*
Sophia Petroillo
ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

2121 Blue Sky Parkway, Sacramento
BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER
Restaurant Owner
INTEREST RATE

8 %  [] None

HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD
[J $500 - $1,000 [J 81,001 - $10,000
[X] $10,001 - $100,000 [J oveR $100,000

TERM (Months/Years)

15 Years

[] Guarantor, if applicable

FPPC Form 700 (2025/2026)
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SCHEDULE C CALIFORNIA FORM 700
Income Loans & Business FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION
J J
Positions Name

(Other than Gifts and Travel Payments)

» 1. INCOME RECEIVED » 1. INCOME RECEIVED

NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME
Equality California
ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

1150 S Olive Street, 10th Floor Los Angelegy

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION

GROSS INCOME RECEIVED D No Income - Business Position Only
[ ] $500 - $1,000 [ ] $1,001 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 OVER $100,000

CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED

D Salary D Spouse’s or registered domestic partner’s income
(For self-employed use Schedule A-2.)

D Partnership (Less than 10% ownership. For 10% or greater use
Schedule A-2.)

[ ] sale of

[ ] Loan repayment

(Real property, car, boat, etc.)

D Commission or D Rental Income, list each source of $10,000 or more

(Describe)

[ ] other

(Describe)

NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION

GROSS INCOME RECEIVED D No Income - Business Position Only
[ ] $500 - $1,000 [ ]$1,001 - $10,000
[ ]$10,001 - $100,000 [ ] OVER $100,000

CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED

D Salary D Spouse’s or registered domestic partner’s income
(For self-employed use Schedule A-2.)

D Partnership (Less than 10% ownership. For 10% or greater use
Schedule A-2.)

[ ] Sale of

[ ] Loan repayment

(Real property, car, boat, etc.)

D Commission or D Rental Income, list each source of $10,000 or more

(Describe)

[ ] other

(Describe)

» 2. LOANS RECEIVED OR OUTSTANDING DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD
*

You are not required to report loans from a commercial lending institution, or any indebtedness created as part of
a retail installment or credit card transaction, made in the lender’s regular course of business on terms available
to members of the public without regard to your official status. Personal loans and loans received not in a lender’s

regular course of business must be disclosed as follows:

NAME OF LENDER*

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER

HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD
[ ] $500 - $1,000

[ ]$1,001 - $10,000

[ ]$10,001 - $100,000

[ ] OVER $100,000

Comments:

INTEREST RATE TERM (Months/Years)

% [ ] None

SECURITY FOR LOAN
[ ] None [ ] Personal residence

[ ] Real Property

Street address

City

[ ] Guarantor

[ ] Other

(Describe)

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule C (2025/2026)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 ¢ www.fppc.ca.gov
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

Application for Boards, Commissions, Committees, & Task Forces

. . Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Name of Board/Commission/Committee/Task Force:

Seat # (Required - see Vacancy Notice for qualifications):

Full Name: Kartik Sathappan
Zip Code: 94108
Occupation: Investor
Work Phone: Employer: Self-Employed
Business Address: 2 Gode

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(2), Boards and Commissions established by the Charter must consist of
residents of the City and County of San Francisco who are 18 years of age or older (unless otherwise stated in the code
authority). For certain appointments, the Board of Supervisors may waive the residency requirement.

Resident of San Francisco: Yes ® No [ If No, place of residence:
18 Years of Age or Older: Yes ® No O

Pursuant to Charter, Section 4.101(a)(1), please state how your qualifications represent the communities of interest,
neighborhoods, and the diversity in ethnicity, race, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, types of disabilities,
and any other relevant demographic qualities of the City and County of San Francisco:

As an Indian-American parent and long-term San Francisco resident of nearly a decade, now
living in Nob Hill (District 3), | represent the interests of diverse families and young parents in
the city—where young parents are underrepresented. My lived experience highlights the need
for transparent government processes to support families navigating urban challenges, such
as access to parks and playgrounds. Through my work with the Nob Hill Association and other
parents, I've collaborated to improve playgrounds for diverse families, addressing the needs
of Asian-American, Hispanic, and low-income residents. | am committed to ensuring the
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force upholds transparency for all San Franciscans, especially
those facing barriers to accessing government information.

(Applications must be submitted to BOS-Appointments@sfgov.org or to the mailing address listed above.)




Business and/or Professional Experience:

At Intuit, | simplified complex, highly-regulated forms, ensuring clarity and accessibility for
diverse users—a skill directly aligned with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force’s mission to
enhance government transparency. I've worked at numerous small businesses and at
Neighborly, where | successfully collaborated with Berkeley city government to explore frontier
technology from San Francisco, democratizing access to municipal bonds. These experiences
underscore my commitment to making government processes open and understandable for
all residents, including underrepresented young parents.

Civic Activities:

| created a San Francisco voter guide that reached over four million people during the last
election, making ballot measures and local governance more accessible to the public—
directly supporting transparency and civic engagement. As a Nob Hill resident, | host house
parties and community meetings to inform neighbors and citizens about voting, upcoming
elections, and supervisor races, fostering public participation. | also work with the Nob Hill
Association and other parents to improve parks and playgrounds, advocating for family-
friendly policies for underrepresented young parents in San Francisco. Serving on the
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force would allow me to further champion public access to
government information for all residents.

Have you attended any meetings of the body to which you are applying? Yes 0 No H

An appearance before the Rules Committee may be required at a scheduled public hearing, prior to the Board of Supervisors
considering the recommended appointment. Applications should be received ten (10) days prior to the scheduled public
hearing.

Date: 02/24/25 Applicant’s Signature (required): %%/

(Mangeg)’/:‘}én or type your complete name.

NOTE? Yping your complete name, you are
hereby consenting to use of electronic signature.)

Please Note: Your application will be retained for one year. Once completed, this form, including all attachments, become
public record.
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

Appointed to Seat #: Term Expires: Date Vacated:

(4/5/2023) Page 2 of 2



iling Official Use Only

CALIFORNIA FQRM7OO STATEMENT gzngor:’ggéc |NTERESTS Date I‘pmal Filing Received

A PUBLIC DOCUMENT

Please type or print in ink.

NAME OF FILER (LAST) (FIRST) (MIDDLE)
Sathappan Kartik Palaniappan
1. Office, Agency, or Court

Agency Name (Do not use acronyms)

Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

Division, Board, Department, District, if applicable Your Position
City and County of San Francisco Member, Seat 10
» If filing for multiple positions, list below or on an attachment. (Do not use acronyms)
Agency: Position:
2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at least one box)
State Judge, Retired Judge, Pro Tem Judge, or Court Commissioner
(Statewide Jurisdiction)
Multi-County County of
m ciy of SAN Francisco Other
3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box)
Annual: The period covered is January 1, 2024, through Leaving Office: Date Left /. /
December 31, 2024. (Check one circle below.)
-or-
The period covered is I / through The period covered is January 1, 2024, through the date of
December 31, 2024. . leaving office.
] Assuming Office: Date assumed 03 / 18 / 2025 The period covered I3 / / through
the date of leaving office.
Candidate: Date of Election and office sought, if different than Part 1:
4. Schedule Summary (required) » Total number of pages including this cover page:
Schedules attached
+ Schedule A-1 - Investments — schedule attached Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Positions — schedule attached
Schedule A-2 - Investments — schedule attached Schedule D - Income — Gifts — schedule attached
Schedule B - Real Property — schedule attached Schedule E - Income — Gifts — Travel Payments — schedule attached
-0or- None - No reportable interests on any schedule

5. Verification

MAILING ADDRESS STREET CITY STATE ZIP CODE
(Business or Agency Address Recommended - Public Document)

39 Dashiell Hammett St San Francisco CA 94108
DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
(740 ) 296-9797 kartiksathappan@gmail.com

| have used all reasonable diligence in preparing this statement. | have reviewed this statement and to the best of my knowledge the information contained
herein and in any attached schedules is true and complete. | acknowledge this is a public document.

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date Signed 03/04/2025 Signature @-’l/‘/ C

(month, day, year) 7 ( @ﬂww@naflysignedp@erstatemntwithyowﬁngofﬁad)

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2024/2025)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ® 866-275-3772 ® www.fppc.ca.gov
Page -6



Instructions
Cover Page

Enter your name, mailing address, and daytime telephone
number in the spaces provided. Because the Form 700 is a
public document, you may list your business/office address
instead of your home address.

Part 1. Office, Agency, or Court

- Enter the name of the office sought or held, or the agency or
court. Consultants must enter the public agency name rather
than their private firm's name. (Examples: State Assembly;
Board of Supervisors; Office of the Mayor; Department of
Finance; Hope County Superior Court).

- Indicate the name of your division, board, or district, if
applicable. (Examples: Division of Waste Management;
Board of Accountancy; District 45). Do not use acronyms.

- Enter your position title. (Examples: Director; Chief Counsel;
City Council Member; Staff Services Analyst).

= If you hold multiple positions (i.e., a city council member who
also is a member of a county board or commission) you may
be required to file separate and distinct statements with each
agency. To simplify your filing obligations, in some cases you
may instead complete a single expanded statement and file it
with each agency.

» The rules and processes governing the filing of an
expanded statement are set forth in Regulation 18723.1.
To file an expanded statement for multiple positions,
enter the name of each agency with which you are
required to file and your position title with each agency
in the space provided. Do not use acronyms. Attach an
additional sheet if necessary. Complete one statement
disclosing all reportable interests for all jurisdictions.
Then file the expanded statement with each agency as
directed by Regulation 18723.1(c).

If you assume or leave a position after a filing deadline, you
must complete a separate statement. For example, a city
council member who assumes a position with a county special
district after the April annual filing deadline must file a separate
assuming office statement. In subsequent years, the city
council member may expand their annual filing to include both
positions.

Example:

Brian Bourne is a city council member for the City of Lincoln
and a board member for the Camp Far West Irrigation District
— a multi-county agency that covers the Counties of Placer and
Yuba. The City is located within Placer County. Brian may
complete one expanded statement to disclose all reportable
interests for both offices and list both positions on the Cover
Page. Brian will file the expanded statement with each the City
and the District as directed by Regulation 18723.1(c).
Part 2. Jurisdiction of Office
» Check the box indicating the jurisdiction of your agency
and, if applicable, identify the jurisdiction. Judges, judicial
candidates, and court commissioners have statewide
jurisdiction. All other filers should review the Reference
Pamphlet, page 14, to determine their jurisdiction.

= If your agency is a multi-county office, list each county in
which your agency has jurisdiction.

- If your agency is not a state office, court, county office, city
office, or multi-county office (e.g., school districts, special
districts and JPAs), check the “other” box and enter the
county or city in which the agency has jurisdiction.

Example:

This filer is a member of a water district board with jurisdiction
in portions of Yuba and Sutter Counties.

1. Office, Agency, or Court
Agency Neme (Do not wse scranyms)
Feather River Irrigation District
Divizion, Bomd, Deparimert, Disinct, # oppicable Your Pesion
N/A Board Member

» ¥ fing for muliple posBions, list below or on an slischment. (Do oo use scronyms)
NA

Agency: Possion:
2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at lsast one boxy)
[ Stete [[]Judge or Cout Commissioner (Stakewide Jurisdicion]
B Mu-Courty Yuba & Sutter Counties [ Couny of
[ City of []Other

Part 3. Type of Statement

Check at least one box. The period covered by a statement
is determined by the type of statement you are filing. If you
are completing a 2024 annual statement, do not change the
pre-printed dates to reflect 2025. Your annual statement is
used for reporting the previous year’s economic interests.
Economic interests for your annual filing covering January 1,
2025, through December 31, 2025, will be disclosed on your
statement filed in 2026. See Reference Pamphlet, page 4.

Combining Statements: Certain types of statements for the
same position may be combined. For example, if you leave
office after January 1, but before the deadline for filing your
annual statement, you may combine your annual and leaving
office statements. File by the earliest deadline. Consult your
filing officer or the FPPC.

Part 4. Schedule Summary

« Complete the Schedule Summary after you have reviewed
each schedule to determine if you have reportable
interests.

- Enter the total number of completed pages including the
cover page and either check the box for each schedule you
use to disclose interests; or if you have nothing to disclose
on any schedule, check the “No reportable interests” box.
Please do not attach any blank schedules.

Part 5. Verification

Complete the verification by signing the statement and
entering the date signed. Each statement must have an
original “wet” signature unless filed with a secure electronic
signature. (See page 4 above.) All statements must be signed
under penalty of perjury and be verified by the filer pursuant to
Government Code Section 81004. See Regulation 18723.1(c)
for filing instructions for copies of expanded statements.
When you sign your statement, you are stating, under
penalty of perjury, that it is true and correct. Only the filer
has authority to sign the statement. An unsigned statement
is not considered filed and you may be subject to late filing
penalties.

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2024/2025)
advice@fppc.ca.gov * 866-275-3772 * www.fppc.ca.gov
Page -7



SCHEDULE A1
Investments
Stocks, Bonds, and Other Interests [Name

cauirorniarorm 00

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

(Ownership Interest is Less Than 10%)
Investments must be itemized.
Do not attach brokerage or financial statements.

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Coinbase Global, Inc.
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

Cryptocurrency Exchange

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

M $10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
Bl Stock Other

(Describe)
Partnership M Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

» NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Reddit, Inc.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

Social Media Platform

FAIR MARKET VALUE

Il $2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

$10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
B Stock Other

(Describe)
Partnership M Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/ /24 / /24 / /24 / /24
ACQUIRED DISPOSED ACQUIRED DISPOSED
NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY
Unity Software Inc. Alphabet Inc.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS
Software Development Platform

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

Il $10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
B Stock Other

(Describe)
Partnership M Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/ /24
ACQUIRED

/ /24
DISPOSED

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

Internet Services and Products

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

Il $10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
B Stock Other

(Describe)
Partnership ® Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/. j24 24
ACQUIRED DISPOSED

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Opendoor Technologies Inc.
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

Real Estate Technology

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

Il $10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
B Stock Other

{Describe)
Partnership M Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE
$2,000 - $10,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000

$10,001 - $100,000
Over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
Stock Other

{Descrbe)
Partnership Income Received of $0 - $499
Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/ /24 / /24 / /24 / /24
ACQUIRED DISPOSED ACQUIRED DISPOSED
Comments:

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule A-1 (2024/2025)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ® 866-275-3772 * www.fppc.ca.gov
Page -8



SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE

The below listed summary of seats, term expirations and membership information shall serve as
notice of vacancies, upcoming term expirations, and information on currently held seats,
appointed by the Board of Supervisors. Appointments by other bodies are listed, if available.

Seat numbers listed as “VACANT” are open for immediate appointment. However, you are able
to submit applications for all seats and your application will be maintained for one year, in the

event that an unexpected vacancy or opening occurs.

Membership and Seat Qualifications

Seat | Appointing Term L
Seat Hold lificat
# Authority eat Holder Ending Qualification

Must be nominated by the local
chapter of the Society of

1 BOS Dean Schmidt 4/27/26 | Professional Journalists and be an
attorney.

Term: 2-years

Must be nominated by the local
chapter of the Society of

2 | BOS Lila LaHood 4/27/26 | Professional Journalists and be a
journalist.

Term: 2-years

Must be a member from the press
3 | BOS Saul Sugarman 4/27/26 | or electronic media.

Term: 2-years




SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE
Page 2

Seat | Appointing

u Authority Seat Holder

Term
Ending

Qualification

Ankita Mukhopadyay

4 B
05 Kumar

4/27/27

Must be nominated by the local
chapter of the Society of
Professional Journalists and be
either a journalist from a
racial/ethnic-minority-owned news
organization, a journalist whose
work focuses on issues impacting
minority racial or ethnic
communities, or a journalist who
works with a media organization or
publication whose target audience
is @ minority racial or ethnic
community. For purposes of this
subsection (a), the term
“journalist” shall be interpreted
broadly, including but not limited
to freelance journalists,
photographers, and videographers.
Term: 2-years

5 BOS Maxine Anderson

4/27/26

Must be nominated by the local
chapter of the League of Women
Voters.

Term: 2-years

6 BOS Laura Stein

4/27/26

7 BOS Matthew Yankee

4/27/26

Must be a member of the public
experienced in consumer
advocacy.

Term: 2-years

8 | BOS Chris Hyland

4/27/26

9 | BOS David Pilpel

4/27/26

10 | BOS VACANT

4/27/26

Bruce Wolfe **
11 | BOS (meets requirement
below)

4/27/27

Must have demonstrated interest
in, or have experience in, the issues
of citizen access and participation
in local government.

Term: 2-years
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Seat | Appointing Term o
Hol lif
# Authority Seat Holder Ending Qualification

The Clerk of the Board of

CcoB VACANT Indefinite | Supervisors, or his/her designee,
and serve as a non-voting member
The Mayor, or his/her designee,
and serve as a non-voting member

Mayor Michael Adams Indefinite

** Additional Qualifications: At all times, the Task Force shall include at least one member who
shall be a member of the public who is physically handicapped. All members must have
experience and/or demonstrated interest in the issues of citizen access and participation in local
government.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS (BOS) APPLICATION FORMS AVAILABLE HERE
e English - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy application.pdf
e M3 - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy application CHI.pdf
e Espafiol - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy application SPA.pdf
e Filipino - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy application FIL.pdf

(For seats appointed by other Authorities please contact the Board / Commission /
Committee / Task Force (see below) or the appointing authority directly.)

FormM 700 FILING REQUIREMENT

Pursuant to the Board of Supervisors Rules of Order all applicants applying for this body must
complete and submit, with their application, a copy (not original) of a Statement of Economic
Interests (Form 700). Applications will not be considered if a copy of Form 700 is not received.

FORM 700 AVAILABLE HERE (Required)
https://www.fppc.ca.gov/Form700.html

THE APPLICATION PROCESS

Please Note: Depending upon the posting date, a vacancy may have already been filled. To
determine if a vacancy for this Commission is still available, or if you require additional
information, please call the Rules Committee Clerk at (415) 554-5184.

Next Steps: Applicants who meet minimum qualifications will be contacted by the
Rules Committee Clerk once the Rules Committee Chair determines the date of the
hearing. Members of the Rules Committee will consider the appointment(s) at the
meeting and applicant(s) may be asked to state their qualifications. The appointment


https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_CHI.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_CHI.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_SPA.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_SPA.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_FIL.pdf
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_FIL.pdf
https://www.fppc.ca.gov/Form700.html

SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE
Page 4

of the individual(s) who is recommended by the Rules Committee will be forwarded
to the Board of Supervisors for final approval.

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force (the “Task Force”) was established to advise the Board of
Supervisors and provide information to other City departments on appropriate ways in which to
implement Administrative Code, Chapter 67 (The San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance of 1999) (the
“Ordinance”). The Task Force shall develop goals to ensure practice and timely implementation
of the Ordinance; propose amendments to the Ordinance; receive and review the annual report
of the Supervisor of Public Records and may request additional reports or information; and make
referrals to a municipal office with enforcement power under the Ordinance, the California Public
Records Act, or the Brown Act, whenever it concludes a person has violated the provisions of the
Ordinance

The Task Force consists of a total of thirteen (13) members:

Eleven (11) voting members appointed by the Board of Supervisors

e Two (2) members nominated by the local chapter of the Society of Professional Journalists;

e One (1) shall be an attorney and

e one (1) shall be a journalist.

e One (1) member shall be a member from the press or electronic media.

e One (1) member shall be a journalist from a racial/ethnic-minority-owned news organization
and nominated by New California Media.

e One (1) member nominated by the local chapter of the League of Women Voters.

e Two (2) members of the public experienced in consumer advocacy.

e Four (4) members of the public who have demonstrated interest in, or have experience in,
the issues of citizen access and participation in local government.

e One (1) member shall be the Mayor, or his/her designee, and serve as a non-voting member.

e One (1) member shall be the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, or his/her designee, and serve
as a non-voting member.

At all times, the Task Force shall include at least one member who shall be a member of the public
who is physically handicapped. All members must have experience and/or demonstrated interest
in the issues of citizen access and participation in local government. The City Attorney’s Office
shall assign an attorney to the Task Force who is experienced in public-access law matters and
serve as a legal advisor and advocate to the Task Force.

The term of each appointed member shall be two years unless removed by the Board of
Supervisors. In the event of such removal or vacancy during the term of office of any appointive
member, a successor shall be appointed for the unexpired term of the office vacated.
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In addition to regular Task Force meetings, Task Force members are expected to participate in
committee work.

Reports: The Task Force shall report annually to the Board of Supervisors on any practical
or policy problems encountered in the Administration of the Ordinance. The Task
Force shall, as it sees fit, issue public reports evaluating compliance with the
Ordinance and related California laws by the City or any department, office or
official.

Holdover Limit: Not Applicable

Authority: Administrative Code, Section 67.30 (Ordinance Nos. 265-93; 118-94; 432-94; 287-
96; 198-98; 387-98; and Proposition G, November 1999)

Sunset Date: None

Contact: Pat Petersen
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
Office of the Clerk of the Board
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-7719
sotf@sfgov.org

Updated: December 31, 2025
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DEPARTMENT ON THE STATUS OF

City and County of San Francisco
Department on the Status of Women

ondon N. Breed
Mayor

-

Dear Honorable Mayor London N. Breed and Board of Supervisors:

Please find attached the 2021 Gender Analysis of Commissions and Boards Report. We are
pleased to share that under Mayor Breed's leadership, representation of women, people of
color, and women of color on policy bodies continues to increase. Mayoral appointments are
more diverse based on gender and race compared to both supervisorial appointments and
appointments in general.

Overall, policy bodies have a larger percentage of women, members of the LGBTQIA+
community, and Veterans' than the general San Francisco population. The percentage of
women of color and people with disabilities appointed to policy bodies is near equal to the
general population. Fiscal year 2020-2021 saw the largest increase in representation of
women on policy bodies since the Department on the Status of Women started collecting
data in 2009. Women of color have the highest representation of appointees to date.

Black and African American women and men are notably well-represented on San Francisco
policy bodies. Black women are 8 percent of appointees compared to 2.4 percent of the
general San Francisco population, and Black men are 4 percent of appointees compared to
2.5 percent of the general San Francisco population. Additionally, almost 1-in-4 appointees
who responded to the survey question identify as a member of the LGBTQIA+ community.

Commissions that oversee the largest budgets have members of the LGBTQIA+ community,
people with disabilities, and Veterans represented at higher percentages than the general
population.

While San Francisco continues to make strides in diversity, there is still work to do in achieving
parity of representation for Latinx and Asian groups in appointed positions overall, as well as
women, people of color, and women of color on Commissions overseeing the largest
budgets. The Department applauds Mayor Breed for remaining committed to diversifying
policy body appointments across all diversity categories, including for positions of influence
and authority.

Thank you to Department staff who worked on this report and to members of the Commission
on the Status of Women for their ongoing advocacy for intersectional gender equity efforts.

Kimberly Ellis, Director of the Department on the Status of Women

i, 4M—

* *Veterans' refers to people who have served and/or have an immediate family member who has
served in the military.
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Executive Summary

In 2008, San Francisco voters approved a City Charter Amendment (section 4.101) establishing
as City policy for the membership of Commissions and Boards to reflect the diversity of San
Francisco's population and appointing officials be urged to support the nomination,
appointment, and confirmation of these candidates. Additionally, it requires the San Francisco
Department on the Status of Women to conduct and publish a gender analysis of
Commissions and Boards every two years.

The 2021 Gender Analysis of Commissions and Boards Report (2021 Gender Analysis Report)
evaluates representation of the following groups across appointments to San Francisco
policy bodies:

\Women

People of color

LGBTQIA+ individuals

People with disabilities

Veterans (or people who have immediate family members that have served)
Various religious affiliations

The report includes policy bodies such as task forces, committees, and Advisory Bodies, in
addition to Commissions and Boards.

This year, data was collected from 92 policy bodies and from a total of 349 members, mostly
appointed by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors. The policy bodies surveyed for the 2021
Gender Analysis Report fall under two categories designated by the San Francisco Office of
the City Attorney.? The first category, referred to as “Commissions and Boards,” are policy
bodies with decision-making authority and whose members are required to submit financial
disclosures to the Ethics Commission. The second category, referred to as “Advisory Bodies,”
are policy bodies with advisory function whose members do not submit financial disclosures
to the Ethics Commission. The report examines policy bodies and appointees both
comprehensively as a whole and separately by the two categories.

Several changes were made to the survey questions for the 2021 Gender Analysis Report.
Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity (SOGI) categories were aligned with the latest
classifications used by the Office of Transgender Initiatives. The classification of Veteran
Status was also expanded to include individuals with close family members that have served
in the military and armed forces. This addition to Veteran Status was adopted based on
feedback from previous reports.

While the overall number of policy bodies that submitted data increased compared to 2019,

the total number of individual members who participated in the survey was dramatically less
than the number who participated in 2019. Due to the pandemic, data collection methods

2"Sec. 3.1-103. Filing Officers." American Legal Publishing Corporation,
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/san_francisco/latest/sf_campaign/0-0-0-979.
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were limited compared to previous years, including the ability to conduct paper surveys and
in-person meetings. Reliance on online surveying significantly reduced the level of
participation, despite three to five direct contact efforts with policy bodies via phone and
email. Moving forward, in addition to collecting data through paper/in-person surveys, when
possible, the Department on the Status of Women recommends that all policy body
appointees be required to take a training on the Gender Analysis survey process, alongside
the required Ethics training, to guarantee participation.

Similarly, due to census data not being collected during COVID-19, updated demographic
information on the general population of San Francisco was not available for years more
recent than 2019. In this report, data on the San Francisco population references data from
previous years (2015-2019) populations.

Key Findings
Gender
» Women's representation on policy 12-Year Comparison of Women's
bodies is 55%, above parity with the San Representation on Policy Bodies

. ) 55%
Francisco female population of 49%. 450 48% 49% 49% 49% 51%

= FY 2021 oversaw the largest increase in
the representation of women on San
Francisco policy bodies since 2009.

COO0000
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Race and Ethnicity
» The representation of people of color ) ,
licy bodiies is 54%. Comparativel 12-Year Comparison of People of Color's
_on poucy ) > o P - Y Representation on Policy Bodies
in Sa.n.Franqsco, 62% of the populatlon 06 . 45 7% 53% gy, 54%
identifies with a race other than white. o 46%  45% °
0.4
= While the overall representation of 0.3
people of color has increased since the 8'%
2019 report at 50%, representation has 0
still decreased compared to 57% in D‘Q\\ q?’@\ b‘,\q\ qg)o,\ u‘i’o’\ /\,\rb\ (bb:\\
2015. % 4 % % % Y 7
RO EEANEEANEESRNAN
NS SR A
= Asfoundin previous reports, Latinxand ¥ v v v v vV

Asian groups are underrepresented on

San Francisco policy bodies as compared to the population. Latinx individuals are 15%
of the population but make up only 9% of appointees. Asian individuals are 36% of the
population but make up only 26% of appointees.
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Race and Ethnicity by Gender

12-Year Comparison of Women of Color's

O,
On the whole, women of color are 32% Representation on Policy Bodies

of the San Francisco population and 32% .
of appointees. This 4% increase is the %4 400 o240 27% 1% 27% 28%
highest representation of women of

32%

. 0.2
color appointees to date. o1

. 0
Meanwhile, men  of color. are L H D S S B N
underrepresented at 21% of appointees X N A A (\,;b

. g & ¢ & & &
compared to 31% of the San Francisco @~ &% o~ o~ A% % AN
population.

Both white women and men are overrepresented on San Francisco policy bodies.
White women are 25% of appointees compared to 17% of the San Francisco
population. White men are 21% of appointees compared to 20% of the population.

Black and African American women and men are well-represented on San Francisco
policy bodies. Black women are 8% of appointees compared to 2.4% of the population,
and Black men are 4% of appointees compared to 2.5% of the population.

Latinx women are 7% of the San Francisco population but 4% of appointees, and Latinx
men are 7% of the population but 4% of appointees.

Asian women are 17% of the San Francisco population but 15% of appointees, and Asian
men are 15% of the population but 11% of appointees.

Additional Demographics

Out of the 74% of appointees who responded to the survey question on LGBTQIA+
identity, 23% identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, nonbinary, queer, or
questioning, and 77% of appointees identify as straight/heterosexual.

Out of the 70% of appointees who responded to the question on Disability Status, 12.6%
identify as having one or more disabilities, which is just above parity of the 12% of the
adult population with a Disability Status in San Francisco.

Out of the 67% of appointees who responded to the question on Veteran Status, 22%
have served in the military (or have an immediate family member who has served)
compared to 3% of the San Francisco population (census data on military service does
not include immediate family members who have served).

3of4




Proxies for Influence: Budget and Authority

= Although women are half of all appointees, those Commissions and Boards with the
largest budgets have fewer women, and especially fewer women of color. Meanwhile,
representation of women on Boards and Commissions with the smallest budgets are

Jjust below parity with the San Francisco population.

= Although still underrepresented relative to the San Francisco population, there is a
larger percentage of people of color on Commissions and Boards with both the largest
and smallest budgets compared to overall appointees.

» The percentage of total women is greater on Advisory Bodies than Commissions and
Boards. Women are 60% of appointees on Advisory Bodies and 53% of appointees on
Commissions and Boards. The percentage of women of color on Advisory Bodies is
also higher than on Commissions and Boards.

Appointing Authorities

*» Mayoral appointments include 60% women, 59% people of color, and 37% women of
color, which is more diverse by gender and race compared to both Supervisorial

appointments and total appointments.

Demographics of Appointees Compared to the San Francisco Population

San Francisco Population™ 49% 62% 32% 6%-15%* 12% 2.7%

Total Appointees 55% 54% 32% 23% 13% 22%

10 Largest Budgeted 43% 44% 21% 16% 15% 20%
Commissions and Boards

10 Smallest Budgeted 48% 43% 29% 17% 9% 12%
Commissions and Boards

Commissions and Boards 53% 53% 30% 18% 11% 21%

Advisory Bodies 60% 53% 33% 31% 15% 20%

San Francisco population estimates come from the 2017 and 2018 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, SF

DOSW Data Collection and Analysis Report, 2021.
‘Note: Estimates vary by source. See page 16 for a detailed breakdown.

“Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, updated data is unavailable for race/ethnicity, LGBTQIA+ status, Disability Status,
and Veteran Status in 2021. Therefore, the data used to represent the San Francisco population is from the 2019 Gender

Analysis Report.
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Inspired by the fourth U.N. World Conference on Women in Beijing, San Francisco became
the first city in the world to adopt a local ordinance reflecting the principles of the U.N.
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW), an
international bill of rights for women. The CEDAW Ordinance was passed unanimously by the
San Francisco Board of Supervisors and signed into law by Mayor Willie L. Brown, Jr. on April
13, 1998.3 In 2002, the CEDAW Ordinance was revised to address the intersection of race and
gender and incorporate reference to the U.N. Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of
Race Discrimination. The Ordinance requires the City to take proactive steps to ensure gender
equity and specifies “‘gender analysis" as a preventive tool to identify and address
discrimination. Since 1998, the Department on the Status of Women has employed this tool
to analyze the operations of 10 City Departments using a gender lens.

In 2007, the Department on the Status of Women conducted the first gender analysis to
evaluate the number of women appointed to City Commissions and Boards. The findings of
this analysis informed a City Charter Amendment developed by the Board of Supervisors for
the June 2008 Election. This City Charter Amendment (section 4.101) was overwhelmingly
approved by voters and made it City policy that:

» The membership of Commissions and Boards are to reflect the diversity of San
Francisco's population,

» Appointing officials are to be urged to support the nomination, appointment, and
confirmation of these candidates, and

» The Department on the Status of Women is required to conduct and publish a gender
analysis of Commissions and Boards every two years.

The 2021 Gender Analysis Report examines the representation of women, people of color,
LGBTQIA+ individuals, people with disabilities, Veterans, and religious affiliations of
appointees on San Francisco policy bodies. As was the case for the 2019 Gender Analysis
Report, this year's analysis involved increased outreach to policy bodies as compared to
previous analyses that were limited to Commissions and Boards. As a result, the data
collection and analysis examine a more diverse and expansive layout of City policy bodies.
These policy bodies fall under two categories designated by the San Francisco Office of the
City Attorney. The first category, referred to as “Commissions and Boards," are policy bodies
with decision-making authority and whose members are required to submit financial
disclosures to the Ethics Commission. The second category, referred to as “Advisory Bodies,”
are policy bodies with advisory function whose members do not submit financial disclosures
to the Ethics Commission. A detailed description of methodology and limitations can be found
on page 27.

3 San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 33.A.
http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter33alocalimpleme
ntationoftheunited?
f-templates$fn-default htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_Chapter33A.



Il. Findings

Many aspects of San Francisco's diversity are reflected in the overall population of appointees
on San Francisco policy bodies. The analysis includes data from 92 policy bodies, of which
788 of the 979 seats are filled, leaving 20% vacant. As outlined below in Figure 1, slightly more
than half of appointees are women and people of color, 32% are women of color, 23% identify
as LGBTQIA+, 13% have a disability, and 22% are Veterans.

Figure 1: Summary Data of Policy Body Demographics, 2021

\¥/omen (n=349) 55%
People of Color (n=341) 54%
Women of Color (n=341) 32%
LGBTQIA+ Identifying (n=334) 23%
People with Disabilities (n=349) 13%
Veteran Status (n=349) 22%

However, further analysis reveals underrepresentation of particular groups. Subsequent
sections present comprehensive data analysis providing comparison to previous years,
detailing the variables of gender, race/ethnicity, LGBTQIA+ identity, Disability Status, Veteran
Status, religious affiliations, and policy body characteristics of budget size, decision-making
authority, and appointment authority.

A. Gender

On San Francisco policy bodies, 55% of appointees identify as women, which is above
parity compared to the San Francisco female population of 49%. The representation of
women remained stable at 49% from 2013 until 2017, with a slight increase to 51% in 2019.
This increase could be partly due to the larger sample size used in the 2019 analysis
compared to previous years. A 12-year comparison shows that the representation of
women appointees has gradually increased since 2009 by a total of ten percentage
points.

Figure 2: 12-year Comparison of Representation of Women on Policy Bodies
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0.5 45%
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Figures 3 and 4 analyze Commissions and Boards. Figure 3 showcases the five
Commissions and Boards with the highest representation of women appointees as
compared to 2017 and 2019. The Commission on the Status of Women is currently
comprised of all women appointees. This finding has been consistent for the Commission
on the Status of Women since 2015. The Aging and Adult Services Commission, Health
Commission, and Library Commission are all at 71%, respectively.

Figure 3: Commissions and Boards with the Highest Percentages of Women, 2021
Compared to 2017 and 2019

Commission on the Status of Women

100%

100%

100%

100%

Arts Commission

79%

100%

67%

60%

Children and Families (First 5) Commission

75%

75%

100%

100%

Aging and Adult Services Commission

71%

86%

57%

40%

Health Commission

71%

100%

43%

29%

Library Commission

71%

100%

71%

80%

Out of the Commissions and Boards in this section, 6 have 40% or less women. The
Commissions and Boards with the lowest representation of women are displayed in
Figure 4. The lowest percentage is found on the Board of Examiners, which has 90% of
responses from the Board, but 0 members identifying as women. Unfortunately,
demographic data is unavailable for the Board of Examiners for 2017, however there was
0% of female representation in 2019 as well. The Police Commission, Human Services
Commission, and Access Appeals Commission all have entirely completed the
demographics survey at 100%, yet still have some of the lowest percentages of women
at 20%. It should be noted that policy bodies with a small number of members, such as
the Residential Users Appeal Board (which currently has two members), means that
minimal changes in its demographic composition greatly impacts percentages.
Additionally, several policy bodies had low response rates to the demographics survey,
ultimately impacting the representation for their respective policy body accordingly.

Figure 4: Commissions and Boards with Lowest Percentage of Women, 2021
Compared to 2017 and 2019

Residential Users Appeal Board

0%

50%

0%

N/A

Board of Examiners

0%

90%

0%

N/A

Assessment Appeals Board No. 3

0%

67%

50%

N/A

Assessment Appeals Board No. 2

0%

100%

50%

N/A

Rent Board Commission

10%

60%

44%

30%

Small Business Commission

14%

43%

43%

43%

Retirement System Board

14%

57%

43%

43%

Health Service Board

14%

43%

33%

29%

Children, Youth, and Their Families Oversight
and Advisory Committee

14%

14%

50%

N/A

Treasure Island Development Authority

17%

50%

50%

43%

Public Utilities Commission

20%

60%

67%

40%

Police Commission

20%

100%

43%

29%




Figure 4: Commissions and Boards with Lowest Percentage of Women, 2021

Compared to 2017 and 2019, Continued

Human Services Commission 20% 100% 40% 20%
Access Appeals Commission 20% 100% N/A N/A
Public Utilities Rate Fairness Board 25% 75% 33% 33%
Ethics Commission 25% 25% 100% 33%

‘Commission and Boards with 70% response rates or higher are highlighted in grey.

In addition to Commissions and Boards, Advisory Bodies were examined for the highest
and lowest percentages of women. This is the second year such bodies have been
included, thus comparison to previous years before 2019 is unavailable. Figure 5 below
displays the five Advisory Bodies with the highest representations of women. Due to a
lack of survey responses from several Advisory Bodies, analysis on the five lowest
representations of women is unavailable. The Office of Early Care and Education Citizens'
Advisory Committee has the greatest representation of women at 67%, followed closely

by the Citizen's Committee on Community Development at 63%.

Figure 5: Advisory Bodies with the Highest Percentage of Women, 2021

Office of Early Care and Education Citizens'
Advisory Committee

67%

78%

89%

Citizens' Committee on Community
Development

63%

63%

5%

Ballot Simplification Committee

50%

75%

75%

Immigrant Rights Commission

43%

57%

54%

Municipal Green Building Task Force

43%

67%

50%

N




B. Race and Ethnicity

Data on racial and ethnic identity was collected from 341 participants, or 98% of the
surveyed appointees. Although half of appointees identify as a race or ethnicity other than
white or Caucasian, people of color are still underrepresented compared to the San
Francisco population of 62%. The representation of people of color has increased since
2009 but has decreased following 2015. The number of appointees analyzed increased
substantially in 2017 and 2019, as compared to 2015. These larger data samples have
coincided with smaller percentages of people of color.

Figure 6: 12-year Comparison of Representation of People of Color on Policy Bodies
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The racial and ethnic breakdown of policy body members compared to the San Francisco
population is shown in Figure 7. This analysis reveals underrepresentation and
overrepresentation in San Francisco policy bodies for certain racial and ethnic groups.
Nearly half of all appointees are white, an overrepresentation by 6 percentage points. The
Black community is represented on appointed policy bodies at 11% compared to 6% of the
population of San Francisco.* This is a decrease of representation compared to the 14%
representation in 2019. Characterizing these as overrepresentations is inaccurate given
the representation of Black or African American people on policy bodies has been
consistent over the years, while the San Francisco population has declined over the same
period.®

4 US Census Bureau, 2018, Retrieved from
https:.//www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/US/PST045218.

5 Samir Gambhir and Stephen Menendian, “Racial Segregation in the Bay Area, Part 2," Haas Institute
for a Fair and Inclusive Society (2018).



Considerably underrepresented racial and ethnic groups on San Francisco policy bodies
compared to the San Francisco population are individuals who identify as Asian or Latinx.
While the Asian population is 36% of the San Francisco population, they make up 26% of
appointees. While the Latinx population of San Francisco is 15%, 9% of appointees are
Latinx. Although there is a small population of Native Americans and Alaska Natives in San
Francisco of 0.4%, only one (0.3%) surveyed appointee identified themselves as such. The
San Francisco population of Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders is 0.3%, which slightly
less than the 0.6% of identifying appointees.

Figure 7: Race and Ethnicity of Appointees Compared to San Francisco Population, 2021
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Note: Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, updated data is unavailable for race/ethnicity in 2021. Therefore, the data
used to represent the San Francisco population is from the 2019 Gender Analysis Report.

The next two figures illustrate Commissions and Boards with the highest and lowest
percentages of people of color. As shown in Figure 8, the Commission on the Status of
Women holds the highest representation of people of color at 86%, with a 100% response
rate. Both the Health Commission and Juvenile Probation Commission have decreased
their percentages of people of color since 2019 and 2017.



Figure 8: Commission and Boards with Highest Percentage of People of Color, 2021
Compared to 2019 and 2017

Commission on the Status of Women 86% 100% 71% 71%
Police Commission 80% 100% 71% 71%

Arts Commission 71% 100% 60% 53%

Health Commission 71% 100% 86% 86%

Library Commission 71% 100% 57% 60%
Juvenile Probation Commission 67% 83% 100% 86%
Board of Appeals 60% 100% 40% 40%

Fire Commission 60% 100% 40% 60%

Human Services Commission 60% 100% 40% 60%
Asian Art Commission 54% 81% 59% 59%
Assessment Appeals Board No.2 50% 100% 63% N/A
Children and Families (First 5) Commission 50% 75% 75% 63%

There are 28 Commissions and Boards that have 40% or less appointees who identified a
racial and ethnic category other than white. None of the current appointees of the Access
Appeals Commission identified as people of color. Additionally, the Historic Preservation
Commission remains at 14% representation since 2019. The Citizens General Obligation
Bond Oversight Committee and Assessment Appeals Board No.1 are both at 17%
representation for people of color. Lastly, the Public Utilities Rate Fairness Board had a
large drop in representation of people of color going from 67% in 2019 to 25% this year.

Figure 9: Commissions and Boards with Lowest Percentage of People of Color, 2021
Compared to 2019 and 2017

Residential Users Appeal Board 0% 50% 50% N/A
Children, Youtk};lj\:}:lo'lr';\%;r?gltltlgz Oversight and 0% 14% 75% N/A
Building Inspection Commission 0% 50% 14% 14%
Access Appeals Commission 0% 100% N/A N/A

Small Business Commission 14% 43% 43% 50%
Historic Preservation Commission 14% 71% 14% 17%
Health Service Board 14% 43% 50% 29%

Citizens Generalc(zlfnllgmaixagg Bond Oversight 17% 100% N/A N/A
Assessment Appeals Board No.1 17% 100% 20% N/A

\¥/ar Memorial Board of Trustees 18% 45% 18% 18%
Public Utilities Commission 20% 60% 0% 33%

Public Utilities Rate Fairness Board 25% 75% 67% 67%




Figure 9: Commissions and Boards with Lowest Percentage of People of Color, 2021
Compared to 2019 and 2017, Continued

Ethics Commission 25% 25% 50% 67%
Retirement System Board 29% 57% 29% 29%
Recreation and Park Commission 29% 43% 43% 43%
Rent Board Commission 30% 60% 33% 50%

Commission and Boards with 70% response rates or higher are highlighted in grey.

C. Race and Ethnicity by Gender

Both white men and women are overrepresented on San Francisco policy bodies, while
Asian and Latinx men and women are underrepresented. The representation of women
of color at 32% is equal to the San Francisco population of 32%, which is a notable increase
compared to the 2019 percentage of 28%. Meanwhile, men of color are 21% of appointees
compared to 31% of the San Francisco population.

Figure 10: 12-Year Comparison of Representation of Women of Color on Policy Bodies
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The following figures present the breakdown for appointees and the San Francisco
population by race, ethnicity, and gender. Both white men and women are
overrepresented, holding 24% and 20% of appointments, respectively, compared to 20%
and 17% of the population. Asian men and women are slightly underrepresented with
Asian women making up 15% of appointees compared to 17% of the population, while
Asian men comprise 11% of appointees and 15% of the population. Latinx men and women
are also slightly underrepresented, with Latinx men and women comprising 4% of
appointees each and 7% of the population each. Black men and women are well-
represented with Black women comprising 8% of appointees, compared to 2.4% of the
general San Francisco population, and Black men comprising 4% of appointees,



compared to 2.5% of the general San Francisco population. Native Hawaiian and Pacific
Islander men and women, and multiracial women are below parity with the population.
Similarly, although Native American and Alaska Native men and women make up only
0.4% of San Francisco's population, only one (0.3%) of the surveyed appointees identified
as such.

Figure 11: Appointees by Race/Ethnicity and Gender, 2021
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Figure 12: San Francisco Population by Race/Ethnicity
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D. LGBTQIA+ Identity

LGBTQIA+ identity data was collected from 334 participants, or 96% of the surveyed
appointees. This is a notable increase in data on LGBTQIA+ identity compared to previous
reports. Due to limited and outdated information on the population of the LGBTQIA+
community in San Francisco, it is difficult to adequately assess the representation of the
LGBTQIA+ community. However, compared to available San Francisco, greater Bay Area,
and national data, the LGBTQIA+ community is well represented on San Francisco policy
bodies. Recent research estimates the California LGBTQIA+ population is 53%° The
LGBTQIA+ population of the San Francisco and greater Bay Area is estimated to rank the
highest of US. cities at 6.2%,” while a 2006 survey found that 15.4% of adults in San
Francisco identify as LGBTQIA+® .

Of the appointees who responded to this question, 23% identify as LGBTQIA+ and 77%
identify as straight or heterosexual. Of the LGBTQIA+ appointees, 56% identify as
gay/lesbian, 20% as bisexual, 9% as queer, 9% as transgender, 2% as questioning, and 4%
as other LGBTQIA+ identities. Data on LGBTQIA+ identity by race was not captured. Efforts
to capture data on LGBTQIA+ identity by race for future reports would enable more
intersectional analysis.

Figure 13: LGBTQIA+ Identity of Appointees, 2021

D LGBTQIA+
23%

Straight/Heterosexual N
7%

8 https.//williamsinstitute.law.ucla.edu/publications/adult-lgbt-pop-us/
7 Gary J. Gates and Frank Newport, “San Francisco Metro Area Ranks Highest in LBGT Percentage,”

GALLUP (March 20, 2015) https.//news.gallup.com/poll/182051/san-francisco-metro-area-
ranks-highest-
lgbtpercentage.aspx?utm_source=Social%20lssues&utm_medium=newsfeed&utm_campaign-til
es.

8 Gary J. Gates, “Same Sex Couples and the Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual Population: New Estimates from

the American Community Survey,” The Williams Institute on Sexual Orientation Law and Public
Policy, UCLA School of Law (20006).
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Figure 14: LGBTQIA+* Population of Appointees, 2021
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Disability Status

Overall, more than one in twenty adults in San Francisco live with one or more disabilities.
Data on Disability Status was obtained from nearly 100% of the appointees who
participated in the survey. 12.6% of participating appointees reported to have one or more
disabilities. Of these appointees with one or more disabilities, 56% are women, 30% are
men, 2% are trans women, 5% are trans men, and 7% are nonbinary individuals.

Figure 15: Disability Status of Appointees, 2021
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Figure 16: Appointees with One or More Disabilities by Gender Identity, 2021
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F. Veteran Status

Overall, 2.7% of the adult population in San Francisco have served in the military. Data on
Veteran status was obtained from 334 appointees who participated in the survey. Of the
334 appointees who responded to this question, 22% served in the military. Men comprise
47.2% and women make up 51.4% of the total number of Veteran appointees. Of
participating appointees, 14% are nonbinary individuals. Veteran status data on
transgender and gender-nonconforming individuals in San Francisco is currently
unavailable. The vast increase of appointees with military service compared to 2019's 7.1%
of appointees is likely due to the change in wording in the 2021 Gender Analysis Report
from previous years, which defines an appointee with Veteran status as someone with a
spouse or direct family member who has served, as opposed to only oneself or their
spouse. This change was implemented based on feedback from prior reports. Future
analyses may want to ask separate questions regarding one's personal experience with
military service and one's familial ties to military service, in order to distinguish the most
accurate and aggregated data results.
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Figure 17: San Francisco Adult Population with Military Service by Gender”

Veteran Women
0.20%
I

Non-Veteran

96.80% Veteran Men

3%

“This graph is from the 2019 Gender Analysis Report. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, updated data on the
gendered population of Veterans in San Francisco is unavailable. This graph fails to identify nonbinary
individuals with military experience. However, this graph highlights the gender disparity amongst male and
female Veterans, with only 0.2% identifying as women.

Figure 18: Appointees with Military Service, 2021
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Figure 19: Appointees with Military Service by Gender, 2021
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G. Policy Bodies by Budget

This 2021 Gender Analysis Report examines the demographic representativeness of
policy bodies by budget size. Budget size is used as a proxy for influence. Although this
report has expanded the scope of analysis to include more policy bodies compared to
previous reports, this section of analysis was limited to Commissions and Boards with
decision-making authority and whose members file financial disclosures with the Ethics
Commission.

Overall, appointees from the 10 largest budgeted Commissions and Boards are 44%
people of color, 43% women, and 21% women of color. Appointees from the 10 smallest
budgeted Commissions and Boards are 43% people of color, 48% women, and 29%
women of color.

Representation for women, women of color, and overall people of color is below parity
with the population on both the 10 smallest and 10 largest budgeted bodies. The
representation of women and women of color is greater on smaller budgeted policy
bodies by 5% and 8%, respectively. The representation of people of color is 1% higher on
Commissions and Boards with the largest budgets.
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Figure 20: Percent of Women, Women of Color, and People of Color on Commissions
and Boards with Largest and Smallest Budgets in Fiscal Year 2020-2021
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Figure 21: Demographics of Commissions and Boards with Largest Budgets, 2021

Health Commission $2.7B 7 7 100% 71% 43% 71%
ngrlfmtﬁ:gis $1.43B 5 5 60% 20% 20% 20%
Airport Commission $1.37B 5 5 100% 40% 0% 40%
MTA Board of Directors
and Parking Authority $1.26B 7 6 50% 33% 33% 50%
Commission
H‘ggﬁfriiggies $604M 5 5 100% 20% 0% 60%
Aging and Adult $435M 7 7 86% 71% 29% 43%
Services Commission
Fire Commission $414M 5 5 100% 40% 20% 60%
Library Commission $341B 7 7 100% 71% 43% 71%
Recfjrtr'ﬁsi ssri‘gnpark $231.6M 7 7 43% 29% 14% 29%
Children, Youth, and
Their aFﬁén'A}ﬁ\fiSo"r‘;rs'ght $171.5M 11 7 14% 14% 0% 0%
Committee
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Figure 22: Demographics of Commissions and Boards with Smallest Budgets, 2021

Csotg[rfjf'%r&ggge $OM 7 7 100% 100% 86% 86%
Ethics Commission $6.5M 5 4 25% 25% 25% 25%
S ?jrl#rall‘ssé?oe:s $3.5M 7 7 43% 14% 0% 14%
Film Commission $1.5M 11 11 100% 45% 27% 45%
gg’r'#;elg:gi $1.3M 5 5 100% 60% 20% 40%
Eggf:ﬂggsgt $1.2M 7 7 100% 20% 14% 43%
Board of Appeals $1.2M 5 5 100% 40% 20% 60%
Assesésgfdr‘t,\aplpeals $701,348 8 6 100% 50% 0% 17%
Local Agency $427,685 7 4 50% 50% 50% 50%
Formation Commission
SU”SThg;i Sg‘:éga”ce $172,373 11 9 89% 56% 44% 44%

Comparison of Advisory Body and Commission and Board Demographics

The comparison of the two policy body categories in this section provides another proxy
for influence. Commissions and Boards whose members file disclosures of economic
interest have greater decision-making authority in San Francisco than Advisory Bodies
whose members do not file economic interest disclosures. The percentages of total
women, LGBTQIA+ people, people with disabilities, and women of color are larger for total
appointees on Advisory Bodies. However, the percentages of Veterans on Commissions
and Boards slightly exceeds the percentage on Advisory Bodies, and both Commissions
and Boards and Advisory Bodies have 53% people of color.
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Figure 23: Demographics of Appointees on Commission and Boards and Advisory
Bodies, 2021
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Demographics of Mayoral, Supervisorial, and Total Appointees

Figure 24 compares the representation of women, women of color, and people of color
for appointments made by the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and by the total of all
approving authorities combined. Mayoral appointments are more diverse, and consist of
more women, women of color, and people of color compared to Supervisorial
appointments. Mayoral appointments include 60% women, 37% women of color, and 59%
people of color, while Supervisorial appointments are 56% women, 36% women of color,
and 58% people of color. The total of all approving authorities combined average out at
55% women, 32% women of color, and 54% people of color. This disparity in diversity
between Mayoral and Supervisorial appointments may be due in part to the appointment
selection process for each authority. The 11-member Board of Supervisors only sees
applicants for specific bodies through the 3- member Rules Committee or by designees,
stipulated in legislation (e.g., “renter,” “landlord,” “consumer advocate”), whereas the
Mayor typically has the ability to take total appointments into account during selections,
and can therefore better address gaps in diversity.
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Figure 24: Demographics of Mayoral, Supervisorial, and Total Appointees, 2021
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The 2021 Gender Analysis Report collected data on religious affiliations to fully examine
the demographics and representation of appointees. This is the first-year religious
affiliations have been examined. Figure 25 illustrates the religious demographics of
appointees, with the largest number of appointees identifying as Christian (30%), and the
smallest number of appointees identifying as Hindu (1%) or Muslim (1%).
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Figure 25: Religious Affiliations of Appointees, 2021
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lll. Methodology and Limitations

This report focuses on City and County of San Francisco Commissions, Boards, task forces,
councils, and committees that have the majority of members appointed by the Mayor and
Board of Supervisors and have jurisdiction limited to the City. The 2021 Gender Analysis
Report reflects data from the policy bodies that provided information to the Department on
the Status of Women through digital survey. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the normal
outreach method of paper surveys and in-person meetings was unavailable, ultimately
leaving all survey outreach and correspondence to be conducted online. Unfortunately,
obtaining the data strictly online had a significant negative impact on participation rates.
Following initial email outreach, policy bodies were contacted three to five times via email
and phone, including two emails to Department Heads from Department on the Status of
Women Director, Kimberly Ellis. All possible measures were taken to obtain accurate and
complete data. While participation rates are lower than the 2019 Gender Analysis Report, this
report features the most diverse individual responses, as well as participation of the largest
number of Commission and Boards and Advisory Bodies to date.

Data was requested from 109 policy bodies and acquired from 92 of those bodies, a total of
349 appointees. Comparatively, the 2019 Gender Analysis Report received data from 84 policy
bodies (380 Commission and Boards and 389 Advisory Bodies), a total of 741 total appointees.
A Commissioner or Board member's gender identity, race/ethnicity, sexual orientation,
Disability Status, Veteran Status, or religious affiliations were among data elements collected
on a voluntary basis. Therefore, responses were incomplete or unavailable for some
appointees but are included to the extent possible.
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As the fundamental objective of this report is to surface patterns of underrepresentation,
every attempt has been made to reflect accurate and complete information in this report.
Data for some policy bodies was incomplete, and all appointees who responded were
included in the total demographic categories. Only policy bodies with full data on gender and
race for all appointees were included in sections comparing demographics of individual
bodies. It should be noted that for policy bodies with a small number of members, the change
of asingle individual greatly impacts the percentages of demographic categories. This should
be kept in mind when interpreting these percentages.

Several changes were made to the survey questions since the 2019 Gender Analysis Report
with the goal of distinguishing all possible areas of underrepresentation. In addition to
updating SOGI (sexual orientation and gender identity) categories to align with the latest
classifications used by the Office of Transgender Initiatives, the 2021 Gender Analysis Report
expanded its classification of Veteran Status to include individuals with close family members
that have served, as opposed to only oneself or their spouse. This addition to Veteran Status
was adopted based on feedback from previous reports.

As acquiring data was the biggest limitation of this report, ensuring participation from all
policy bodies could significantly improve or further efforts to address underrepresentation.
Some methods of guaranteeing participation include surveying all appointees during their
initial onboarding training with the City, as well as relying on paper/in-person survey outreach
for future reports.

The surveyed policy bodies fall under two categories designated by the San Francisco Office
of the City Attorney document entitled List of City Boards, Commissions, and Advisory Bodies
Created by Charter, Ordinance, or Statute.® This document separates San Francisco policy
bodies into two different categories. The first category includes Commissions and Boards
with decision-making authority and whose members are required to submit financial
disclosures with the Ethics Commission. The second category encompasses Advisory Bodies
whose members do not submit financial disclosures with the Ethics Commission. Depending
on the analysis criteria in each section of this report, the surveyed policy bodies and
appointees are either examined comprehensively as a whole or examined separately in the
two categories designated by the Office of the City Attorney.

Data from the US. Census American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates provides a
comparison to the San Francisco population. Due to census data not being collected during
COVID-19, updated demographic information on the general population of San Francisco was
not available for years more recent than 2019. Comparisons of 2021 demographic data to data
on the San Francisco population reference population data from previous years (2015-2019)
and will be noted as such. Figures 26 and 27 in the Appendix display these population
estimates by race/ethnicity and gender.

“List of City Boards, Commissions, and Advisory Bodies Created by Charter, Ordinance, or Statute,”
Office of the City Attorney, https.//www sfcityattorney.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/01/Commission-List-08252017.pdf, (August 25, 2017).
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Since the first Gender Analysis of Commissions and Boards in 2007, the representation of
women appointees on San Francisco policy bodies has gradually increased. The 2021 Gender
Analysis Report finds the percentage of women appointees is 55%, which exceeds the
population of women in San Francisco.

When appointee demographics are analyzed by gender and race, the representation of
women of color has increased to 32%, which is 4% higher than 2019 representation, matching
the San Francisco population. Most notably, underrepresented are individuals identifying as
Asian, making up 36% of the San Francisco population but only 26% of appointees, and Latinx-
identifying individuals who make up 15% of the population but only 9% of appointees.
Additionally, men of color are underrepresented at 21% of appointees relative to their San
Francisco population, 31%.

Furthermore, when analyzing the demographic composition of larger and smaller budgeted
Commissions and Boards, women of color are underrepresented on Commission and Boards
with both the largest and smallest budgets. Women comprise 43% of total appointees on the
largest budgeted policy bodies compared to the population of 49%, and women of color
comprise 21% of total appointees on the largest budgeted policy bodies, with the San
Francisco population at 32%. Comparatively, women are 48% of total appointees on the
smallest budgeted policy bodies, and women of color are 29% of appointees. However, the
representation of people of color is higher on larger budgeted policy bodies by 1%. People of
color make up 44% of appointees on the largest budgeted policy bodies and 43% of
appointees on the smallest budgeted policy bodies compared to 54% of total appointees. The
San Francisco population of people of color exceeds these percentages at 62%.

In addition to using budget size as a proxy for influence, this report analyzed demographic
characteristics of appointees on Commissions and Boards who file disclosures of economic
interest and have decision-making authority and appointees on Advisory Bodies who do not
file economic interest disclosures. Over half (60%) of appointees on Advisory Bodies are
women, while 53% of appointees on Commissions and Boards are women. Ultimately, women
comprise a higher percentage of appointees on Advisory Bodies compared to Commissions
and Boards.

The 2021 Gender Analysis Report found a relatively high representation of LGBTQIA+
individuals on San Francisco policy bodies. For the appointees that provided LGBTQIA+
identity information, 23% identify as LGBTQIA+ with the largest subset identifying as gay or
lesbian (56%), 16% of appointees from the largest budgeted policy bodies identify as
LGBTQIA+, and 17% from the smallest budgeted bodies. However, there is a significant
difference of LGBTQIA+ representation when comparing Commissions and Boards (18%) and
Advisory Bodies (31%). The representation of appointees with disabilities is 13%, slightly
exceeding the 12% population. Veterans are highly represented on San Francisco policy
bodies at 22% compared to the Veteran population of 2.7%, which could be due to differences
in each source's classification of Veteran Status.

Additionally, this report evaluates and compares the representation of women, women of
color, and people of color appointees by the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and by the total of
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all approving authorities combined. Mayoral appointees include 60% women, 37% women of
color, and 59% people of color, which overall is more diverse by gender and race compared
to both Supervisorial appointees and total appointees.

This report is intended to advise the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and other appointing
authorities, as they select appointments to policy bodies for the City and County of San
Francisco. In the spirit of the 2008 City Charter Amendment that establishes this biennial
Gender Analysis Report requirement and the importance of diversity on San Francisco policy
bodies, efforts to address gaps in diversity and inclusion should remain at the forefront when
making appointments, in order to accurately reflect the population of San Francisco.

The San Francisco Department on the Status of Women would like to thank the various Policy
Body members, Commission secretaries, and Department staff who graciously assisted in
collecting demographic data and providing information about their respective policy bodies,
particularly Department Interns Charly De Nocker and Brooklynn McPherson for the data
collection and analysis of this report.
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Appendix

Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021
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and Welfare
Commission

$0

29%

14%

29%

43%

Arts Commission

15

14

$ 23,762,015

79%

57%

71%

100%

Asian Art
Commiission

27

26

$ 10,200,000

50%

35%

54%

81%

Assessment
Appeals Board
No.1

$

50%

0%

17%

100%

Assessment
Appeals Board
No.2

0%

0%

50%

100%

Assessment
Appeals Board
No.3

0%

0%

33%

67%

Ballot
Simplification
Committee

$0

50%

0%

0%

75%

Bayview Hunters
Point Citizens
Advisory
Committee

12

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

Board of Appeals

$1,177,452

40%

20%

60%

100%

Board Of
Examiners

13

10

$0

0%

0%

40%

90%

Building
Inspection
Commission

$ 89,600,000

33%

0%

0%

50%

Cannabis
Oversight
Committee

16

16

$0

19%

31%

38%

25%
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Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued

Central Subway
Community
Advisory Group

21

14

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

Children and
Families
Commiission
(First 5)

$ 31,019,003

75%

50%

50%

75%

Children, Youth,
and Their
Families
Oversight and
Advisory
Committee

11

$ 171,481,507

14%

0%

0%

14%

Citizen's Advisory
Committee for
the Central
Market Street and
Tenderloin Area

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

Citizen's
Committee on
Community
Development

$ 27,755,465

63%

50%

50%

63%

Citizens General
Obligation Bond
Oversight
Committee

$0

50%

0%

17%

100%

City Hall
Preservation
Advisory
Commission

$0

0%

0%

0%

20%

Civil Service
Commiission

$ 1,286,033

60%

20%

40%

100%

Commission on
Community
Investment

and Infrastructure

$0

17%

17%

33%

50%

Commission on
the Aging
Advisory Council

22

14

$0

21%

0%

0%

21%

Commission on
the Environment

$0

57%

29%

43%

86%

Commission on
the Status of
Women

$ 9,089,928

100%

86%

86%

100%

Committee on
Information
Technology

17

17

$ 22,934,703

12%

0%

6%

18%
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Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued

Elections
Commiission

$ 69,000

60%

20%

40%

100%

Entertainment
Commiission

$0

29%

14%

43%

100%

Ethics
Commission

$ 6,500,000

25%

25%

25%

25%

Film Commission

$0

45%

27%

45%

100%

Fire Commission

$ 414,360,096

40%

20%

60%

100%

Health
Commiission

$ 2,700,000,000

71%

43%

71%

100%

Health Service
Board

$ 16,500,000

14%

14%

14%

43%

Historic
Preservation
Commiission

$0

29%

14%

14%

71%

Historic
Preservation
Fund Committee

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

Housing
Authority
Commission

$ 55,800,000

20%

20%

20%

20%

Human Rights
Commiission

11

$ 13,618,732

0%

0%

0%

0%

Human Services
Commiission

$ 604,412,630

20%

0%

60%

100%

Immigrant Rights
Commission

15

14

$0

43%

36%

50%

57%

Juvenile
Probation
Commiission

$0

50%

33%

67%

83%

Library
Commission

$ 341,000,000

71%

43%

71%

100%

Local Agency
Formation
Commiission

$ 427,685

50%

50%

50%

50%

Local Homeless
Coordinating
Board

$ 54,000,000

0%

0%

0%

0%

Long Term Care
Coordinating
Council

40

35

$0

9%

3%

6%

14%

Mental Health
Board

17

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

MTA Board of
Directors and
Parking
Authority
Commiission

$ 1,258,700,000

33%

33%

50%

50%

25




Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued

Municipal Green
Building Task 21 21 $0 43% 24% 29% 67%
Force

Municipal
Transportation
Agency Citizens'
Advisory Council

Office of Early
Care and
Education 9 9 $0 67% 33% 44% 78%

Citizens' Advisory
Committee
Paratransit

Coordinating 40 25 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Council
Park, Recreation,
and Open Space
Advisory
Committee
Planning
Commiission
Police
Commiission

Port Commission 5 5 $ 125,700,000 60% 40% 40% 60%

Public Utilities

Citizen's Advisory 17 14 $0 21% 0% 14% 43%
Committee

Public Utilities

Commiission
Public Utilities
Rate Fairness 7 4 $0 25% 0% 25% 75%
Board
Recreation and
Park Commission
Reentry Council 7 5 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Rent Board
Commiission
Residential
Users Appeal 3 2 $ 900 0% 0% 0% 50%
Board

Retire Health

Care Trust Fund 5 5 $ 70,000 0% 0% 0% 0%

Board
Retirement
System Board
Small Business
Commiission

15 13 $0 15% 8% 8% 15%

23 19 $0 26% 11% 11% 53%

7 7 $ 62,194,821 57% 29% 43% 71%

7 5 $0 20% 20% 80% 100%

5 5 $ 1,433,954,907 20% 20% 20% 60%

7 7 $ 231,600,000 29% 14% 29% 43%

10 10 $ 9,381,302 10% 0% 30% 60%

7 7 $ 90,000,000 14% 14% 29% 57%

7 7 $ 3,505,244 14% 0% 14% 43%

SoMa Community
Planning Advisory 11 7 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Committee
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Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued

SoMa Community
Stabilization Fund
Community 14 10 $0 0% 0% 10% 10%
Advisory
Committee

Southeast
Community
Facility
Commission
Sunshine
Ordinance Task 11 9 $0 56% 44% 44% 89%
Force
Sweatfree
Procurement 11 6 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Advisory Group
Transgender
Advisory 14 14 $0 0% 0% 21% 36%
Committee
Treasure Island
Development 7 6 $0 17% 17% 33% 50%
Authority
Urban Forestry
Council
Veterans Affairs
Commission
\War Memorial
Board of 11 11 $ 18,500,000 27% 18% 18% 45%
Trustees
Workforce
Investment 30 27 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%
Board
Youth
Commission

7 7 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%

15 14 $0 0% 0% 0% 0%

17 16 $ 150,000 0% 0% 0% 0%

17 17 $0 41% 35% 71% 88%

“Policy Bodies in bold are Commission and Boards, while unbolded bodies are Advisory Bodies.
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Figure 27: San Francisco Population Estimates by Race/Ethnicity and Gender, 2017"

San Francisco County,

California 864,263 - 423,630 49% 440,633 51%
White, non-Hispanic or

Latino 353,000 38% 161,381 17% 191,619 20%

Asian 295,347 31% 158,762 17% 136,585 15%

Hispanic or Latinx 131,949 14% 62,646 7% 69,303 7%

Some Other Race 64,800 7% 30,174 3% 34,626 4%
Black or African American 45,654 5% 22,311 2.4% 23,343 2.5%
Two or More Races 43,664 5% 21,110 2.2% 22,554 2.4%

Native Hawaiian and Pacific
Islander 3,226 0.3% 1,576 0.2% 1,650 0.2%

Native American and
Alaska Native 3,306 0.4% 1,589 0.2% 1,717 0.2%

San Francisco Population estimates come from the 2017 and 2018 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.

‘Due to unavailable updated data on San Francisco population, the data used to represent the San Francisco
population is from the 2019 Gender Analysis Report.
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