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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 
Authority Seat Holder Term 

Ending Qualification 

1  BOS Dean Schmidt 4/27/26 

Must be nominated by the local 
chapter of the Society of 
Professional Journalists and be an 
attorney. 
Term: 2-years 

2 BOS Lila LaHood 4/27/26 

Must be nominated by the local 
chapter of the Society of 
Professional Journalists and be a 
journalist. 
Term: 2-years 

3 BOS Saul Sugarman 4/27/26 
Must be a member from the press 
or electronic media. 
Term: 2-years 
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Seat 
# 

Appointing 
Authority Seat Holder Term 

Ending Qualification 

4 BOS Ankita Mukhopadyay 4/27/25 

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 a 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 Must be a member of the public 
experienced in consumer 
advocacy. 
Term: 2-years 

7 BOS Matthew Yankee 4/27/26 

8 BOS Chris Hyland 4/27/26 

Must have demonstrated interest 
in, or have experience in, the issues 
of citizen access and participation 
in local government. 
Term: 2-years 

9 BOS David Pilpel 4/27/26 

10 BOS VACANT 4/27/26 

11 BOS 
Bruce Wolfe ** 
(meets requirement 
below)  

4/27/25 

http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/motions16/M16-0061.pdf
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Seat 
# 

Appointing 
Authority Seat Holder Term 

Ending Qualification 

COB VACANT Indefinite 
The Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, or his/her designee, 
and serve as a non-voting member 

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

**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 
• English - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application.pdf
• 中文 -  https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_CHI.pdf
• Español - https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/vacancy_application_SPA.pdf
• 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.) 

FORM 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
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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 
• Two (2) members nominated by the local chapter of the Society of Professional Journalists;
• One (1) shall be an attorney and
• one (1) shall be a journalist.
• One (1) member shall be a member from the press or electronic media.
• One (1) member shall be a journalist from a racial/ethnic-minority-owned news organization

and nominated by New California Media.
• One (1) member nominated by the local chapter of the League of Women Voters.
• Two (2) members of the public experienced in consumer advocacy.
• 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.
• One (1) member shall be the Mayor, or his/her designee, and serve as a non-voting member.
• 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 16, 2024 

mailto:sotf@sfgov.org
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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 Veterans1 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 
 
  

 
1 “Veterans” refers to people who have served and/or have an immediate family member who has 

served in the military. 

City and County of San Francisco 
Department on the Status of Women 
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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.2 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 
bodies is 55%, above parity with the San 
Francisco female population of 49%. 
 

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

 
 
 
Race and Ethnicity 

▪ The representation of people of color 
on policy bodies is 54%. Comparatively, 
in San Francisco, 62% of the population 
identifies with a race other than white.  
 

▪ While the overall representation of 
people of color has increased since the 
2019 report at 50%, representation has 
still decreased compared to 57% in 
2015.  
 

▪ As found in previous reports, Latinx and 
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.  

 
  

45% 48% 49% 49% 49% 51% 55%

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6

12-Year Comparison of Women's 
Representation on Policy Bodies

46% 45% 48%
57% 53% 50% 54%

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6

12-Year Comparison of People of Color's 
Representation on Policy Bodies
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Race and Ethnicity by Gender 

▪ On the whole, women of color are 32% 
of the San Francisco population and 32% 
of appointees. This 4% increase is the 
highest representation of women of 
color appointees to date.  
 

▪ Meanwhile, men of color are 
underrepresented at 21% of appointees 
compared to 31% of the San Francisco 
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). 

 
 
  

24% 24% 27%
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27% 28%
32%

0
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0.4

12-Year Comparison of Women of Color's 
Representation on Policy Bodies
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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 
just 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 

 Women 
People of 

Color 
Women 
of Color LGBTQIA+ 

Disability 
Status 

Veteran 
Status 

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

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

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

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

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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I. Introduction

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. 
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II. 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 

Appointee Demographics Percentage of Appointees 

Women (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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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 

Policy Body Percent of 
Women 

Response 
Rate 

2019 
Percent 

2017 
Percent 

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 

Policy Body Percent of 
Women 

Response 
Rate 

2019 
Percent 

2017 
Percent 

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

Policy Body Percent of 
Women

Response 
Rate

2019 
Percent

2017 
Percent

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 

Policy Body Percent of 
Women 

Response 
Rate 2019 Percent 

Office of Early Care and Education Citizens’ 
Advisory Committee 67% 78% 89% 

Citizens' Committee on Community 
Development 63% 63% 75% 

Ballot Simplification Committee 50% 75% 75% 

Immigrant Rights Commission 43% 57% 54% 

Municipal Green Building Task Force 43% 67% 50% 
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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 

 
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.4 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.5 
 
 
 
 

 
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).  
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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 

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

Policy Body Percent of 
POC 

Response 
Rate 

2019 
Percent 

2017 
Percent 

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 

Policy Body Percent of 
POC 

Response 
Rate* 

2019 
Percent 

2017 
Percent 

Residential Users Appeal Board 0% 50% 50% N/A 

Children, Youth, and Their Families Oversight and 
Advisory Committee 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 General Obligation Bond Oversight 
Committee 17% 100% N/A N/A 

Assessment Appeals Board No.1 17% 100% 20% N/A 

War Memorial Board of Trustees 18% 45% 18% 18% 

Public Utilities Commission 20% 60% 0% 33% 

Public Utilities Rate Fairness Board 25% 75% 67% 67% 
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Figure 9: Commissions and Boards with Lowest Percentage of People of Color, 2021 
Compared to 2019 and 2017, Continued 

Policy Body 
Percent of 

POC 
Response 

Rate* 
2019 

Percent 
2017 

Percent 
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 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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, 
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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 

 
 

 
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 5.3%6. The 
LGBTQIA+ population of the San Francisco and greater Bay Area is estimated to rank the 
highest of U.S. cities at 6.2%,7 while a 2006 survey found that 15.4% of adults in San 
Francisco identify as LGBTQIA+8 .  

 
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 

 
 

6 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%20Issues&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 (2006).  
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       Figure 14: LGBTQIA+ Population of Appointees, 2021 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
E. 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 

       
 
 
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, 1.4% 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* 

 

*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 

 
 

 
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 

       
 
 

Figure 21: Demographics of Commissions and Boards with Largest Budgets, 2021 

Policy Body FY20-21 
Budget 

Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

Response 
Rate Women Women 

of Color 

People 
of 

Color 

Health Commission $2.7B 7 7 100% 71% 43% 71% 

Public Utilities 
Commission $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 

Commission 
$1.26B 7 6 50% 33% 33% 50% 

Human Services 
Commission $604M 5 5 100% 20% 0% 60% 

Aging and Adult 
Services Commission $435M 7 7 86% 71% 29% 43% 

Fire Commission $414M 5 5 100% 40% 20% 60% 

Library Commission $341B 7 7 100% 71% 43% 71% 

Recreation and Park 
Commission $231.6M 7 7 43% 29% 14% 29% 

Children, Youth, and 
Their Families Oversight 

and Advisory 
Committee 

$171.5M 11 7 14% 14% 0% 0% 

Total $8.9B 66 61 74% 58% 29% 60% 
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Figure 22: Demographics of Commissions and Boards with Smallest Budgets, 2021 

Policy Body FY20-21 
Budget 

Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

Response 
Rate Women Women 

of Color 

People 
of 

Color 

Commission on the 
Status of Women $9M 7 7 100% 100% 86% 86% 

Ethics Commission $6.5M 5 4 25% 25% 25% 25% 

Small Business 
Commission $3.5M 7 7 43% 14% 0% 14% 

Film Commission $1.5M 11 11 100% 45% 27% 45% 

Civil Service 
Commission $1.3M 5 5 100% 60% 20% 40% 

Entertainment 
Commission $1.2M 7 7 100% 29% 14% 43% 

Board of Appeals $1.2M 5 5 100% 40% 20% 60% 

Assessment Appeals 
Board No.1 $701,348 8 6 100% 50% 0% 17% 

Local Agency 
Formation Commission $427,685 7 4 50% 50% 50% 50% 

Sunshine Ordinance 
Task Force $172,373 11 9 89% 56% 44% 44% 

Total $25.5M 73 65 86% 56% 35% 51% 

 
 
H. 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

 
    
I. 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 

       
 
 
J. Religious Affiliations 
 

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 

 
 
III. 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.  
 

Buddhist
7%

Christian
30%

Hindu
1%

Atheist
17%

Jewish
13%

Muslim
1%

Decline
21%

Other
10%
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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 a single 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.9 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 U.S. 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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IV. Conclusion 
 

 
 
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. 
 
San Francisco Commission on the Status of Women 
President Breanna Zwart                                          
Vice President Dr. Shokooh Miry 
Commissioner Sophia Andary                                  
Commissioner Sharon Chung 
Commissioner Dr. Anne Moses                                 
Commissioner Dr. Raveena Rihal 
Commissioner Ani Rivera                             
 
Kimberly Ellis, Director  
Department on the Status of Women  
 
This report is available at the San Francisco Department on the Status of Women website, 
https://sfgov.org/dosw/gender-analysis-reports. 
 
City and County of San Francisco 
Department on the Status of Women 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 240 
San Francisco, California 94102 
sfgov.org/dosw 
dosw@sfgov.org 
415.252.2570 
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Appendix 
 

 
Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021 

Policy Body* Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

FY20-21 
Budget Women Women of 

Color 
People of 

Color 

Survey 
Response 

Rate 

Access Appeals 
Commission 5 5 $0 20% 0% 0% 100% 

Advisory 
Committee of 

Street Artists and 
Craft Examiners 

5 5 $0 20% 20% 20% 20% 

African American 
Reparations 
Committee 

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

Aging and Adult 
Services 

Commission 
7 7 $ 435,011,663 71% 29% 43% 86% 

Airport 
Commission 5 5 $ 1,370,000,000 40% 0% 40% 100% 

Animal Control 
and Welfare 
Commission 

7 7 $0 29% 14% 29% 43% 

Arts Commission 15 14 $ 23,762,015 79% 57% 71% 100% 

Asian Art 
Commission 27 26 $ 10,200,000 50% 35% 54% 81% 

Assessment 
Appeals Board 

No.1 
8 6 

$                                 
- 

50% 0% 17% 100% 

Assessment 
Appeals Board 

No.2 
8 4 

$                                 
- 

0% 0% 50% 100% 

Assessment 
Appeals Board 

No.3 
8 3 

$                                 
- 

0% 0% 33% 67% 

Ballot 
Simplification 

Committee 
5 4 $0 50% 0% 0% 75% 

Bayview Hunters 
Point Citizens 

Advisory 
Committee 

12 8 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Board of Appeals 5 5 $ 1,177,452 40% 20% 60% 100% 

Board Of 
Examiners 13 10 $0 0% 0% 40% 90% 

Building 
Inspection 

Commission 
7 6 $ 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 

Policy Body* Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

FY20-21 
Budget Women 

Women of 
Color 

People of 
Color 

Survey 
Response 

Rate 

Central Subway 
Community 

Advisory Group 
21 14 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Children and 
Families 

Commission 
(First 5) 

9 8 $ 31,019,003 75% 50% 50% 75% 

Children, Youth, 
and Their 
Families 

Oversight and 
Advisory 

Committee 

11 7 $ 171,481,507 14% 0% 0% 14% 

Citizen’s Advisory 
Committee for 

the Central 
Market Street and 
Tenderloin Area 

9 8 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Citizen’s 
Committee on 

Community 
Development 

9 8 $ 27,755,465 63% 50% 50% 63% 

Citizens General 
Obligation Bond 

Oversight 
Committee 

9 6 $0 50% 0% 17% 100% 

City Hall 
Preservation 

Advisory 
Commission 

5 5 $0 0% 0% 0% 20% 

Civil Service 
Commission 5 5 $ 1,286,033 60% 20% 40% 100% 

Commission on 
Community 
Investment  

and Infrastructure 

7 6 $0 17% 17% 33% 50% 

Commission on 
the Aging 

Advisory Council 
22 14 $0 21% 0% 0% 21% 

Commission on 
the Environment 7 7 $0 57% 29% 43% 86% 

Commission on 
the Status of 

Women 
7 7 $ 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 

Policy Body* Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

FY20-21 
Budget Women 

Women of 
Color 

People of 
Color 

Survey 
Response 

Rate 

Elections 
Commission 7 5 $ 69,000 60% 20% 40% 100% 

Entertainment 
Commission 7 7 $0 29% 14% 43% 100% 

Ethics 
Commission 5 4 $ 6,500,000 25% 25% 25% 25% 

Film Commission 11 11 $0 45% 27% 45% 100% 

Fire Commission 5 5 $ 414,360,096 40% 20% 60% 100% 

Health 
Commission 7 7 $ 2,700,000,000 71% 43% 71% 100% 

Health Service 
Board 7 7 $ 16,500,000 14% 14% 14% 43% 

Historic 
Preservation 
Commission 

7 7 $0 29% 14% 14% 71% 

Historic 
Preservation 

Fund Committee 
7 7 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Housing 
Authority 

Commission 
7 5 $ 55,800,000 20% 20% 20% 20% 

Human Rights 
Commission 11 9 $ 13,618,732 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Human Services 
Commission 5 5 $ 604,412,630 20% 0% 60% 100% 

Immigrant Rights 
Commission 15 14 $0 43% 36% 50% 57% 

Juvenile 
Probation 

Commission 
7 6 $0 50% 33% 67% 83% 

Library 
Commission 7 7 $ 341,000,000 71% 43% 71% 100% 

Local Agency 
Formation 

Commission 
7 4 $ 427,685 50% 50% 50% 50% 

Local Homeless 
Coordinating 

Board 
9 7 $ 54,000,000 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Long Term Care 
Coordinating 

Council 
40 35 $0 9% 3% 6% 14% 

Mental Health 
Board 17 9 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

MTA Board of 
Directors and 

Parking 
Authority 

Commission 

7 6 $ 1,258,700,000 33% 33% 50% 50% 
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Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued 

Policy Body* Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

FY20-21 
Budget Women 

Women of 
Color 

People of 
Color 

Survey 
Response 

Rate 

Municipal Green 
Building Task 

Force 
21 21 $0 43% 24% 29% 67% 

Municipal 
Transportation 

Agency Citizens’ 
Advisory Council 

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

Office of Early 
Care and 
Education 

Citizens' Advisory 
Committee 

9 9 $0 67% 33% 44% 78% 

Paratransit 
Coordinating 

Council 
40 25 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Park, Recreation, 
and Open Space 

Advisory 
Committee 

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

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

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

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

Public Utilities 
Citizen's Advisory 

Committee 
17 14 $0 21% 0% 14% 43% 

Public Utilities 
Commission 5 5 $ 1,433,954,907 20% 20% 20% 60% 

Public Utilities 
Rate Fairness 

Board 
7 4 $0 25% 0% 25% 75% 

Recreation and 
Park Commission 7 7 $ 231,600,000 29% 14% 29% 43% 

Reentry Council 7 5 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Rent Board 
Commission 10 10 $ 9,381,302 10% 0% 30% 60% 

Residential 
Users Appeal 

Board 
3 2 $ 900 0% 0% 0% 50% 

Retire Health 
Care Trust Fund 

Board 
5 5 $ 70,000 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Retirement 
System Board 7 7 $ 90,000,000 14% 14% 29% 57% 

Small Business 
Commission 7 7 $ 3,505,244 14% 0% 14% 43% 

SoMa Community 
Planning Advisory 

Committee 
11 7 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 
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Figure 26: Policy Body Demographics, 2021, Continued 

Policy Body* Total 
Seats 

Filled 
Seats 

FY20-21 
Budget Women 

Women of 
Color 

People of 
Color 

Survey 
Response 

Rate 

SoMa Community 
Stabilization Fund 

Community 
Advisory 

Committee 

14 10 $0 0% 0% 10% 10% 

Southeast 
Community 

Facility 
Commission 

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

Sunshine 
Ordinance Task 

Force 
11 9 $0 56% 44% 44% 89% 

Sweatfree 
Procurement 

Advisory Group 
11 6 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Transgender 
Advisory 

Committee 
14 14 $0 0% 0% 21% 36% 

Treasure Island 
Development 

Authority 
7 6 $0 17% 17% 33% 50% 

Urban Forestry 
Council 15 14 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Veterans Affairs 
Commission 17 16 $ 150,000 0% 0% 0% 0% 

War Memorial 
Board of 
Trustees 

11 11 $ 18,500,000 27% 18% 18% 45% 

Workforce 
Investment 

Board 
30 27 $0 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Youth 
Commission 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* 
 

Race/Ethnicity 
Total Female Male 

Estimate Percent Estimate Percent Estimate Percent 

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. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

28



Acknowledgments 

The San Francisco Department on the Status of Women would like to thank the various policy 
body members, commission secretaries, and city staff who graciously assisted in collecting 
demographic data and providing information about their respective policy bodies. In 
particular, the Department would like to thank interns Charly De Nocker and Brooklynn 
McPherson for the data collection and analysis of this report. 

San Francisco Commission on the Status of Women 
President Breanna Zwart        
Vice President Dr. Shokooh Miry 
Commissioner Sophia Andary      
Commissioner Sharon Chung 
Commissioner Dr. Anne Moses    
Commissioner Dr. Raveena Rihal 
Commissioner Ani Rivera    

Kimberly Ellis, Director  
Department on the Status of Women 

This report is available at the San Francisco Department on the Status of Women website, 
https://sfgov.org/dosw/gender-analysis-reports. 

City and County of San Francisco 
Department on the Status of Women 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 240 
San Francisco, California 94102 
sfgov.org/dosw 
dosw@sfgov.org 
415.252.2570 

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

29

https://sfgov.org/dosw/gender-analysis-reports
mailto:dosw@sfgov.org
























































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

From: Laura-Michael Esserman-Endicott
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mahmood, Bilal (BOS)
Cc: SherrillStaff; Young, Victor (BOS); Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Support for Cyn Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 10:41:20 AM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am a resident of San Francisco Haight Ashbury neighborhood] in District [SF
Supervisorial 5] and have been a Surgeon and Professor at UCSF for over 30 years
where I am the Director of the UCSF Breast Cancer Program. I am writing to express
my support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join the San Francisco
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30 years, having
attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of Business. I have also
been in touch with Ms. Dai through alumni and other activities over the years.
Early on, when I was first hired as the Director of the UCSF Breast Care Center, I hired Health
Connection, a San Francisco software startup founded by Cynthia Dai, to automate our
workflows for diagnosing and treating breast cancer. She and her team were innovative and
insightful in their recommendations to improve our processes—skills she could bring to help
the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force to reduce its complaint backlog to meet its mandated
deadlines.  I have also kept up with her efforts on making sure that redistricting is fair. She has
made a huge contribution to the Elections Commission in helping to insure nonpartisan local
redistricting and a competitive hiring process for the Director of Elections position

In my experience with Ms. Dai I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, hard-working
professional, and to have a great deal of integrity. Ms. Dai also has the ability to think deeply
about complex topics and to bring her strategic mindset to all of her endeavors.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. She is
the kind of person that we want helping  protect our democratic processes.

Sincerely, 
 
Laura Esserman
 
 
Laura J Esserman MD MBA

mailto:essercott@gmail.com
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:bilal.mahmood@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org


(for affilitation and purposes of identification only)
Alfred A. de Lorimier Endowed Chair in General Surgery
Director UCSF Breast Care Center
Precision Cancer Medicine Building
1825 4th St, 3rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94158
Office 415 885-7691



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

From: Cheryl Dodwell
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); afael.mandelman@sfgov.org
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 12:18:16 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.
 
In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a caring, competent,
trustworthy, hard-working professional dedicated to public service and a stronger
democracy.  I have long admired her integrity and passion for civic engagement. 
Cyn’s presence will greatly benefit the Task Force and the community.
 
I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely, 
 
Cheryl Cole Dodwell
Stanford GSB ‘93
 
 

mailto:cheryl@dodwell.net
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:afael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org


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

From: Denise Brosseau
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 12:25:20 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, 
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for 
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 

Denise Brosseau
CEO, Thought Leadership Lab
Redwood City, CA

mailto:denise@thoughtleadershiplab.com
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org


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

From: Caroline Pappajohn
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 12:37:51 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely, 

Caroline Pappajohn
-- 
Caroline Pappajohn
CarolinePappajohn@gmail.com
415-699-5633

mailto:carolinepappajohn@gmail.com
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org
mailto:CarolinePappajohn@gmail.com


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

From: Hui Lancaster
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cyn Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 3:40:30 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, we were classmates at the Stanford Graduate School of Business.

In my experience, Ms Dai is a competent, trustworthy, hard-working professional.  I
am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly
benefit the Task Force and the San Francisco community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely, 

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

From: GMail
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 4:01:57 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 
 
I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.
 
In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.
 
I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.
 
Sincerely, 

Tetsuji Madarame 
Principal Fellow 
Digital Innovations 
Japan Freight Railway Company 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

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

 

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.

mailto:dylanhs@gmail.com
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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



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

From: Sara Singer
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 7:17:30 PM

 

Dear Members of the Rules Committee Board of Supervisors: 
 
I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join the San
Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. We were classmates at Stanford Graduate School of
Business 1991-1993, so I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30 years.
 
I have always found Ms. Dai to be competent, trustworthy, and hard-working.  I am confident that
her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our
community.
 
I strongly support Cynthia Dai’s candidacy for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.
 
Sincerely, 
Sara Singer
 
 
Sara J. Singer, MBA, PhD
Professor of Health Policy and Medicine, Stanford University School of Medicine
Professor of Organizational Behavior, by courtesy, Stanford Graduate School of Business
Senior Fellow, by courtesy, Freeman Spogli Institute for International Studies
Faculty Director, Stanford Distinguished Careers Institute
Associate Director, Clinical Excellence Research Center
Faculty Director, Health Leadership, Innovation, and Organizations (HELIO) Labs
Stanford Health Policy
Encina Commons 190
615 Crothers Way
Stanford, CA 94305
650-498-5354
ssinger@stanford.edu
https://profiles.stanford.edu/sara-singer
https://twitter.com/SaraJeanSinger
calendly.com/sarajsinger

mailto:sara.singer@stanford.edu
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org
mailto:ssinger@stanford.edu
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://profiles.stanford.edu/sara-singer___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0YmQxMTQxNzU5NzNiOGJjNWE4ODM1NzBlMGVjYjFiNzo3OjllOTk6Yzc5YjU4NGExZjE5ZDg2NWRjNzllNjY0YTEyMjU2ZTliZTJkNjk0NzM2MzNjOTMwZDVhODM4MTAxY2Y2Y2M5MDpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://twitter.com/SaraJeanSinger___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0YmQxMTQxNzU5NzNiOGJjNWE4ODM1NzBlMGVjYjFiNzo3OjkwNzU6OWNkNTk0ZjY5ZDZiNzQ5NDEyODAxOGQ2YWViYmFkM2UzYzIyNTE3ODZhODZhMTQxMDZlNjY1MmYzNTI5ZGEwMjpoOkY6Tg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/r01/___https://calendly.com/sarajsinger___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0YmQxMTQxNzU5NzNiOGJjNWE4ODM1NzBlMGVjYjFiNzo3OjkzMWE6ZjA0NTc5NDYwMDcyMzFmY2EzMGM1NDIyNTNmNzAxYzgyMzM3NTEyMjIxYmIyYTBiNjYzOTg5Y2M5MzE1NzliZDpoOkY6Tg


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

From: Cynthia Dai
To: Young, Victor (BOS)
Subject: FW: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 9:39:42 PM

 

Hi, Victor—
I think you missed this one in the meeting packet.
Thanks,
--}cyn
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Polly Arenberg <polly@pollyarenberg.com>
Date: Wed, Feb 19, 2025 at 1:05 PM
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
To: <shamann.Walton@sfgov.org>, <stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org>,
<rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>
Cc: <victor.young@sfgov.org>, <SherrillStaff@sfgov.org>, <percy.burch@sfgov.org>,
<henry.deruff@sfgov.org>
 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 
 
I am a 28-year resident of Bernal Heights in District 9 and work/have worked in the
nonprofit, foundation and technoology sectors for the past 30+ years. I am writing to
express my support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join the San
Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30
years, having worked professionally on a project for a nonprofit with her, been her
neighbor in Bernal Heights for many years and attended school with her at the
Stanford Graduate School of Business. 
 
I have also learned much about and been impressed by Ms. Dai’s work on
redistricting and pro-democracy efforts. Through my professional work and personal
knowledge of Ms. Dai, I find that she approaches all problems with seriousness of
intent, openness and thoughtfulness. She brings joy and fun to her work, and does
things with the highest degree of integrity. As a long-time San Francisco resident
raising a family in the City, I am grateful to Ms. Dai for her interest in continuing to
serve the City. We would be lucky to have her service. 
 
I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.
 
Sincerely, 
 
Polly Arenberg
68 Carver Street, San Francisco, CA 94110
415 320 5538
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Elizabeth Connolly
To: Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Support for Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Thursday, February 20, 2025 9:56:19 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years--we were classmates at the Stanford Graduate School of Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, 
hard-working professional. She is a strong advocate for fairness and transparency in 
government. Her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit 
the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Connolly
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Elizabeth Connolly
mobile number: (206) 310-5034
econnolly@stanfordalumni.org

mailto:econnolly@stanfordalumni.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org
mailto:econnolly@stanfordalumni.org


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

From: Michael Melcher
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 5:36:24 AM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30
years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, hard-
working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic
engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.  She is filled with
passion and intelligence, and she will use those for the benefit of ALL San Franciscans!

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely, 
 
Michael F. Melcher
CEO, M2Leaders
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From: Miguel Payeras
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 6:17:00 AM

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

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee:

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s
application, File #250120, to join the San Francisco Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for more than 30 years,
having attended school with her at the prestigious Stanford Graduate
School of Business as an international student.

In my personal experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a
competent, trustworthy, hard-working professional.  I am confident
that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will
greatly benefit the Task Force and the San Francisco community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely,

Miguel A. Payeras
Senior Financial Services and IT Consultant
Stanford GSB Class of 93
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Janet McVeigh
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 9:03:59 AM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30
years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of Business. We
worked closely together on several projects and have kept in contact over the past many
years. 

In my experience, Ms. Dai is a thoughtful, competent, trustworthy, hard-working
professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will
greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force. Please don’t hesitate to contact me directly if you require any additional information or
have additional questions.  

Sincerely, 

Janet McVeigh 
619-851-6920 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Gary C. Hill
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 11:55:23 AM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, 
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for 
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 

Gary C. Hill
Stanford GSB ‘93
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: GC Frank
To: hamann.Walton@sfgov.org; Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:04:39 PM

 
Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

I have known Ms. Dai to be a competent, trustworthy, and hard-working professional
who is very highly regarded among our business school classmates. I am confident
that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task
Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely,
Campbell Frank

-----------------------------------
G. Campbell Frank, CFA, CAIA
Chief Operating Officer
Cavalry Asset Management
315 Montgomery, 10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
415-439-7070
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ernie Tiu
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS); Young, Victor (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:08:57 PM

 

 Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application (File #250120) 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years since she was my classmate at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

I know Ms. Dai to be a highly ethical, compassionate, competent, trustworthy, and 
hard-working professional. I know that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic 
engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 

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

From: Nancy Nagel
To: Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; DeRuff, Henry (BOS); Burch, Percy (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:10:22 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cyn Dai for
over 30 years. We were classmates at the Stanford Graduate School of Business,
and have stayed in touch over the years around the public service work she has
done.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her experience, skills, integrity, and
passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force. Thank you for considering my views.

Sincerely, 

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

From: Luca Rossetto
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:19:31 PM
Importance: High

 
Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community. Her high
level of energy has been always deployed for the benefit of the communities she has
been part of and directed toward having positive impact on people.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely,

Luca Rossetto MBA
Managing Partner
Atlantic Investments S.r.l.
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 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Mark Levy
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:30:01 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join the San Francisco
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the
Stanford Graduate School of Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, hard-working professional.  I am
confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and your
community.

I strongly support Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely, 

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

From: Jim Kimzey
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:50:37 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee,

I am writing to express my strong support for Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

I have had the privilege of knowing Cyn for over 30 years, having first met her as a classmate
at the Stanford Graduate School of Business in 1991. Even then, it was clear that she had a
deep commitment to public service, transparency, and civic engagement. I quickly came to
admire not only her intelligence and remarkable work ethic but also her ability to drive
meaningful change, lead with effectiveness, and collaborate with others to get things done.
Cyn brings a unique blend of competence, integrity, and approachability, making her a natural
leader and an asset to any team she joins.

As a longtime homeowner in District 7, the proud husband of a native San Franciscan, and the
father of two more native San Franciscans—both graduates of San Francisco schools, one of
whom is a long-term employee of The City of San Francisco—I care deeply about this city’s
future. Additionally, as a retired owner of a San Francisco-based business, I understand
firsthand how critical good governance and public accountability are to the well-being of our
community. I have deep gratitude for Cyn's tireless efforts to make San Francisco a better
place for my family, my neighbors, and me.

Cyn is an extraordinary public servant, and I wholeheartedly encourage you to appoint her to
the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. Her expertise, integrity, and dedication to public
transparency will serve the people of San Francisco exceptionally well.

Please give her the opportunity to contribute her talents for the benefit of us all.

Sincerely,

Jim Kimzey
District 7
Retired CEO of Tender Rose Dementia Care Specialists

-- 
Jim Kimzey
415-203-1301 (Cell)
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Beere, Mark
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: My support for Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:54:27 PM

 

These opinions are explicitly my own not those of my SF-based employer.  I lived and
worked in SF for about 15 years (1996-2010) and continue to Work in SF.

This is Re: Cynthia Dai's application, File #250120, to join the San Francisco Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30 years, having attended
school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of Business.

Many things can be said about her supporting her candidacy, but I'm going to say
simply one thing. She has always struck me as remarkably neutral and apolitical. That
alone would seem like a paramount requirement. That and she is also passionately
dedicated to public service so I guess that's two things.

Thank you.

Mark Beere
Analytics Manager for Wells Fargo and SF-based
(Opinions my own.)
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Dan Rodas
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Cynthia Dai
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:55:47 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

 I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

 

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

 

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

 

Sincerely, 

Daniel J. Rodas, Ph.D.
Partner, Isaacson, Miller
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From: Chirinjeev Kathuria
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: Letter of Support for Cynthia Dai attached
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:57:56 PM
Attachments: Letter of Support for Cynthia Dai.pdf

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

Please see Letter of Support for Cynthia Dai attached.

Best,

Chirinjeev (Dr. Kathuria)


Sent from my iPhone
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Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee:  
 
I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, to join the San 
Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai for over 30 years, having attended 
school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of Business. 
 
In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, hard-working 
professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly benefit 
the Task Force and our community. 
 
I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. 
 
Sincerely,  
 


 
Dr. Chirinjeev Kathuria, Chairman 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  







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

From: Neeracha Taychakhoonavudh
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:58:44 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

As a proud San Francisco resident, I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai
for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely, 

Neeracha Taychakhoonavudh
Cole Valley resident, District 8
ex-EVP at Salesforce, Head of Customer Experience at Asana

mailto:ntaychak@gmail.com
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:stephen.sherrill@sfgov.org
mailto:rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org
mailto:victor.young@sfgov.org
mailto:SherrillStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:percy.burch@sfgov.org
mailto:henry.deruff@sfgov.org


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

From: Kim Graf
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 12:58:44 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. Cynthia Dai was one of
the first classmates I met when I started at Stanford Business School in 1991. Her
impression on me was extremely favorable. Thus, I have known Cynthia for over 30
years. My high esteem for Cynthia continues over this entire time.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely, 

Kimberly Graf

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

From: soon yu
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS); soon@aconicpodcast.com
Subject: Letter of support for Cynthia Dai
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 1:00:31 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

As an active member of the AAPI community, and the host of the ACONIC podcast, i
can personally attest to Ms. Dai's commitment to building stronger communities. 
Therefore, I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely, 

Soon Yu, Host of the Aconic Podcast
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Bryan Semple
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 1:18:10 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

At our most recent reunion, Cynthia walked us through her amazing journey helping 
to redistrict the state of California. It was inspiring. As someone who participates in 
local politics in my hometown, I know how hard it is to make progress in government. 
She seems to have succeeded. 

I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for civic engagement will greatly 
benefit the Task Force and our community.

While I am not currently living in San Francisco, I have spent much of my career 
either living in the Bay Area, or working for Bay Area companies including Francisco 
Partners, Sybase, NetApp, and Rasna. I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia 
Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.

Sincerely, 

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

From: Antonia Estrada
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 1:25:59 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, 
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for 
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 

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

From: Michelle Call
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 1:49:45 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120, 
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai 
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of 
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy, 
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for 
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task 
Force.

Sincerely, 
Michelle Stecklein 
President, Lypro Biosciences
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Frank Huerta
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: DeRuff, Henry (BOS); Burch, Percy (BOS); SherrillStaff; Young, Victor (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 2:04:42 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community. She is also
a very caring individual who is concerned about the well-being of all members of her
community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

I would be happy to be contacted for more information.

Sincerely, 

Frank Huerta
CEO
Curtail, Inc.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: ElNaggar Mona
To: Walton, Shamann (BOS); Sherrill, Stephen (BOS); Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
Cc: Young, Victor (BOS); SherrillStaff; Burch, Percy (BOS); DeRuff, Henry (BOS)
Subject: I support Cynthia Dai for Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, File #250120
Date: Friday, February 21, 2025 2:52:00 PM

 

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors Rules Committee: 

I am writing to express my strong support of Cynthia Dai’s application, File #250120,
to join the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. I have known Cynthia Dai
for over 30 years, having attended school with her at the Stanford Graduate School of
Business.

In my experience with Ms. Dai, I have known her to be a competent, trustworthy,
hard-working professional.  I am confident that her skills, integrity, and passion for
civic engagement will greatly benefit the Task Force and our community.

I strongly support the candidacy of Cynthia Dai for the Sunshine Ordinance Task
Force.

Sincerely, 
Mona ElNaggar
Partner, Valo Ventures
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