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FILE NO. 2400735
MOTION NO.

[Presidential Reappointment, Building Inspection Commission - Kavin Williams]

Motion approving/rejecting President Aaron Peskin’s nomination for the reappointment
of Kavin Williams to the Building Inspection Commission, for a two-year term ending

July 1, 2026.

MOVED, That the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco does
hereby approve/reject President Aaron Peskin’s nomination for the following reappointment of
the hereinafter designated person(s) to serve as a member of the Building Inspection
Commission, pursuant to the provisions of Charter Section 4.121, and Appendix D, D3.750-1,
for the term specified:

Kavin Williams, seat 7, succeeding themself, nominated by the President of the Board
of Supervisors and subject to confirmation by the Board of Supervisors, for the unexpired

portion of a two-year term July 1, 2026.

Clerk of the Board
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1



MEMORANDUM

TO: Rules Committee Clerk

FROM: The President of the Board of Supervisors
DATE: June 24, 2024

SUBJECT: Appointment by President Aaron Peskin

Please be advised that President Aaron Peskin has selected Kavin Williams to
be appointed to the Building Inspection Commission?.

This appointment will fill seat 7.

Kavin Alexander Williams’s address is:

Attachment: Kavin Williams’ Application

For Cierk’s office use only:

Seat #: Term expiration date: Seat Vacated:

Board President Notice of Appointment



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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

Application for Boards, Commissions, Committees, & Task Forces

Building Inspection Commission
. 1-3

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

Kavin Alexander Williams

Name of Board/Commission/Committee/Task Force:

Full Name:
Zip Code: 94133
oation: Attorney
Work Phone: 419-715-9234 employer: KAW LAW

Business Address: 312 Montgomery Street, Suite 914, San Francisco, CA Zip Code: 94104

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

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

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

| am a tenant attorney with a practice emphasizing eviction defense litigation. For three years
| was a right to counsel attorney at the Eviction Defense Collaborative where | represented a
broad range of members of the San Francisco community. Presently, | represent both
residential tenants and commercial tenants of the San Francisco community.

| have represented clients from nearly every neighborhood of San Francisco, and many
categories of ethnicity, race, age, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, and with many

distinct disabilities.

| believe these experiences qualify me to represent these communities on the Building
Inspection Commission.

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




Business and/or Professional Experience:

| am a San Francisco based tenant attorney representing both residential and commercial
tenants in litigation. | frequently litigate habitability and structural defect issues in my cases. I
also represent homeowners in mortgage servicing and wrongful foreclosure litigation.
Additionally, | have represented clients in construction defect litigation, and real estate
transactions.

Civic Activities:

| play softball as a corner outfielder and infielder in the San Francisco Lawyers' League. | also
play recreational league basketball.

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

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

bate: JuUN€e 25, 2023 e e

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

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

Appointed to Seat #: Term Expires: Date Vacated:

(4/5/2023) Page 2 of 2



060600029- NFH- 0029

CALIFORNIA FORM 7 0 0

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Please type or print in ink.

STATEMENT OF ECONOMIC INTERESTS

Date Initial Filing Received
Filing Official Use Only

COVER PAGE
A Public Document

E-Filed
03/24/2024
17:50:47

Filing ID:
211117008

NAME OF FILER (LAST)

Wllianms, Kavin

(FIRST) (MIDDLE)

1. Office, Agency, or Court
Agency Name (Do not use acronyms)
City and County of San Francisco
Division, Board, Department, District, if applicable Your Position
Bui I di ng | nspection Conmm ssion Conmi ssi oner
» If filing for multiple positions, list below or on an attachment. (Do not use acronyms)
Agency: Position:
2. Jurisdiction of Office (Check at least one box)
Judge, Retired Judge, Pro Tem Judge, or Court Commissioner
[ State [ {statewide Jurisdicion)
(] Multi-County County of_San_Franci sco
City of San Franci sco [] Other
3. Type of Statement (Check at least one box)

AnnualiThe period covered is January 1, 2023 through
December 31, 2023.

-or-
The period covered is_ 07 /12 j 2023 through
December 31, 2023.

[] Assuming Office: Date assumed

[] Candidate:Date of Election

and office sought, if different than Part 1:

[] Leaving Office: Date Left / /
(Check one circle)

O The period covered is January 1, 2023 through the date
of leaving office.

/

O The period covered is
of leaving office.

through the date

4. Schedule Summary (required)
Schedules attached
Schedule A-1 - Investments — schedule attached

Schedule A-2 - Investments — schedule attached
[] Schedule B - Real Property - schedule attached

=0r=
1 None - No reportable interests on any schedule

» Total number of pages including this cover page: —6___

Schedule C - Income, Loans, & Business Positions — schedule attached
[] Schedule D - Income — Gifts — schedule attached
[] Schedule E - Income - Gifts — Travel Payments — schedule attached

5. Verification

MAILING ADDRESS STREET
(Business or Agency Address Recommended - Public Document)

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

San Franci sco 94103

DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER

( )

E-MAIL ADDRESS

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

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

Date Signed _03/ 24/ 2024

signature Kavin WIlians
(month, day, year)

(File the originally signed paper statement with your filing official.)

FPPC Form 700 - Cover Page (2023/2024)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov



060600029- NFH- 0029

SCHEDULE A-1
Investments

CALIFORNIA FORM 7 0 0

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Stocks, Bonds, and Other Interests | Name

(Ownership Interest is Less Than 10%)
Investments must be itemized.

Wllians, Kavin

Do not attach brokerage or financial statements.

» NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Vanguard Total International Bond | ndex
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex Fund

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

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

NATURE OF INVESTMENT _, ified 40
D Stock OtherDverS| ied 4015

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/ 123 / 1 23

ACQUIRED DISPOSED

» NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Vanguard Total Stock Market |ndex Fund
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex Fund

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

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

NATURE OF INVESTMENT . i fied 401k
[] Stock OtherDverS| ied 401

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/ 123 / ;23

ACQUIRED DISPOSED

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Vanguard Total International Bond | ndex
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex Fund

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

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

NATURE OF INVESTMENT _, L. .
[] stock Other D Versi fied fund in 401(k)

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

123 123

ACQUIRED DISPOSED

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY

Vanguard Total Stock Market |ndex Fund
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex Fund

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

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

NATURE OF INVESTMENT _, L. .
[] stock Other DI Versi fied fund in 401(k)

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

23 ;23
ACQUIRED DISPOSED

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY
Vanguard Total Bond Market |ndex Fund
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex Fund

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

[] $10,001 - $100,000
[[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT__ ified 401K
[] Stock O,(herD|verS| ied 401

(Describe)

[] Partnership O Income Received of $0 - $499
O Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

NAME OF BUSINESS ENTITY
Vanguard Total Bond Market |ndex Fund
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

I ndex fund

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

[] $10,001 - $100,000
[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT _, .. .
[] stock OtherDversn‘led fund in 401(k)

(Describe)

[] Partnership O Income Received of $0 - $499
O Income Received of $500 or More (Report on Schedule C)

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

23 123 ;123 ;123
ACQUIRED DISPOSED ACQUIRED DISPOSED
Comments:

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule A-1 (2023/2024)
advice@fppc.ca.gov * 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov



060600029- NFH- 0029

SCHEDULE A-2
Investments, Income, and Assets

CALIFORNIA FORM 7 0 O

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Name

of Business Entities/Trusts

(Ownership Interest is 10% or Greater)

» 1. BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

KAW LAW

Wllians, Kavin

» 1. BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

Name

SAN FRANCI SCO, CA 94104

Name

Address (Business Address Acceptable)
Check one

[J Trust, goto 2 [X] Business Entity, complete the box, then go to 2

Address (Business Address Acceptable)
Check one

[ Trust, go to 2 [] Business Entity, complete the box, then go to 2

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

Law Practice

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

FAIR MARKET VALUE
(] s0 - $1,999

] $2,000 - $10,000

[[] $10,001 - $100,000
$100,001 - $1,000,000
["] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INVESTMENT
|:| Partnership Sole Proprietorship

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

_ /23
DISPOSED

_ /23
ACQUIRED

O

Other
YOUR BUSINESS POSITION Sol e Owner

FAIR MARKET VALUE
[ $0 - $1,999

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

[] $2,000 - $10,000 /23 ;23
|:| $10,001 - $100,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
] $100,001 - $1,000,000
["] over $1,000,000
NATURE OF INVESTMENT
|:| Partnership |:| Sole Proprietorship |:|

Other

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION

» 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (INCLUDE YOUR PRO RATA

SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOME TO THE ENTITY/TRUST)

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

L] s0 - $499
] $500 - $1,000
$1,001 - $10,000

» 3. LIST THE NAME OF EACH REPORTABLE SINGLE SOURCE OF

INCOME OF $10,000 OR MORE (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)
[]None or Names listed below
Ni r Tol edano

» 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (INCLUDE YOUR PRO RATA
SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOME TO THE ENTITY/TRUST)

[] $0 - $499
] $500 - $1,000
] $1,001 - $10,000

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

» 3. LIST THE NAME OF EACH REPORTABLE SINGLE SOURCE OF
INCOME OF $10,000 OR MORE (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)

[ ] None or [] Names listed below

Enperor Motors

Carlson Law Office

» 4. INVESTMENTS AND INTERESTS IN REAL PROPERTY HELD OR
LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST
Check one box:

[] INVESTMENT REAL PROPERTY

» 4. INVESTMENTS AND INTERESTS IN REAL PROPERTY HELD OR
LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

Check one box:

[] INVESTMENT [] REAL PROPERTY

Name of Business Entity, if Investment, or
Assessor’s Parcel Number or Street Address of Real Property

315 Montgonery Street, Ste 914, SF, CA 94104

Name of Business Entity, if Investment, or
Assessor’'s Parcel Number or Street Address of Real Property

Description of Business Activity or
City or Other Precise Location of Real Property

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

_ /423 4, 23

[] $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INTEREST

D Property Ownership/Deed of Trust D Stock |:| Partnership

1.25

Yrs. remaining

Leasehold

[] other

D Check box if additional schedules reporting investments or real property
are attached

Comments:

Description of Business Activity or
City or Other Precise Location of Real Property

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/423 _ ;23

[] $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INTEREST

[] Property Ownership/Deed of Trust [] stock [] Partnership

[] Leasehold

[] other

|:| Check box if additional schedules reporting investments or real property

Yrs. remaining

are attached

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule A-2 (2023/2024)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 - www.fppc.ca.gov



060600029- NFH- 0029

Addi tional Single Sources of Incone of $10,000 or nore for KAW LAW

Lawers Committee for Civil R ghts



060600029- NFH- 0029

SCHEDULE A-2
Investments, Income, and Assets

CALIFORNIA FORM 7 0 O

FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

Name

of Business Entities/Trusts

(Ownership Interest is 10% or Greater)

» 1. BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

KAW LAW

Wllians, Kavin

» 1. BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

Name

San Francisco, CA 94104

Name

Address (Business Address Acceptable)
Check one

[J Trust, goto 2 [X] Business Entity, complete the box, then go to 2

Address (Business Address Acceptable)
Check one

[ Trust, go to 2 [] Business Entity, complete the box, then go to 2

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THIS BUSINESS

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION Sol e _owner

Law firm
FAIR MARKET VALUE IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE: FAIR MARKET VALUE IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:
[]$0 - $1,999 23 23 []$0 - $1,999 23 23
[] $2,000 - $10,000 _ | /L9 | |£9 [] $2,000 - $10,000 /| /L9 | |£9
[] $10,001 - $100,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED [] $10,001 - $100,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
$100,001 - $1,000,000 [] $100,001 - $1,000,000
[] Over $1,000,000 [] Over $1,000,000
NATURE OF INVESTMENT NATURE OF INVESTMENT
|:| Partnership Sole Proprietorship |:| |:| Partnership |:| Sole Proprietorship |:|

Other Other

YOUR BUSINESS POSITION

» 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (INCLUDE YOUR PRO RATA

SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOME TO THE ENTITY/TRUST)

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

L] s0 - $499
] $500 - $1,000
$1,001 - $10,000

» 3. LIST THE NAME OF EACH REPORTABLE SINGLE SOURCE OF

INCOME OF $10,000 OR MORE (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)
[]None or Names listed below
Ni r Tol edano

» 2. IDENTIFY THE GROSS INCOME RECEIVED (INCLUDE YOUR PRO RATA
SHARE OF THE GROSS INCOME TO THE ENTITY/TRUST)

[] $0 - $499
] $500 - $1,000
] $1,001 - $10,000

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

» 3. LIST THE NAME OF EACH REPORTABLE SINGLE SOURCE OF
INCOME OF $10,000 OR MORE (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)

[ ] None or [] Names listed below

Carlson Law O fice

Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights

» 4. INVESTMENTS AND INTERESTS IN REAL PROPERTY HELD OR
LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST
Check one box:

[] INVESTMENT [] REAL PROPERTY

» 4. INVESTMENTS AND INTERESTS IN REAL PROPERTY HELD OR
LEASED BY THE BUSINESS ENTITY OR TRUST

Check one box:

[] INVESTMENT [] REAL PROPERTY

Name of Business Entity, if Investment, or
Assessor’s Parcel Number or Street Address of Real Property

Name of Business Entity, if Investment, or
Assessor’'s Parcel Number or Street Address of Real Property

Description of Business Activity or
City or Other Precise Location of Real Property

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

_ /423 4, 23

[] $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INTEREST

D Property Ownership/Deed of Trust D Stock |:| Partnership

[] Leasehold

[] other

D Check box if additional schedules reporting investments or real property
are attached

Yrs. remaining

Comments:

Description of Business Activity or
City or Other Precise Location of Real Property

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

IF APPLICABLE, LIST DATE:

/423 _ ;23

[] $100,001 - $1,000,000 ACQUIRED DISPOSED
[] over $1,000,000

NATURE OF INTEREST

[] Property Ownership/Deed of Trust [] stock [] Partnership

[] Leasehold

[] other

|:| Check box if additional schedules reporting investments or real property

Yrs. remaining

are attached

FPPC Form 700 - Schedule A-2 (2023/2024)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 - www.fppc.ca.gov



060600029- NFH- 0029

SCHEDULE C CALIFORNIA FORM 700
H FAIR POLITICAL PRACTICES COMMISSION
Income, Loans, & Business
P Name
Positions
(Other than Gifts and Travel Payments) WIliams, Kavin
» 1. INCOME RECEIVED » 1. INCOME RECEIVED

NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME NAME OF SOURCE OF INCOME
Evi ction Defense Coll aborative
ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable) ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)
San Francisco, CA 94103
BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF SOURCE
Legal Services Organi zation
YOUR BUSINESS POSITION YOUR BUSINESS POSITION
Staff Attorney
GROSS INCOME RECEIVED [C] No Income - Business Position Only GROSS INCOME RECEIVED [] No Income - Business Position Only
[] $500 - $1,000 [] $1,001 - $10,000 [ $500 - $1,000 [] $1,001 - $10,000
[X] $10,001 - $100,000 ["] OVER $100,000 [] $10,001 - $100,000 ["] OVER $100,000
CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED CONSIDERATION FOR WHICH INCOME WAS RECEIVED
|Z] Salary |:| Spouse’s or registered domestic partner’s income |:| Salary |:| Spouse’s or registered domestic partner’s income

(For self-employed use Schedule A-2.) (For self-employed use Schedule A-2.)
|:| Partnership (Less than 10% ownership. For 10% or greater use |:| Partnership (Less than 10% ownership. For 10% or greater use

Schedule A-2.) Schedule A-2.)
[] sale of [] sale of
(Real property, car, boat, etc.) (Real property, car, boat, etc.)
|:| Loan repayment |:| Loan repayment
[] Commission or || Rental Income, list each source of $10,000 or more [] Commission or || Rental Income, list each source of $10,000 or more
(Describe) (Describe)
[] other [] other
(Describe) (Describe)

» 2. LOANS RECEIVED OR OUTSTANDING DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

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

NAME OF LENDER* INTEREST RATE TERM (Months/Years)

% [ None

ADDRESS (Business Address Acceptable)
SECURITY FOR LOAN

[] Personal residence

BUSINESS ACTIVITY, IF ANY, OF LENDER D None

|:| Real Property

Street address
HIGHEST BALANCE DURING REPORTING PERIOD

[] $500 - $1,000 City
[ $1,001 - $10,000

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

[C] OVER $100,000 [] other

(Describe)

Comments:

FPPC Form 700 Schedule C (2023/2024)
advice@fppc.ca.gov ¢ 866-275-3772 « www.fppc.ca.gov



BUILDING INSPECTION COMMISSION

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 in bold 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

Mayor

Bianca Neuman

7/1/25

Mayor

Earl Shaddix

7/1/25

Nominated by the Mayor and
approved by the Board of
Supervisors within 60 day; for
a two year term.

Mayor

Angie Sommer

7/1/24

Mavyor

VACANT

7/1/24

Nominated by the Mayor and
approved by the Board of
Supervisors within 60 days.
Shall have one or more of the
following qualifications: be an
active, formerly active, or
retired structural engineer,
architect, or residential
builder; for a two-year term.

BOS
President

Alysabeth
Alexander-Tut

7/1/25

Nominated by the President of
the Board and approved by the
Board of Supervisors within 60
days. Shall have one or more
of the of the following
gualifications: be a residential
tenant or work or have worked
for a non-profit housing
organization; for a two-year
term.




Seat | Appointing ] e .
u Authority Seat Holder Term Ending Qualification
6 BOS Evita Chavez 7/1/25 Nominated by the President of
President the Board and approved by the
7 BOS Kavin Williams 7/1/24 Board of Supervisors within 60
President days; for a two-year term.

An emphasis shall be made to include members concerned with tenant safety and habitability
issues.

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

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

Pursuant to Board of Supervisors Rules of Order 2.19 (Motion No. 05-92) all applicants
applying for this body must complete and submit, with their application, a copy (not
original) of Form 700, Statement of Economic Interests. 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

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.

Applications and other documents may be submitted to BOS-Appointments@sfgov.org

Next Steps: Applicants must submit an application directly to the President of the
Board of Supervisors and will be contacted by the staff of the Building Inspection
Commission once they are appointed.

The Building Inspection Commission shall consist of seven members nominated and appointed
pursuant to this Section 4.121 and with an emphasis on seeking to include members concerned
with tenant safety and habitability issues. Four members shall be nominated by the Mayor for a
term of two years. Three members shall be nominated by the President of the Board of
Supervisors for a term of two years. Two of the four Mayoral appointments shall each have one


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
mailto:BOS-Appointments@sfgov.org

or more of the following qualifications: be an active, formerly active, or retired structural
engineer, architect, or residential builder. One of the three Board President appointments shall
have one or more of the following qualifications: be a residential tenant or work or have
worked for a non-profit housing organization.

Each nomination of the Mayor and the President of the Board of Supervisors is subject to
approval by the Board of Supervisors, and shall be the subject of a public hearing and vote
within 60 days. If the Board fails to act on the nomination within 60 days of the date the
nomination is transmitted to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, the nominee shall be
deemed approved. The appointment shall become effective on the date the Board adopts a
motion approving the nomination or after 60 days of the date the nomination is transmitted to
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

The Building Inspection Commission shall have responsibility for oversight of the Department of
Building Inspection which shall have responsibility for the enforcement, administration, and
interpretation of the San Francisco Housing, Building, Mechanical, Electrical, and Plumbing
Codes, except where the Charter specifically grants that power to another department. Other
powers and duties are stated in Charter Section D3750.4.

Authority: Charter Section, Appendix D, Section D3.750-1 and Sec. 4.121
(BOS File No. 211286). (Amended via Proposition B at the June 7, 2022,
Election).

Sunset Date: None

Contact: Sonya Harris, Secretary
Building Inspection Commission
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 500
San Francisco, CA 94103
(628) 652-3510
sonya.harris@sfgov.org

Updated: January 5, 2024
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DEPARTMENT ON THE STATUS OF

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

ondon N. Breed
Mayor

-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

i, 4M—

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

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

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

\Women

People of color

LGBTQIA+ individuals

People with disabilities

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Asian groups are underrepresented on

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

12-Year Comparison of Women of Color's

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

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

32%

. 0.2
color appointees to date. o1

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

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

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

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

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

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

Additional Demographics

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

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

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

Jjust below parity with the San Francisco population.

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

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

Appointing Authorities

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

appointments and total appointments.

Demographics of Appointees Compared to the San Francisco Population

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Il. Findings

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

Figure 1: Summary Data of Policy Body Demographics, 2021

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

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

A. Gender

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

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

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

Commission on the Status of Women

100%

100%

100%

100%

Arts Commission

79%

100%

67%

60%

Children and Families (First 5) Commission

75%

75%

100%

100%

Aging and Adult Services Commission

71%

86%

57%

40%

Health Commission

71%

100%

43%

29%

Library Commission

71%

100%

71%

80%

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

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

Residential Users Appeal Board

0%

50%

0%

N/A

Board of Examiners

0%

90%

0%

N/A

Assessment Appeals Board No. 3

0%

67%

50%

N/A

Assessment Appeals Board No. 2

0%

100%

50%

N/A

Rent Board Commission

10%

60%

44%

30%

Small Business Commission

14%

43%

43%

43%

Retirement System Board

14%

57%

43%

43%

Health Service Board

14%

43%

33%

29%

Children, Youth, and Their Families Oversight
and Advisory Committee

14%

14%

50%

N/A

Treasure Island Development Authority

17%

50%

50%

43%

Public Utilities Commission

20%

60%

67%

40%

Police Commission

20%

100%

43%

29%




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

Compared to 2017 and 2019, Continued

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

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

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

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

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

Office of Early Care and Education Citizens'
Advisory Committee

67%

78%

89%

Citizens' Committee on Community
Development

63%

63%

5%

Ballot Simplification Committee

50%

75%

75%

Immigrant Rights Commission

43%

57%

54%

Municipal Green Building Task Force

43%

67%

50%

N




B. Race and Ethnicity

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

Figure 6: 12-year Comparison of Representation of People of Color on Policy Bodies

57%
0.6 53% 54%

50%
0.5 46% ik
: 45%

0.4
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2009 (n=401) 2011 (n=295) 2013 (n=419) 2015 (n=269) 2017 (n=469) 2019 (n=713) 2021 (n=341)

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

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

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



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

Figure 7: Race and Ethnicity of Appointees Compared to San Francisco Population, 2021

50%
46%

45%

40%

40%
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35%
30%
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m Appointees (N=341)  ® Population (N=873,965)

Note: Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, updated data is unavailable for race/ethnicity in 2021. Therefore, the data
used to represent the San Francisco population is from the 2019 Gender Analysis Report.

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



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

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

Arts Commission 71% 100% 60% 53%

Health Commission 71% 100% 86% 86%

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

Fire Commission 60% 100% 40% 60%

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

C. Race and Ethnicity by Gender

Both white men and women are overrepresented on San Francisco policy bodies, while
Asian and Latinx men and women are underrepresented. The representation of women
of color at 32% is equal to the San Franci