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Amendment of the Whole
In Committee, Bearing Same Title
: ‘ 922111
FILE NO. 110793 _ ‘ RESOLUTION NO.

[Board Response to the 2010 2011 Civil Grand Jury Repor’t Entltled “San Fran01500 s Ethlcs

Commission: The Sleeping Watchdog”__ - _

ReSqution responding to the Presiding> Judge of the Superior Court on the findings

‘and recomhendations contéined in the 2010-2011 Civil Grand Jury Report entitled “San

FranCIsco s Ethics Commlssmn The Sleeplng Watchdog” and urging the Mayor to
cause the implementation of accepted findings and recommendatlons through hIS

department heads and through the development of the annual budget.:

WHEREAS, Under California Penal Code Section 93‘3 et se'q., the Board of
Supervisors m'u.st respond, within 90 days of receipt, to the Presiding Judgé of the Supérior
Court on the findings and récommendations contained in Civ.il Gra‘nd Jury Reports; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with Penal Code Section 933.05(c), if a finding or
recommendation 6f'the Civil Grand Jury addresses budgeta'ry or personnel matters of a
county agency or a department headed by én elected ofﬁcef,'thé age_nc'y‘ or‘de‘partmén‘t head
and the Board of Supervisors shall respond if requested ‘by thé Civil Grand Jury, but the |
response of the Board of Supervisors éhall address only budgetary or personnel matters over
which it has some decision .making authority; and |

WHEREAS, The 2010-2011 Civil Grand Jury Report entitled “San Francisco’s Ethics
Commission: The Sléeping Watchdog” is on file with the Clerk of the Boa‘rd of Supervisors in
File No. 110792 which is hereby declared to be a part of this resolution as if set forth fljlly
herein; and | | | o

WHEREAS, The Civil Grand Jury has requested that the Board of Supervisors respond‘
o Ein_ding‘Nos;- 2,4, and 7 asﬁwell as Recommendation Nos. 2, 4, and 7 contained in the

subject Civil Grand Jury report; and

~|lclerk of the Board
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WHEREAS, Finding No. 2 states: “The failure of the Ethicjs COmrni'ssion to enfo“rce

O © ©® N O O A W N

Sunshine Ordinarnice Task Force actions weakens the goal of open government and reduces
the effectlveness of the Sunshine Ordlnance and |

. WHEREAS, Recommendation 2 No. states: “All Sunshtne Ordinance Task Force
enforcement actlons deserve a trmely hearing by the Ethics Commrssron and

WHEREAS, Finding No. 4 states “Currently commissioners are appointed by elected
officials. In turn the staff and commlssroners scrutrnrze campalgn expendrtures and’ actrvrtres
of those same elected ofﬂmals The C|V|I Grand Jury feels this leads to the appearance of
impropriety;” and

WHEREAS Recommendation No. 4 states: “The City Charter should be changed to
add four additional commlssron members appomted by non- part|san community orgamzatrons
and individuals such as: The League of Women Voters, Socrety of Professional Journalists,
The San Francisco Labor Council, The Bar Association of San Francisco, and the Dean of UC
Hastlngs Law School:” and | | |

WHEREAS, Finding 7 No. states: “In the context of open government, providing audio

recordlngs of the Commrssron meetings does not prowde enough transparency;” and

WHEREAS, Recommendatlon No. 7 states: “To maximize transparency, the San
Francrsco Ethics Commrssron should broadcast thelr meetings on the SFGOVT V television .
network;” and

WHEREAS in accordance with Penal Code Sectron 933, 05(c), the Board of

'Superwsors must respond within 90 days of receipt, to the PreS|drng Judge of the Superror

Court on Finding Nos. 2, 4 and 7, as well as Recommendation Nos. 2, 4 and 7 contained in
the subject Civil Grand Jury report now, therefore, be it

'RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors reports. to the Presrdmg Judge of the -
Superior _Court that it agrees with Findings Nos. 2,4 and 7; and be it -
Clerk of the Board
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors reports that it agrees with

‘Recommendation Nos. 2 and 7; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervrsors reports that wrth regard to
Rec'ommendatlon No.-4», the Board of Supervisors does not take a position with regard to the
specifc recommendation but does think it is appropriate to consider future optione to reduce \
the appearance of lmproprlety on the part of the Ethics Commlssmn and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED; That the Board of Supervrsors urges the Mayor to cause the:

| implementation of accepted ﬁndrngs and recommendatlons through his department heads and

through the development of the annual budget.

Clerk of the Board
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