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

From: Eric Shackelford
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:50:59 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

All waivers should be public and debated openly.

Sincerely, 
Eric Shackelford 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it. 
Eric Shackelford

Eric Shackelford 
eshack@gmail.com 
2443 44th Ave 
San Francisco, California 94116

mailto:eshack@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Francisco Lopez
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:45:21 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Francisco Lopez 
lowellfootball66@gmail.com 
2094 31st Ave 
San Francisco, California 94116

mailto:lowellfootball66@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Richard Waller
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:45:12 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Richard Waller 
rwaller416@gmail.com 
571 Magellan Ave 
San Francisco, California 94116

mailto:rwaller416@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Pieter De Haan
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:42:47 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Pieter De Haan 
pjdehaan@gmail.com 
1249 7th Ave 
San Francisco, California 94122

mailto:pjdehaan@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Ian Haddow
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:30:56 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Ian Haddow 
2ianhaddow@gmail.com 
536 Laidley St 
San Francisco, California 94131

mailto:2ianhaddow@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Clarine Cleveland
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:24:35 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Clarine Cleveland 
claremcleveland@gmail.com 
720 Baker St Apt i 
San Francisco, California 94115

mailto:claremcleveland@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: John Tansley
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:18:57 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

John Tansley 
jtansley@intergate.com 
P.O. Box 330351 
San Francisco, California 94133

mailto:jtansley@intergate.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Theresa Flandrich
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:13:16 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Theresa Flandrich 
tmvonflandrich@gmail.com 
21 Napier Ln Apt 2 
San Francisco, California 94133

mailto:tmvonflandrich@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Renee" Yates
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:02:56 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Renee' Yates 
yatesrenee@sbcglobal.net 
607 Congo St/ 
San Francisco, California 94131

mailto:yatesrenee@sbcglobal.net
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Jennifer Keith
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:01:53 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Jennifer Keith 
keith.jen@gmail.com 
525 Precita Ave 
San Francisco, California 94110

mailto:keith.jen@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: John Manning
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:51:06 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

John Manning 
johnrmanning@gmail.com 
3032 Clement St Apt 302 
San Francisco, California 94121

mailto:johnrmanning@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Bravewolf None
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:49:29 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Bravewolf None 
sanfranciscoguy60@gmail.com 
E 17TH St 
San Francisco, California 94102

mailto:sanfranciscoguy60@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Michael Kemper
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:45:40 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Michael Kemper 
mckemper84@gmail.com 
1388 California St Apt 404A 
San Francisco, California 94109

mailto:mckemper84@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Christine Oda
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:41:48 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Christine Oda 
jazzyjacobsmith8@gmail.com 
1735 Steiner St Apt 479 
San Francisco, California 94115

mailto:jazzyjacobsmith8@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Thomas Yaussy
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:39:13 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Thomas Yaussy 
tyaussy@aol.com 
370 Church St 
San Francisco, California 94114

mailto:tyaussy@aol.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Brian Sawyer
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:36:37 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Brian Sawyer 
bsawyer406@gmail.com 
172 Maddux Ave 
San Francisco, California 94124

mailto:bsawyer406@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Cristy Bodnar
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:33:31 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Cristy Bodnar 
pookoo_2000@yahoo.com 
4843 Geary Blvd 
San Francisco, California 94118

mailto:pookoo_2000@yahoo.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Philip Wilson
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:30:48 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Philip Wilson 
wilson.philipdrew@gmail.com 
1 Daniel Burnham Ct 
San Francisco, California 94109

mailto:wilson.philipdrew@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Karen Kirschling
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:27:26 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Karen Kirschling 
kumasong@icloud.com 
633 Oak St Apt 2 
`SF, California 94117

mailto:kumasong@icloud.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Allen Wilson
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:25:42 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Allen Wilson 
awilson630@aol.com 
482 23rd Ave 
SAN FRANCISCO, California 94121

mailto:awilson630@aol.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Dan Finkle Finkle
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:09:22 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Dan Finkle Finkle 
danfinklesf@gmail.com 
2040 Franklin St Apt 706 
San Francisco, California 94109

mailto:danfinklesf@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Peter Lee
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:03:22 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Peter Lee 
peterboothlee@hotmail.com 
3910 Fulton St Apt 4 
San Francisco, California 94118

mailto:peterboothlee@hotmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Maria Cuevas
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:02:08 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Maria Cuevas 
cuevasm1016@gmail.com 
99 Ocean Ave Apt. 613 
San Francisco , California 94112

mailto:cuevasm1016@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Nancy Spooner
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:02:07 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Nancy Spooner 
nancy10sf@gmail.com 
1728 Lyon St 
San Francisco, California 94115

mailto:nancy10sf@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Denis Bogan
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:00:47 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Denis Bogan 
denis_bogan@yahoo.com 
1142 jackson St., Apt. 2 
San Francisco , California 94133

mailto:denis_bogan@yahoo.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Lygia Fischer
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:57:26 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Lygia Fischer 
proma92@gmail.com 
238 Athens Street 
San Francisco, California 94112

mailto:proma92@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: David Romano
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:56:11 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

David Romano 
droma4@gmail.com 
759 La Playa St Apt 1 
San Francisco, California 94121

mailto:droma4@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Michael Degtyarev
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:53:49 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Michael Degtyarev 
mdegtyarev@yahoo.com 
3386 Market St 
San Francisco, California 94114

mailto:mdegtyarev@yahoo.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Leonard Tremmel
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:51:52 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Leonard Tremmel 
slapshoe@sbcglobal.net 
800 Lyon St 
San Francisco, California 94115

mailto:slapshoe@sbcglobal.net
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Steve Scheer
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:49:41 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Steve Scheer 
sfscheer@gmail.com 
2327 26th Ave 
San Francisco, California 94116

mailto:sfscheer@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Francisco Hulse
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:53:34 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Francisco Hulse 
hulse@pipeline.com 
2754 Folsom St # B 
San Francisco, California 94110

mailto:hulse@pipeline.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org




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

From: Darlene Azarmi
To: Trent Lange; Ethics Commission, (ETH); Canning, Michael (ETH)
Cc: Sean McMorris; Suzanne Komili; Mary Scheib; Larry B
Subject: Re: Please add coalition letter opposing Item #8
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:00:43 PM

 
Thank you!

From: Trent Lange <TLange@caclean.org>
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2025 2:24 PM
To: ethics.commission@sfgov.org <ethics.commission@sfgov.org>; Canning, Michael (ETH)
<michael.a.canning@sfgov.org>
Cc: Sean McMorris <smcmorris@commoncause.org>; Darlene Azarmi
<dazarmi@commoncause.org>; Suzanne Komili <suzanne.komili@gmail.com>; Mary Scheib
<maryscheibfnp@gmail.com>; Larry B <482mountain@protonmail.com>
Subject: Please add coalition letter opposing Item #8
 
Hi --

Please add the attached coalition from California Clean Money Campaign, California
Common Cause, and Indivisible San Francisco in which we are asking the Commission to
reject Item # 8. Ordinance No. 250947: Behested Payment Waiver.

We look forward to the discussion tomorrow.

- Trent

-- 
Trent Lange, PhD
President and Executive Director
California Clean Money Campaign
Sponsor of SB 42, the California Fair Elections Act
(310) 428-1556

mailto:dazarmi@commoncause.org
mailto:TLange@caclean.org
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org
mailto:michael.a.canning@sfgov.org
mailto:smcmorris@commoncause.org
mailto:suzanne.komili@gmail.com
mailto:maryscheibfnp@gmail.com
mailto:482mountain@protonmail.com


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

From: Corinne Dowling
To: Ethics Commission, (ETH)
Subject: Total Transparency: Please reject Behested Payments Waivers Ordinance – Item 8, File No. 250947
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2025 3:07:38 PM

 

San Francisco Ethics Commission,

In 2021, the Ethics Commission led the way in establishing restrictions that bar city officials
from soliciting behested payments from interested parties. The following year, voters
overwhelmingly extended this safeguard to the Board of Supervisors by approving Proposition
E with 69.4% support.

Sincerely, 
As the official ballot argument for Prop E warned: “In 2020, the City Controller produced a
Public Integrity Review of pay‑to‑play politics in San Francisco, and found that so‑called
‘behested payments’ presented a high risk of corruption… When behested payments occur,
regular San Franciscans stand to lose.”

The proposed amendments in File No. 250947 would effectively nullify Prop E by allowing
Supervisors to grant waivers for themselves whenever they choose — with the public never
knowing which interested parties were solicited or who actually made behests under those
waivers.

Passing it would be a stunning reversal of your own leadership in establishing protections
against potentially corruptive behested payments and a betrayal of the voters’ will. Please
reject it.

Corinne Dowling 
gibsongirl48@gmail.com 
48 Mirabel Ave 
San Francisco, California 94110

mailto:gibsongirl48@gmail.com
mailto:ethics.commission@sfgov.org



