California
Fair Political .
Practices Commission

August 18, 19588

Martin Winderl

Landlord

1377 Guerrero Street

San Francisco, Calif. 94110

Re: Your Letter of July 11, 1988
Our File No. G-88-267

Dear Mr. Winderl:

You have written expressing your concern over the fact that
certain members of the San Francisco County Board of
Supervisors are periodically required to disqualify themselves
on land-use decisions such as rent control because they own
rental properties. Your letter also expresses concerns
regarding a possible past violation by one of the supervisors.

Under the provisions of the Political Reform Act, we are
unable to advise you regarding actions taken by someone other
than yourself. However, I enclose for your review some general
informative materials regarding the conflict of interest
provisions of the Political Reform Act and how to make a
complaint to our Enforcement Division if you believe that a
violation has occurred.

Sincerely,

Diane M. Griffiths
General Counsel

By: Robert E Leldl
Counsel, Legal

ivision

DMG:REL:1d

Enclosure: Pamphlet on Conflict~-
of-Interest, Act

428 ] Street, Suite 800 ® P.O. Box 807 ® Sacramento CA 95804-0807 @ (916)322-5660



377 Guerrerc St.
o

1
San Francisco, Ca. 94110

July 11, 1988

Fair Political Practice Agency
428 "J" Street

Suite 800

P.0O. Box 807

Sacramento, Ca. 95804

To Whom It May Concern:

I am concerned over the conflict of interest i1ssue in San
Francisco on the Board of Supervisors.

As a landlord I have no representation on the Board no matter
who I vote for in the election. They take conflict of interest
in every matter crucial to my the management of my property and
my source of livevhood.

I am being taxed on my property and still have no
representation to take care of my problems. I believe this is
what the Boston Tea Party was about.

I have written by certified letter to Supervisor Hongisto who
claims to be an expert in this area and to this date has refused
to reply to my letter of which a copy is attached.

Tt is also my understanding that Supervisor Hongisto voted for
a contract for Sunset Scavengers of which he owns stock. Is this
conflict of interest?

I would 1like vou to 1look into these areas and give me some
explanations and how I may be represented.

Enclosed also are copies of two newspaper articles pertaining
to this subject.

Kindly reply.

Sincerely yours,

- 7

Martin Winderl - Landlord
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1377 Guerrero St.
San Francisco, Ca. 94110

June 14, 1988

Reference: Progress, Your Voice, Supe rebuttal

Supervisor Richard Hongisto
City Hall

van HNess and McAllister Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94102

Dear Supervisor Hongisto:

T read your letter to the REditor in regard to conflict of
interest. I was under the assumption the law was a San Francisco
law not a state law, however that is not what bothers me about
it.

I understand the conflict of interest law when it is applied
directly, such as voting on the purchase of the lot next door to
your property, voting on a contract for a company which you have
control and voting for a highway to run through your house.

The thing T cannot understand is the conflict of interest when
it is applied collectively as in rent control. If you vote to
remove rent control, you gain income and control over your
property along with the rest of income property landlords which
YyOou represent., Now 1if the Supervisors who do not own property
and rent, vote for rent control they gain from additional control
over their landlord and pay less money to him and all the other
renters they represent save money.

Tt would appear the Supervisors who rent are in conflict of
interest as much as you are. Afterall they are controlling the
revenue from their own landlords.

T believe it was Supervisor Kennedy who lived in Golden Gate
Wny apartments which was under Federal price ceilings on rent
oxpilrod, The Board of Supervisors quickly ran through an
ordinance to include it under San Francisco rent control and was
signed by Supervior Kennedy acting as Mayor when Dianne Fienstien
was conveniently out of town. This was a direct savings. Is
this conflict of interst?

1 believe by your criteria all income property Supervisors and
all renter Supervisors are in conflict of interest.



I further cannot understand how state and fedoral politicians
can vote themselves pay raises without conflict of interest.

Maybe what should be used is blind trusts such as the Presidont
uses.

Would you kindly respond and clarify this issue, for I feel 1T
have no representation on the Board of Supersivors and renters
do.

This 1s the same feeling I get when I call or go down to the
RPent Poard that T am the bad guy or I'm wrong and I have expend
money to prove I'm right, or take a loss.

4 A

Martin Winderl - Landlord



Tity's immediate Purpoge is to
five Mempepg 1
€ase

to adopt
Contre aon




Your voice

T AP

& ox oy

«Culling the

4

5
B

YAt
L Hv's  article ahont
finciness  Acspciations for a

Ltrong  and  Interactive City
ADASIC) is 2 breath of fresh air
Jong cverdue Tt addresses the
;Jml crux of the matter. The pro-
B LA d redurtion of work foree is
\-Hjm! the way to correct the city’s
Sbudget deficit. T will ent mainly
Wthe penple who deliver the serv-
Zres to the citizens. It might be
"hececasty to set the civil service
t~1u|v~ side and make the cuts
wvhere they canse only minimal
Tharanage
7o One way o improve service is
o relieve low level supervisors
ﬁnm an  oversize  burden  of
.'v'ﬂwr work and have them do
avhat  their  classification  re-
f‘j]nirm: namsly  SUPERVISE.
2 That should ent some of the fat
by workers who take it (0 easy
~on the joh, This change improves

“the return an the city's low levelr

Cpayrell tax dollar. Next we |
Cehondd Josk at all the pnpr‘rg\
created by the many computers
the city owns. Do we need all
theee reports generated by the
Clegiom of computer operators/
Cpregrammers, ete.? Who really
cyeads, nses oand  npeeds  these)
saeperts? These are only (wo
: ;prr!M“m areas. The list is almost
- endleas,
-+ The cad truth s that our city
s fathers have taken a short cut hy
:;ﬁ"l(‘('ll’!g the route of least
voyeststance. The same thing has
v shamv'n- ‘d aftor Prop. 173 passed
Cae oa matter of fact, It created o
Dhew biyer of luur aneracy o
‘ tnpl rvise the budget cuts. While
ft is a verv smmfortunate situation
in which the city finds itself, it
fs, if properly handled, a god-
eend epportunity to revamp our
burcancratic system to be(:omef

i

aaman e

R —

§

payroll fat |

%

|

more  ¢fficient and l‘(")[‘]“i
oriented.

The city could for every «n§

dollar spent receive a dollar’
worth of service by really cut-
ting the fat wherever it finds it
This way cur Mayor would leave
the city in much better shape for
years to come and claim what he
promised in his book.

The bottom line is San Fran}
ciscans have to write letters, use
the phone and tell the Board of,
Supervisors and the Mayor that'
we expect less deputies and
aldes, cuts of dead wood,
reorganization and improve-
ments in city services and nn
more grandstanding on issues
unrelated to city government,
Supporting BASIC might just be
another way to help straighten
out inismanagement of our hard
earned tax dollars.

John Marshall

Editor:

In your June l “letters™, Har-
riet Ross complained that Q,upnr
visor Silver and T “declined™ to
vote on rent control. You printed
her Ietter as if this represented a |
reasonable version of reality. It
is not.

Supe rebuttal é

Supervisor Silver and 1 do not
“decline” to vote. The fact is, by
state law, we can not vote. It is

not a matter of our choice. It is
also  true that variovus other
supervisors, particularly thoese

who are attorneys, from time to
time must decline to vote on

supcrvisors whe have conflicts
of intercst, conld vote if we
wiched tn w without foundation
and (o suggest that we could is
tn absohitely mislead the public,

Sectinn 87100 of the California
Government Code statea: “"No
public official . . _ shall .. | por-

ticipate . . . in making a decicion
... inwhich he .| | has a finan-
cial interest.”’ It should be made
clear to the public that it js a
crime for officials with conflicts
of Interest to vote on the legisla-
tion concerned,

Richord D. Hongisto

Supervisor
Gun control rebuff
Editor:

I do not wish to misrepresent
my=elf. 'm pro gun, but not in
the Wild West fashion,

All the handguns should he
registered. (Nnt all guns are pur-
chosed from dealers and some
are inherited))

If we give up our guns we will
give up our frecdom,

Each generation will have tn
defend the Bill of Rights in some
fashion. Think of the Bill of
Rights in its entirety,

Raymond R. Dieden
San Francisco

: Olympics split gays

Editor:

In
guest colnnin (Plrogress, June 1),
in which he launches an attack
vpon Examiner columnlst Rob
Morse, he n‘; pears to be speaking
on behalf of all leshians and gays
in his stated position as “‘com-
munity erganizer,””

various issues because they have
other, but similar, conflicts of in-
terest.

Any insinuation that Super- .

Please do not be mrslnd, as he
h'mil\ spe: aks for the “‘communi-
ty’" and is not organized if he
would lead you to believe that

visor Silver and I, or any other lal] lesbians and gays are against

&

Lester Olmstead-Rose’s
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California
Fair Political .
Practices Commission

July 13, 1988

Martin Winderl
1377 Guerrero Street
San Francisco, CA 94110

Re: 88-267
Dear Mr. Winderl:

Your letter requesting advice under the Political Reform
Act was received on July 12, 1988 by the Fair Political
Practices Commission. If you have any questions about your
advice request, you may contact Robert Leidigh, an attorney in
the Legal Division, directly at (916) 322-5901.

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore,
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions,
or more information is needed, you should expect a response

. within 21 working days if your request seeks formal written
advice. If more information is needed, the person assigned to
prepare a response to your request will contact you shortly to
advise you as to information needed. If your request is for
informal assistance, we will answer it as quickly as we can.
(See Commission Regulation 18329 (2 Cal. Code of Regs. Sec.
18329).)

You also should be aware that your letter and our response
are public records which may be disclosed to the public upon
receipt of a proper request for disclosure.

Very truly yours,

oo T ot

Diane M. Griffiths
General Counsel

DMG:plh

428 ] Street, Suite 800 ® P.O. Box 807 ¢ Sacramento CA 95804-0807 @ (916)322.5660



