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Mr. Donald Anderscn 76 I3
Dooley, Martin, Anderscn & Pardini
Thirty-third Floor, Transamerica Pyramid

600 Montgomaery Streat

San Francisco, California 94113

Dear Mr. Anderson:

I nhave been asked to respond to your letter of July 16,
1376, requesting an opinion from this office with regard to
your inccme reporting requirements as a member of the Contra
Costa County Planning Commission. I hope thut the following
informal remarks will be of assistance to you in rescolving
your questions. all citations are to the Californiz Govern-—
me

neant 'ﬁ'jd‘i.- -

The Contra Costa County Planning Commissicn, a local
gocvernment agency under §82041 of the Political Reform Act,
is required, pursmant to §87300, to adopt 2 Conflict of
Interest Code. A5 a member of the Planning Commissicn, you
will undoubtedlv be a "designated employee® within the mean-
ing ﬂF PQETBE?{aj and 820192{z). &s a *desionated smpleoyce”
you will be subject to the dizclosure Hruvialmn of the )
Cﬂn**.:t of LﬂtErﬂat Code of the Planning Commissicon. The
Code, hcwever, pursuant to the standards £or approval set
forth in §87305(¢c), must tailor the scope ¢f your disclosure
to the powers and responsibilities of your position. Thus,
the nature and scope of the disclosure to which vou are
subject will be determinecd by the provisions of your
Conflict of Interest Ceocda, the adequacy of which will
be reviewed by vour code reviewing body, the Contra
Costa County Board of Suparvisors.

Whether, and to what extent, your income is reportable
at all, given your specific powers and responsibilities as
a Planning CﬂmﬁlﬁaiG“Er; is up to your own Commissicn to

determine when writing itz Ceade, aﬁlh, the guidalines for

cetermining "reportaile"” incoimne, tablished in §E7202.
When and 4o the extent income is raquarud to be reported,
vou then apply the spscific p“ﬂvfﬂi:ng of §871207, taki

into account that reportable business entity income, underx

én”f??{b}* iz reguired to bhe rﬂpﬁrtrﬂ anly when an individ-
ual, pursucant to 582030(a), cwns, directly, indirgctly or
beneficially, a ten percent interest or more of a business

entity or tiust.
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Based on the facts presented in your letter, it scems
highly unlikely that you would be reguired to discloszse incche
over $1,000 received from individual glients. 1In the event,
however, that you represent a client who, foreseecably, could
be materiaily affected by any decision made or participated
in by vourself, as a "designated emplovee" of the Contra
Costa Planning Comnisgion, you would bhe reguired to disclose

income over 51,000 from that client.

I hope that these informal comments will be of assistance
to you in rescolwving your reporting questions,

Sincerely.,
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Attention: Mr. Del Spurlock L
e

Dear Mr. Spurlock:

I am a member of the Contra Costa County Planning
Commizsion and hereby respectfully request a letter of
cpinion from vour office, pursuant to cur conversation of
March 132, 15%76.

My situation is this: I am a member of 2 law firm
in San Frarcisco which is an overhead partnership; in other
words, we all contribute to secretarial salariesz, rent,
equipment, supplies, etc., on a pro rata basis. The income
w2 receive from our regpective clisnts is all our own, not
divided ameng the partmers.

Although I have tried a few cases in Contra Costa

Ecuniy, to my knowledge [ have no kbusiness clientsz in that

srunty who have any bUﬂinEEE with Contra Costa Countvy, with
thn Planning Lepartment or pefore the Commission. I
renresont bBusinesses which are in the Cities of San Francizco,
San Mateo and San Jose, but none of them has anv business
bafore the Plznning lﬂTﬂJdeEﬂ. As T advised you, I represent
several commzrcial collection agencies which represant and
have a2 their olionts businesses which undoubtedly do business
with Contra Costa County, such as Moore Business Fcrms, Eaiser
Sand & Gravel, and insurance companies such as Fireman's Fund
and Argenauvt., Eat, as I say, I represent the collection
agancies which in turn are clients of the aforementioned
businesses. Corasicnally T am brought in to represent these
businessecs on a cross-complaint, but it iz only on a nominal
basis and generally I have never received a fee of over $300

n

for representing various clients like that on a c¢ross-complaint.
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As I menticned to vou, I did have cne case repra-
zenting a mobile home concern in Contra Costa County which,
although they don't do any business with that county, I thiak
I will report as a source of income of over §1,000.

If you nesd mere detail for an opinion letter oo

that I do not have te list all my clients whe pay over
$1,000, I will be happv to supply it.

Thanx you £or your courtesies 1in this matter.
%if?¢3FS!
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