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Public  Ethics  Commission

Stafflnitials:

CompLaint  #:

Complaint  Form

The  Public  Ethics  Commission  can  investigate  compLaints  of  vioLations  of  Laws related  to campaign  finance,
Lobbyist  registration,  public  records,  open  meetings,  and  governmentaL  ethics  Laws. The  Commission  has
Limited  authority  to enforce  pubLic  records,  open  meetings,  and  governmental  ethics  Laws  but  may  be  able  to
issue  findings  and  recommendations,  or  to  take  Limited  action,  such  as mediation,  on  these  issues.

If you  would  Like to  submit  a compLaint  that  is within  the  Commission's  jurisdiction,  pLease  complete  this  form.
which  becomes  a public  record  available  for  inspection  and  copying  by  the  public,  along  with  any  documents
submitted  with  this  form.  A copy  of  this  compLaint  wiLL be made  available  to the  persons  identiFied  in the
aLLegations  below.  For  more  information  about  the  Commission's  complaint  process,  see  the  Commission's
Complaint  Procedures.

A FormaL  CompLaint  requires  that  you  complete  aLL of  the  information  on this  form,  incLuding  your  name,
address,  phone  number,  and  signature  verifying  under  penalty  of  perjury  the  information  you  provide  in this
compLaint.  The  Commission  must  review  and  take  action  on  the  compLaint  and  notify  the  complainant  about
the  Commission's  finaL  action.

An InformaL  Complaint  is a compLaint  that  does  not  meet  aLL the  requirements  of  a Formal  Complaint.  InformaL
Complaints,  such  as anonymous  complaints  and  compLaints  without  aLl of  the  information  required  above  do
not  require  action  or notification  to the  complainant  upon  final  action.  Commission  staff  reviews  informaL
compLaints  and  can  determine  whether  the  complaint  shouLd  move  forward  to  investigation.  Informal  tips  can
be  submitted  to  Commission  staff  by  phone,  emaiL,  or  fax.

Contact  Information  of  Person  Making  Complaint  (This  information  wiLL be  avaiLabLe  to  the  pubLic.)

Gene  Hazzard  282  Adams  St.#6Name: Street  Address:

. Oakland
City: Ca.

Statea Zip  Code:
94610

EmaiL:  genehazzard@gmail.com Phone:

Type  of  Alleged  Violation.  Please  seLect  from  below  which  Law  you  atLege  has  been  violated:

The  OakLand  Sunshine  Ordinance,  CaLifornia  Public  Records  Act,  or Ralph  M. Brown
(open  meetings)  Act

€  OakLand  Campaign  Reform  Act

€  OakLand  Limited  PubLic  Financinq  Act

€  OakLand  Lobbyist  Reqistration  Act

@ OakLand FaLse Endorsement in Campaign Literature Act

@ OakLand Government Ethics Act
€  Not  sure  which  specific  Law,  ordinance  or  reguLations  apply



Description  of  Violation.  PLease  complete  the  Lines beLow  or attach  a handwritten  or typed
attachment  that  provides  the  foLLowing  details:  If you  run  out  of  space,  pLease  attach  handwritten
or  typed  pages  that  provide  the  folLowing  details:

'  Name  of  the  person  or  persons  you  are  alleging  committed  a violation.  Please  include  any
known  address,  phone  number,  emaiL  address,  title,  employment  address,  etc.:
The  Public  Works  Department  and  City  Council.  Public  Hearing  on April  14, 2026  and Continued  matter  at the May  5, 2026  Public

Hearing  regarding  the  Protected  Tree  Ordinance  12.36  /Property  Owners  Matthew  Bernard&  Lynn  Warner.  On April  14,  2026  this  matter

in a "TIE"  vote  which  failed.  President  Kevin  Jenkins  continued  the matter  to May  5, 2026  violating  the  Brown  Act[see  attached

'  The  facts  of  the  alleged  violation.  Please  include  the  date  and  Location  of  the  aLLeged
vioLation,  ifknown:

Document  Government  Code  sec.  54954.2(a)(1  ) An unlawful  and  illegal  Motion  for  Reconsideration  was  offered  by Councilmember

Noel Gallo which passed by a vote of 5 ayes[Gallo, Ramachadran, Unger, Wang and President Jenkinsl 3 Noes[Bmwn, Fife and Houston

which  imposed  a $915,000.00  Fine  on Warner  and  Bernard  for  alleged  violation  of  the  Protected  Tree  Ordinance  12.3

'  The  names,  addresses,  and  phone  numbers  of  any  witnesses  who  were  invoLved  and/or  can
provide  additional  information,  if  known:
There  was  a failkure  of  the  Parliamentarian  to properly  advised  the  Council  they  could  not  entertained  a Continued  Matter  from  April  14, 2026

that  ended  in a [TIE]  in addition  this  matter  was  not  properly  Agendized  requiring  a 72 hour  Notice  pursuant  to the Brown  Act

'  Additional  information  or documentation  that  might  aid in the  investigation  of  the  aLLeged
vioLation.  Please  include  copies  of  such  documentation  and  List them  here.
SEE  ATTACHED  DOCLIMENT  PURSUANT  TO the  effect  of a tie vote  in most  california  Jurisdiction,  a tie vote  means  the  Motion  DIES

Verification,  I certify  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  Laws  of  the  State  of  California  that  my
attached  statements  are  true  and  correct.

Executed  on MaY 1'  2026
(Date)

a(  Oakland, California
(City,  State)

(Signature)

Complaint  Submission.  Please  compLete  and  submit  this  form  and  any  attachments  by  email,  mail
or  fax:

EmaiL:  EthicsCommission(oakLandca.qov

Mail:  PubLic  Ethics  Commission

I Frank  H. Ogawa  PLaza, Pm. 104  0akLand,  CA 94612
Phone:(5io)  238-3593

Fax:  (510)  238-3315
Website:  www.oakLandca.qov/pec



* Case  Law:  In Gralow  v. City  of  Glendale  (1930)  108  Cal.App.  460,:

its v -cgibl,i!  om  -ta riig 5

If a matter  l'died"  at Meeting  A, and  the  council  wishes  to  bring  it

back  at Meeting  B: * The  Agendized  Requirement:  A l'Motion  for

Reconsideration"  is an l'item  of  business."  If  thc  "

* The  Exception:  Under  Gov.  Code  § 54954.2(b),  action  can  be

taken  on  a non-agendized  item  only  under  narrow

circumstances  (e.g., emergency,  or a 2/3  vote  finding  that
there  is a l'need  to  take  immediate  action"  and  the  need  arose



Page(2)

loctod),  A tie vote  a'la prgvintit  mo

3. Reconsideration  vs.  New  Motion  Parliamentary  rules  (like

RObert'S  RuleS  Of Order)  Often  distinguish  between  a "Motion  to  Reconsider"

and  simply  making  the  same  motion  again  at a later  meeting.  *

and  often  must  be made  at the

same  meeting  or  the  very  next  day.

Bm
* Case Law on Notice:  In Cohan v. City of Thousand  Oaks (1994) 30 Cal.App.4th

547  :

Violation  If  a council  takes  action  on  a non-agendized  Motion

for  Reconsideration:
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