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(Source:  Amelia Wiederaenders LinkedIn Page) 

Amelia doesn’t have any employment or compensation listed on her 
financial disclosure statement that was filed in June 2026. 



 

 

(Source: Kansas Secretary of State, Amelia Wiederaenders 2026 Statement Of Substantial Interests) 

Court/Financial Issues 

Riley County small-claims case:  Amelia sues what looks to be a male 
roommate for unpaid rent. 

In December 2008, Amelia Wiederaenders filed a small-claims lawsuit against John 
Webber, alleging that he breached a leasing agreement. Wiederaenders sought 
approximately $1,445 in damages and late fees. On January 29, 2009, the court entered 
judgment requiring Webber to pay $1,445 in principal, $64 in court costs and 12% 
annual interest—bringing the judgment to $1,509 before interest. 



The file also contains a subsequently executed Satisfaction of Judgment in which 
Wiederaenders acknowledged that the judgment had been satisfied and authorized its 
release. The record therefore reflects a leasing dispute in which Wiederaenders 
prevailed and ultimately collected or otherwise resolved the amount owed. There is no 
indication in these records of criminal conduct or a continuing unpaid judgment. 
(Source:  Wiederaenders v. Webber, Riley County District Court, Kansas, Case No. 2008-SC-000221.) 

 

(Source:  Wiederaenders v. Webber, Riley County District Court, Kansas, Case No. 2008-SC-000221.) 

San Francisco civil-harassment case.  Amelia filed for a restraining order 
against her male roommate but it wasn’t granted by the court 

In April 2017, Wiederaenders petitioned the San Francisco Superior Court for a civil-
harassment restraining order against Allen Lyell Walker. She alleged repeated 
unwanted and disruptive conduct associated with their residence and interactions 
involving other people, and requested no-contact and stay-away protections, 
including an immediate temporary order. However, she indicated that Walker had not 
used or threatened a weapon, that she had not been physically injured and that police 
had not responded to the incident described. 

The judge denied immediate temporary protection, finding that the allegations did not 
suYiciently establish violence, credible threats of violence or a qualifying course of 



harassment causing substantial emotional distress. The court scheduled a full 
hearing for May 5, 2017, but dismissed the case without prejudice after neither party 
appeared and Wiederaenders failed to provide proof that Walker had been served. The 
case ended without any judicial finding that Walker committed harassment. 
(Wiederaenders v. Walker, Superior Court of California, County of San Francisco, Case No. CCH-17-
579197.) 

 

 



 



 



 

(Wiederaenders v. Walker, Superior Court of California, County of San Francisco, Case No. CCH-17-
579197.) 

Amelia was involved in an eviction lawsuit for unpaid rent. 

In 2019, unlawful-detainer lawsuit filed by Onapa Sangin against Amelia 
Wiederaenders over an apartment at 1501 Kirkwood Avenue. The lease ran from July 1, 
2018, through January 31, 2019, at $1,120 per month, with a $1,100 security deposit. 
After Wiederaenders did not timely answer the complaint, the court entered a default 
judgment permitting the landlord to pursue her eviction. 



Wiederaenders then sought emergency relief, asking the court to vacate the default 
judgment and stay the eviction. She described her failure to respond as “excusable 
neglect,” said she had struggled to obtain legal representation, and explained that she 
was estranged from her family and lacked a family support system.   She claimed: “I’ve 
been struggling to find a better job and currently don’t make enough money to pay my 
bills and the rent.  I will be homeless if evicted.” She told the court she needed 
additional time to contest the judgment and locate alternative housing, warning that 
immediate enforcement could leave her homeless. She also oYered to deposit a 
prorated daily share of the rent while requesting a stay. A later levying oYicer’s return 
shows that the judgment proceeded to enforcement, although the available material 
does not clearly establish whether her motion was denied or whether and when the 
eviction occurred.  (Source:  San Francisco Superior Court case #: CUD-19-663806) 

 

 



 



  



 

 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 
(Source:  San Francisco Superior Court Case #: CUD-19-663806)  

A consumer-debt collection lawsuit filed by Discover Bank against Amelia 
Wiederaenders in 2020, which resulted in a judgment that could still be 
unpaid.  There is no record that it was satisfied.   



Discover Bank was represented by The Moore Law Group, APC, a law firm that handles 
creditor collection matters. The summons notified Wiederaenders that she was being 
sued and had a limited period to file a written response. 

The court later entered a judgment against Wiederaenders, indicating that Discover 
Bank prevailed on its claim. Based on the documents described, however, it is unclear 
whether the judgment resulted from a default, an agreement between the parties, or a 
contested proceeding. The available information also does not provide the original 
credit-card balance, judgment amount, interest, court costs, payment history, or 
whether the judgment was ultimately satisfied. 

(Source: San Francisco Superior Court, Discover Bank v. Amelia Wiederaenders, Case No. CGC-20-582119.) 

 

 



 



 

 



 



 



 
(Source:  San Francisco Superior Court, Case Number #: CGC20582119) 

Policy Positions 

Amelia Wiederaenders supports fully-funding special education in 
Kansas, which would likely trigger a $1 Billion a year tax hike. 



She also supported Medicaid expansion, which is a radical $1.1 Billion 
spending plan that would trigger tax hikes and not one penny would go to 
roads, police or schools.  

Amelia Wiederaenders Public Education: Kansas students deserve fully funded public 
schools. I support restoring full funding for special education and ensuring schools have 
the resources they need to educate every student. We should be investing in our schools, 
teachers, and students rather than shifting additional costs onto already-stretched 
districts. 

A@ordability: Too many Kansans are struggling with rising costs for healthcare, 
transportation, housing, and everyday necessities. I support expanding Medicaid to reduce 
healthcare costs, exploring ways to ease the burden on working families. 

Voting Rights: A strong democracy depends on accessible elections. I oppose e@orts that 
make it harder for eligible Kansans to vote. 

(Source:   https://onyourballot.vote411.org/m/race-detail.do?id=24843631#c72639901) 

Amelia Wiederaenders supports aQordable housing tax credits. 

I would support A@ordable Housing Tax Credits, Down payment assistance and any kind of 
streamlining of building a@ordable housing units. In Topeka I plan to assist in advocating for 
local control so that communities can tax themselves if they feel it is appropriate in order to 
provide for the services their citizens need. 

(Source:  Johnson County Post, July 15, 2026;  https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/15/kansas-house-
candidates-on-the-issues-housing-aQordability-291375/) 

Amelia Wiederaenders made supportive comments about data centers. 

Data Centers are a complicated issue and I think a statewide moratorium is too simple. 
Currently Kansas has data centers around and my understanding after talking with the Tri-
State Union about this issue is that they use less water than the average golf course, pay 
taxes that help fund local schools and the building and maintenance of data centers are a 
source of well paying jobs. That being said I understand where the fear comes from when 
one is told that data centers are using too much water and are heating the area around 
them by 10 degrees, I understand where the concern comes from. However, living in the 
modern world, we need data centers to store our digital information. I trust that local 
communities know what is best for their communities as they understand their 
environmental and financial situations best. 

https://onyourballot.vote411.org/m/race-detail.do?id=24843631#c72639901
https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/15/kansas-house-candidates-on-the-issues-housing-affordability-291375/
https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/15/kansas-house-candidates-on-the-issues-housing-affordability-291375/


(Source:  Johnson County Post, July 16, 2026; https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/16/kansas-
house-candidates-on-the-issues-data-centers-291432/) 

 

On the Kansas Helen podcast, Amelia voiced support for a higher sales 
tax by supporting a renewal of the public safety sales tax in Johnson 
County, which her group wanted to use those funds for public transit.   

Kansas Helen:  Why are you running? 

Amelia: It's time. So I thought about running two years ago, but then I chickened out because I'm the caretaker 
for my grandmother who's now 103. She was 101 at the time. And I thought there's gonna be a line of great 
candidates out the door. It'll be fine. 
 
So when Betsy Lassiter filed, I got in contact with her, and I'm like, I will do anything to help you win. Yeah. And 
she told me that she's helped force because nobody else was gonna step up, and it was a shot through the 
heart because I'm like, oh, I'm sorry. Maybe I shouldn't have been so chicken about it. So, yeah, I was 
recommended to run because the situation was occurring again. 
 
Apparently, the caucus was struggling to find candidates for this. And I had after the talk with Betsy, I had 
determined that this cycle I would run. I forgot because I was so depressed from watching what was 
happening with the Kansas legislature that I just shut down. Even, like, my advocacy work was, like, shunted 
by the Kansas legislature. Like, they they won't do anything. 
 
Like, with the League of Women Voters, we were going to write legislation to expand voting rights we couldn’t 
find enough takers on that. That got pushed to the side. I wanted to be part of, I I believe, like, a coalition of 
diQerent groups for environmental happenings in the state of Kansas that got pushed aside. Me and some 
people with Bike Walk KC and and activists with Mark, We were starting to put together a campaign to improve 
public transit in JOCO. That got taken down because we were going to watch what happened with the public 
safety tax, and Kris Kobach threatened to sue Joco if we put the public safety tax out there, whatever it was. 
 
It was just it was so depressing every time trying to do anything and being told no by these people. And then 
the obsession with trans people. Seeing that letter that was sent to people who, like, what is it?   

Kansas Helen:  Their gender marker.   

Amelia:  Yes 

(Source:  Kansas Helen Podcast, 8:25 Mark to 11:15 Mark; 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s) 

The Johnson County Commission estimated that renewal of the state tax 
would be $54 million in revenue a year.  So Amelia backed $54 million a 
year in higher sales taxes.  

https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/16/kansas-house-candidates-on-the-issues-data-centers-291432/
https://johnsoncountypost.com/2026/07/16/kansas-house-candidates-on-the-issues-data-centers-291432/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s


Commissioners have faced budget challenges for the past several years as the county has 
continued to grow and federal funding sources have become less certain. 

Certain public safety items, such as the county ambulance service have become strained due to 
increased call volume. 

A continuation of the sales tax would generate about $54 million a year, according to sta? 
estimates. The county’s share of that would be $35 million. 

As the 6-1 majority approved the sales tax ballot proposal last spring, commissioners said it would 
be a more palatable option than increasing property taxes. 

A renewal of the sales tax could help pay for capital and operating expenses for sheri?’s and district 
attorney’s o?ices, mental health crisis intervention and the ambulance demands of a growing and 
aging population, commissioners said at the time. 

The public safety sales tax in question was approved by voters in 2016 to build and begin operating 
the new courthouse and medical examiner’s o?ice and is set to expire in 2027. 

Commissioners had hoped to put it on the November 4 election ballot, but that hope faded when 
Kobach, at the request of Kansas Sen. Mike Thompson of Shawnee, issued an opinion saying the 
move was “unlawful” and that the question was unlikely to survive a court challenge. 

(Source:  https://johnsoncountypost.com/2025/11/20/joco-public-safety-sales-tax-trial-274516/) 

On the Kansas Helen Podcast, Amelia described herself as a woke, 
progressive who grew up in Fairway & Mission Hills who said, “It’s easy to 
look down on people when you can write a story in your head.”  Then she 
described her move to San Francisco.   

So I really opened up my eyes to maybe some of the stories that I had gotten as a woke person, a a 
progressive who grew up in Fairway Mission Hills. It's easy to look down on people when you can 
write a story in your head. When you have to go talk to them and really take what they're saying 
seriously, there's a lot of empathy there.  

(Source:  Kansas Helen Podcast, 17:25 Mark to 17:50 Mark; 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s) 

So I ended up having a weird dream that I lived in San Francisco like five or six times. It was always 
the same.  I was standing on Ocean Beach in San Francisco and I just knew that I was in SF and 
everything was great. My life came together. So I had this dream so much that I just got to a point where I'm 
like, okay. Stop. I'll look into going to San Francisco. 

 
Leave me alone. So I contacted a friend who used to live in San Francisco, and he put me in contact with a guy 
named Steven. Steven, who is like, yeah. You need to come out to San Francisco. And I'm like, oh my god. 
 

https://johnsoncountypost.com/2025/05/09/johnson-county-public-safety-sales-tax-ballot-259271/
https://johnsoncountypost.com/2025/07/24/ks-ag-opinion-joco-sales-tax-264981/
https://johnsoncountypost.com/2025/11/20/joco-public-safety-sales-tax-trial-274516/


This guy's crazy. So a few months later, I buy a one way ticket to Los Angeles because I had a friend from high 
school who lived there, and maybe I got the dream wrong. I chickened out. Within the first twenty four hours of 
being in Los Angeles, Steven messages me and is like, hey. I'm in Los Angeles and I'm driving back to San 
Francisco tonight. 
 
Do you wanna come with me? And I'm like, oh, okay. That's just too much of a coincidence. I'll do it. If I find a 
job, I'll stay. 
 
At that point in time, I was interested in working for PIRG, the Public Interest Research Group, like Ralph 
Nader's thing. And I walked into their oQice in San Francisco because they have paid canvassers, and they're 
like, sure. Here's a job. So I was stuck. I ended up quitting that job soon after and getting another job at a 
political consulting firm. 
 
But, yeah, I ended up staying in San Francisco because of this weird dream I had on a weirdo I met on the 
Internet for five years. And it really the dream came true, actually. San Francisco, there it's a city and a county 
all in one. And there's a ton of political organizations. Part of why I got a master's in public administration was 
because one part of it was realizing how complicated government is. 
 
But the other part was just actually having mentors to set me in a direction. So, yeah, my my five years in San 
Francisco was perhaps a little like what Hamburg was for The Beatles because I I worked on a lot of 
campaigns, was in a lot of organizations. And as I said, I've got my masters and just really learned a lot of 
things. And when it was time to go, it was time to go. I was in my last semester of my my master's, and I had 
actually been thinking about coming back and taking care of grandma because I called her one day and it's 
like something had just changed. 

Kansas Helen:  It happens so suddenly.   

Amelia:  Yeah.  Yeah.  It was clear she had dementia. I realized that my roommate was stealing the rent and 
she was the lease holder.  So, she got me evicted and I I couldn't find a new place to live. But after looking for 
a few weeks,  I was like, "Oh, I need to go home and take care of grandma and just rest and recover." Because 
it was awesome in San Francisco, but when you're constantly on the go, it wears you down.  So, I took about 
three years oQ to recover and recoup. And I read 200 books and just really, yeah, just decompressed  after all 
of that.  (Source:  Kansas Helen Podcast, 24:15 Mark to 28:00 Mark; 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s) 

Amelia discussed working for various Kansas Democrats in 2024 and also 
talked about how sexism in San Francisco was really bad. 

Amelia:  Okay. So I, yeah, I worked for Stacy Knoell. I ran her canvassing group. I ran a canvassing 
group for Betsy Lassiter. As I said, like, did all the search, did what I could for Alison Hougland, 
Sherry Geebler, and Nikki McDonald. 
 
Really spread myself thin because I'm like, we can do this. And seeing Trump on the ticket and just 
kind of a side note, like, the sexism in San Francisco politics is horrendous. 
 
Kansas Helen: Really? 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s


 
Amelia: You can Google this. Yeah. I can send you articles on people I know. That's part of why I 
needed to take a few years. It was bad. 
 
And for me, the thought was if progressives can convince themselves that attacking and hurting 
women is progressive, we are so screwed. Yeah. We are so very screwed. And I was like, he's gonna 
win. I just know he's gonna win, but maybe we can protect ourselves here in Kansas by getting 
stable people in the Kansas legislature. 
 
Because with Stacy now, she's solid. She she's one smart cookie. I just lost my mind when she lost. 
Oh my god. Like, I'm gonna cry. 

 
Yeah. But yeah. And now here we are. Yeah. 

(Source: Kansas Helen Podcast, 28:55 Mark to 30:25 Mark; 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s) 

Amelia said that Republicans: “they haven’t developed the skills of 
thinking things thought” 

Amelia: My hopeful Republican opponent in the fall has pictures of herself with Laura Kelly and 
Dinah Sykes. And talking about all the things that we did, I can email you these pictures. And she's 
calling herself a free thinker, and it's a little okay. I talked to a I talked to a voter one night. I go up to 
this woman's house, and she's, you're the second woman to come by here tonight and talk to me 
about this o?ice. 
 
And I'm like, I'm the only woman in this race. What are you talking about? She's, oh, a young blonde 
woman just came by and refused to tell me what party she was. And that's when I'm like, young 
blonde woman? Laura was here. 
 
She's a Republican. It it's like they haven't interesting. They haven't thought this through, and so they 
haven't developed the skills of thinking things through. So they're continuing to take the path of least 
resistance. And it's just you guys, you you made this poop sandwich. 
You gotta eat it now. 

(Source:  Kansas Helen Podcast, 33:00 Mark to 34:20 Mark; 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zjQ6wLiRCCY&t=7s) 

Campaign Worker for Far-Left Causes 

In 2015, Amelia Wiederaenders worked as a campaign worker for San 
Francisco’s Proposition A in 2015.  This campaign resulted in higher 



property taxes to pay for aQordable housing, including the homeless, and 
was heavily funded by big developers who would profit from its passage. 

 

 

 

(Source: San Francisco Ethics Commission, SF Housing Now, Yes on A Campaign Finance Reports Filed in 2015) 

News Article describing Proposition A: 

Proposition A would create a fund with up to $310 million for helping people remain in, and move to, 
San Francisco if they otherwise could not a?ord to do so. 

Why is this on the ballot? 

San Francisco’s a?ordability crisis continues to keep housing prices high. Demand persistently 
outstrips supply, and luxury homes have dominated new construction, catering to an influx of 

http://sfgov2.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/elections/candidates/Nov2015/AffordableHousing_Text.pdf


residents with money to burn. The median price of a home in the city now hovers above $1 million. 
Meanwhile, housing for low- to middle-income earners is rising at a snail’s pace, largely because 
those projects lean heavily on limited government grants. 

What would it do? 

If Proposition A passes, City Hall would sell up to $310 million in general obligation bonds and use 
the revenue to attempt to ameliorate the housing a?ordability crisis in a number of ways: 

• $150 million would build new or repair existing a?ordable housing, with $50 million poured 
specifically into the Mission District. 

• $80 million would repair existing public housing. 

• $80 million would help middle-income earners: 

o pay their rents, or 

o buy their first homes in the city, with a special set-aside for helping teachers. 

• The money would also buy rent-controlled dwellings to keep them that way. Without this 
move, owners could move in or convert them to condos, displacing existing tenants under 
the state Ellis Act. 

Is there a catch? 

As a revenue measure, Proposition A requires a two-thirds “yes” vote to pass, unlike most ballot 
propositions, which require only a simple majority. 

Mayor Ed Lee’s original version of the bond was $250 million. He resisted calls for a larger amount, 
arguing that property owners would doom the e?ort because the city would have to raise property 
taxes. But twice he caved in to pressure from Supervisor John Avalos and the rest of the Board of 
Supervisors, raising the proposed bond first to $300 million and then $310 million. 

It’s been two decades since city voters gave a housing bond the green light. The last time was in 
1996, when a $100 million bond paid for the construction of 2,125 a?ordable units. But similar 
proposals failed in 2002 and 2004, possibly because those bonds would have come bundled with 
property tax increases. 

Remember that the majority of San Francisco residents are still renters, not owners — though that 
gap has narrowed in the past few years. Property owners, however, tend to turn out in higher 
numbers at the polls, especially in o? years. 

Would it increase the cost of government? 

A July report from the City Controller’s O?ice calls it “unusually challenging” to predict the housing 
bond’s ultimate cost to the city, largely because it depends on future interest rates, which we can 
only guess at. The city would ultimately have to pay this money back, plus interest. It would do that 
by raising property taxes from fiscal year 2015–2016 through 2038–2039 by an annual average of 

http://www.antievictionmap.com/
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Mayor-ups-proposed-housing-bond-to-300-million-6314889.php
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Supervisors-mayor-reach-agreement-on-November-6347550.php
https://www.sfpublicpress.org/news/2014-08/housing-solution-activate-sf-ballot-box-again-to-fund-affordable-housing
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-04-02/san-francisco-plans-200-million-of-bonds-to-ease-housing-crunch


$0.0077 per $100 ($8.09 per $100,000 of assessed valuation, according to the city controller’s “best 
estimate”). 

Who oVicially proposed it? 

Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors. 

Who oVicially opposes it? 

Terence Faulkner, the former chairman of the San Francisco Republican Party. He is writing the 
opposing argument to this and three other measures in the election booklet. 

Definitions 

AVordable housing: These are homes with prices that are artificially lower than what the market 
would otherwise dictate. To qualify to live in a?ordable housing, a renter’s annual income has to be 
less than a certain amount; di?erent buildings, and sometimes di?erent homes in the same 
building, can have di?erent income limits. The term a?ordable housing can also be applied to 
public housing, which is owned by the government, or describe housing owned by individuals or 
private entities. A rental unit covered by local rent control laws is not necessarily counted as 
a?ordable. 

Public housing: This is a specific type of a?ordable housing, in which tenants’ annual incomes 
need to be below a certain limit. This housing is generally reserved for the lowest income brackets, 
or people with severe disabilities. Households pay only the rents that they can a?ord — a set 
percentage of their incomes, or a minimum monthly rent of $25. These buildings are owned by the 
government. 

Follow the money 

Two committees, SF Housing Now and Yes on A are spending money in support of Prop A. 

Follow the money at the San Francisco Ethics Commission: all Proposition A filings. 

(Source:  https://www.sfpublicpress.org/proposition-a-a9ordable-housing-bond/) 

2015 News Source:  Proposition A would cause a property tax increase of $89 a year for the 
median home in San Francisco.  Quote:  “Proposition A would cause the city to raise property 
taxes from fiscal years 2015-2016 through 2038-2039 by an annual average of $8.09 per 
$100,000 of assessed valuation, according to the city controller’s ‘best estimate.’ That would 
be an additional $89 a year for a $1.1 million dwelling, the median home price as of May 2016” 

Misleading claim for Proposition A 

One other major measure also relied on misleading information to persuade voters. 

Proposition A ads claimed that the mayor’s $310 million housing bond would not raise taxes. 

http://sfgov2.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/elections/candidates/Nov2015/PropA_ControllerAnalysis.pdf
http://sfgov2.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/elections/candidates/Nov2015/PropA_ControllerAnalysis.pdf
http://nf4.netfile.com/pub2/AllFilingsByMeasure.aspx?aid=sfo&id=155266050&amp;measure=Measure+A+-+Affordable+Housing+Bond
https://www.sfpublicpress.org/proposition-a-affordable-housing-bond/


The “Yes on A” campaign ran 10.5 hours of ads on stations that aired in the Bay Area. There was no 
opposition on TV. 

The claim that Proposition A would not raise taxes was reinforced in a commercial narrated by Lee, 
who reassured viewers that the proposition would build “critically needed homes for low- and 
middle-income San Franciscans without raising taxes.” 

But according to a July report from the city Controller’s o?ice, the no-new-taxes claim would be 
nearly impossible to keep. 

The report states that if implemented, Proposition A would cause the city to raise property taxes 
from fiscal years 2015-2016 through 2038-2039 by an annual average of $8.09 per $100,000 of 
assessed valuation, according to the city controller’s “best estimate.” That would be an additional 
$89 a year for a $1.1 million dwelling, the median home price as of May 2016. 

In the Public Press/Internet Archive review of Proposition A coverage, only one TV news segment we 
identified, “Reality Check With Sam Brock” on KNTV, addressed its discrepancies. For four minutes, 
Brock deconstructed the ballot initiative, stating that Lee’s promise of no additional taxes was 
unfounded. 

The segment, which first aired Oct. 23, was repeated eight days later. It was the most 
comprehensive look at any of the 2015 propositions by the five news stations, our research found. 

(Source:  https://www.sfpublicpress.org/slick-misleading-tv-ads-paid-oU) 

According to the supporters of Proposition A, the Housing Bond would 
provide housing for the homeless. 

 

http://sfpl4.sfpl.org/index.php?pg=2000027201&propid=1892
http://sfcontroller.org/
https://archive.org/details/KNTV_20151102_083000_NBC_Bay_Area_News_Special_Reality_Check?q=+proposition+AND+(+channel:KNTV+OR+channel:KSNV+OR+channel:KTIV+OR+channel:KUSA+OR+channel:KWWL+OR+channel:WBAL+OR+channel:WCAU+OR+channel:WESH+OR+channel:WFLA+OR+channel:WHDH+OR+channel:WHO+OR+channel:WIS+OR+channel:WKYC+OR+channel:WLWT+OR+channel:WNBC+OR+channel:WRC+OR+channel:WYFF+)#start/120/end/180
https://www.sfpublicpress.org/slick-misleading-tv-ads-paid-off


 

(Source:  
https://sfmohcd.org/sites/default/files/Documents/MOH/Prop%20A%20General%20Obligation%20Bon
d/General%20Obligation%20Bond%20Report.pdf) 

The Proposition A project also built public housing for low-income 
residents. 

(Source:  https://www.sf.gov/file/2015-housing-go-bond-report-june-2024) 



Proposition A made tens of millions of dollars for developers who 
financed the campaign.  

Proposition A generated substantial work for private-sector companies. Related California, a large private 
real-estate developer, partnered with Mercy Housing on the Sunnydale redevelopment, which received 
approximately $35 million in 2015 bond funding (Sunnydale development team; Proposition A expenditures). 
Cahill Contractors served as general contractor for the 94-unit Casa Adelante project at 1296 Shotwell, 
which received approximately $22.2 million from the bond (contractor and project information; confirmation 
of Proposition A financing). James E. Roberts-Obayashi Corporation was the general contractor for the 108-
unit 555 Larkin/500 Turk project, which received approximately $26 million in Proposition A funding; Nibbi 
Brothers Concrete also worked on the project (project team; Proposition A expenditures). 

The 2015 Proposition A campaign was heavily financed by companies with interests in real-estate 
development. The San Francisco Chronicle reported $50,000 contributions from Jay Paul Company, TMG 
Partners, Oyster Development, Forest City and developer Alvin Dworman; campaign advertisements also 
identified Related Companies of California and its aQiliates as major funders. Related subsequently 
participated in the Proposition A-funded Sunnydale redevelopment. 

If you want to see how things really get done in San Francisco, a great example is the campaign for Proposition 
A - Mayor Ed Lee's $310 million aQordable-housing bond that voters are being asked to approve on the Nov. 3 
ballot. 

The mayor is betting heavily on the bond's passage to help fulfill his promise to build 30,000 units of housing - 
including 10,000 for low-income people and 5,000 who qualify as middle class - in an attempt to keep the city 
aQordable. 

Passing the bond, however, means winning a two-thirds majority of the vote. To do that, backers need a big-
money campaign. 

Enter developer Oz Erickson, who wrote a letter to fellow developers in July urging them to help pass the 
housing bond, saying it would put them "on the side of the angels." 

Erickson's support for a bond predated even the mayor's proposal, but there was another reason for the pitch. 
Housing advocates had been talking about going to the ballot with a requirement that 30 percent of all new 
housing be low income, something Erickson said would "cripple the industry." 

He got them to back oQ, in part with a pledge to raise $1 million for the aQordable-housing bond. 

Erickson's developer friends have responded big time, contributing most of the nearly $1.4 million that the 
mayor has raised for Prop. A. 

Leading the way has been Kilroy Realty of Los Angeles, which cut a $250,000 check to the bond campaign. 
Kilroy has been working to win city approval for a 4-acre oQice development on the site of the Flower Mart at 
Sixth and Brannan streets. 

Kilroy also contributed $750,000 to help Lee host the U.S. Conference of Mayors in San Francisco in June. 

Other big developer contributions to Prop. A include: 

https://gosunnydale.org/community/development-plan/
https://www.sf.gov/file/2015-housing-go-bond-report-june-2024
https://www.chinatowncdc.org/~chinatow/our-portfolio/casa-adelante-1296-shotwell
https://medasf.org/new-construction/casa-adelante-1296-shotwell/
https://medasf.org/new-construction/casa-adelante-1296-shotwell/
https://architizer.com/projects/555-larkin/
https://www.sf.gov/file/2015-housing-go-bond-report-june-2024


$100,000 from Related California, which is building a mixed-use oQice and housing development on the 2.3-
acre site of the former Goodwill headquarters on South Van Ness Avenue. It's also the firm behind a 56-story 
condo and apartment tower near the Transbay Transit Center. 

$50,000 from Millennium Partners, developer of the 44-story, $500 million luxury condo and oQice tower at 
706 Mission St. that will also house the Mexican Museum. 

$50,000 from Jay Paul Co., developer of the 70-story mixed-use skyscraper at 181 Fremont St., next to the 
Transbay Transit Center. 

$50,000 from TMG Partners, which was tapped by California Pacific Medical Center to build housing at its 
Presidio Heights campus. 

$50,000 from Oyster Development, which is building a $180 million, 260-unit condo building at Pine and 
Franklin streets. 

$50,000 from Alvin Dworman, whose ADCO Group is trying to build a 36-story, 262-unit residential tower at 
1481 Post St. atop Cathedral Hill. 

$50,000 from Forest City, which wants to build three towers at Fifth and Mission streets known collectively as 
the 5M Project. It would include 688 residential units, plus commercial and retail space. 

Forest City is partnered on the project with The Chronicle's owner, the Hearst Corp., which contributed $2,500 
to the Prop. A. campaign. Forest City is also the developer of the planned 28-acre mixed-use development at 
Pier 70. 

It's not just developers who are digging deep for Prop. A. Dignity Health, which is fighting to preserve its 
exemption from having to pay transit impact fees on any new hospital construction, just dropped $200,000 
into the bond measure. 

And Elisa Stephens, president of the Academy of Art University - which has numerous properties that have 
been found to be violation of city codes - contributed $20,000. 

Tech companies have joined in as well. Early Facebook investor Sean Parker just dropped $300,000 into 
the campaign, making him the single largest contributor to date. Facebook gave $50,000. 

"And we have pledges for even more," Erickson said. 

Prop. A backers may need them. Winning a two-thirds vote is tough sledding. 

The last housing bond measure to win voter approval in San Francisco, for $100 million, was in 1996. 
Measures for $250 million and $200 million were defeated in 2002 and 2004, respectively. 

Prop. A bonds would be paid oQ by a charge of about $56 a year on a home assessed at $500,000. That 
increase should be oQset by savings as old bonds are paid oQ, said City Controller Ben Rosenfield. 

In other words, Prop. A "won't raise taxes," as backers like to say. It will take the place of existing taxes that 
would otherwise go way. 

And getting people to vote for deals like that is what campaigns are all about. 

(Source:  The San Francisco Chronicle, October 12, 2015) 



News Article:  Prop A allows an increase in the property tax and landlords 
would be permitted to pass up to 50% of that increase to tenants. 

San Francisco voters passed a big $310 million a@ordable housing bond measure Tuesday. 

The bond proceeds will finance new construction as well as the acquisition and 
rehabilitation of a@ordable housing in a city where the median rent soared above $4,000 
this year. 

Under the measure, programs would prioritize vulnerable households, including working 
families, veterans, seniors, and disabled individuals. Prop A would also provide 
loan assistance for teachers and first-time homebuyers. 

In an uno@icial count with all precincts reporting, the initiative won 73.5% to 26.5%. 
Proposition A needed a two-thirds majority win. 

The proposition will help San Francisco meet its goal of building 30,000 housing units by 
2020. 

Prop A allows an increase in the property tax to pay for the bonds, if needed. Landlords 
would be permitted to pass through up to 50% of any resulting property tax increase to 
tenants. However, because of the retirement of existing debt and the growth of the property 
tax base, city leaders who support the plan said they do not expect the property tax rate to 
increase.  (Source: https://www.housingfinance.com/news/sf-voters-approve-310-million-housing-
bond_o) 

Amelia was a campaign worker for Norman Yee, a radical liberal San 
Francisco supervisor  

 
(Source:  Amelia Wiederaenders LinkedIn) 

Norman Yee is a politician who supported policies such as legislation that 
would undo police staQing minimums.  Quote from article: “‘Defunding” 
police and reallocating those resources to people without badges and 
guns and qualified immunity is now mainstream policy. And, without Yee’s 

http://www.housingfinance.com/news/hard-lessons-california-teachers-struggle-with-housing-costs_o
https://www.housingfinance.com/news/sf-voters-approve-310-million-housing-bond_o
https://www.housingfinance.com/news/sf-voters-approve-310-million-housing-bond_o


Charter Amendment, San Franciscans cannot meaningfully defund the 
police until 2022.”   Full article…. 

Sources: Supervisor Norman Yee now poised to move forward legislation that could undo police staQing 
minimum 

The San Francisco Police OQicers Association has, over the past several years, pulled oQ an impressive string 
of improbable and self-inflicted defeats worthy of a movie montage — complete with spinning 
newspapers marking each setback.  

What would the background music be? How about “Yakkity Sax”?  

And what would the headlines be on those spinning papers? Well, in short order, the POA has managed 
to belittle and alienate virtually every consequential San Francisco politician, of all political stripes, including 
the woman who would become mayor; in 2018 it attempted a ballot box power play by attempting to get 
voters to ratify its own self-crafted Taser regulations, spent a ton of money, and lost by a 60-40 split after being 
out-organized by the Democratic Socialists of America; and in 2019 it amassed some $700,000 to topple DA 
candidate Chesa Boudin and spent it on such parodically over-the-top ads that it was credited with 
galvanizing Boudin’s supporters and propelling him to a narrow election victory.  

In addition to all of that, the POA in 2016 sued the city after the implementation of a revised police use-of-
force policy eliminating carotid-artery restraints, lost in court in 2017, and lost again on appeal in 2018.  

Coziness with the POA, once a means to an end and a prized asset for politicians, has become the kiss of 
death — both for elected oQicials and would-be police commissioners.  

And yet, as the losses mount — at the ballot box, in the court of public opinion, and in the actual courts — the 
POA remains a powerful and influential institution.  

Unlike newspapers, spinning or otherwise.  

Election night, 2019: “I got just one thing to say: Fuck the POA,” says Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer. For good 
measure, she adds, “This is what happens when we throw the fuck down.” Photo by Julian Mark. 

How is that possible? Well, for starters, the POA’s power was always multifaceted — and, frankly, 
misunderstood. Like the firefighters union, a POA endorsement likely entailed a good deal of money — but 
never really involved something even more valuable: a hands-on eQort from large numbers of unionized 
employees canvassing neighborhoods and knocking on doors.  

People react well when firefighters knock on their doors. But it’s not a good look for cops to knock on doors.  

That’s because, when people call the fire department, very rarely do firefighters arrive and set the house 
ablaze. To be a cop usually entails a far more complex and dicier set of circumstances, and necessitates 
dealing with far more fraught and potentially adversarial situations — and when things go badly, they can go 
very badly indeed. 

And yet the POA remains influential and relevant. Why? Well, it was William F. Buckley who said that “a 
conservative is someone who stands athwart history, yelling stop, at a time when no one is inclined to do so, 
or to have much patience with those who so urge it.”  

https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/reform-defund-abolish-the-san-francisco-police-department-what-we-can-do-what-we-cant-and-what-we-wont/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y37r0u4PfpA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y37r0u4PfpA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zcq_xLi2NGo
http://digital.modernluxury.com/publication/?m=3609&i=360208&p=102&ver=html5
https://missionlocal.org/2018/03/sf-police-chief-scott-rejects-taser-measure-enrages-police-union-and-salvages-any-claim-to-being-a-reformer/
https://missionlocal.org/2019/11/s-f-election-wrap-how-could-this-happen-and-what-are-we-in-for-now/
https://www.scribd.com/document/467092943/San-Francisco-Police-Officers-Assn-v-San-Francisco-Police-Com


And that’s it. The POA does that. The union has lots of money and good, aggressive lawyers and its power lies 
in an expert knowledge of the levers and gears of government — and a lack of inhibition in standing athwart 
them, yelling stop.  

In a city in which labor decisions are delivered by binding arbitration, the POA is willing to dig in its heels, 
yell stop, and invoke this grueling process at nearly every step. As such, even after its “Yakkity Sax” 
concatenation of defeats and subpar choices, the POA can still wield power — and induce the city to defer to 
it. 

Even when the city needn’t. And shouldn’t.  

You follow public safety. So do we. 

When a Superior Court judge and subsequently the Court of Appeal ruled against the POA regarding the use-
of-force policy, it wasn’t weighing in on whether the carotid restraint or shooting at moving vehicles are cool 
and eQicacious things to do.  

Rather it was a more technical decision regarding what obligations this city has to meet and confer with the 
union and what constitutes “management rights” of the sort not subject to bargaining — and delays. 

The courts, like those before, found that “changing the policy regarding a police oQicer’s use of deadly force” 
is “a fundamental managerial or policy decision” and is therefore “outside the scope of representation for the 
… meet-and-confer requirement.”  

In other words, the city was within its rights to cease negotiating and move ahead with the policy — the policy 
we now have. A key passage from the Court of Appeal’s 2018 decision:  

Moreover, compelling the City to arbitrate issues surrounding the new use of force policy before it can be 
implemented would defeat the purpose of requiring cities to make fundamental managerial or policy 
decisions independently. That is because it would essentially allow the [POA] to hold the policy in abeyance 
indefinitely…  

Which brings us to the present: On May 19, Board President Norman Yee introduced a Charter Amendment 
that would mandate some manner of data-driven process be used to determine the optimal size of the police 
department. Crucially, this legislation would undo the city’s arbitrary enshrinement of 1,971 sworn oQicers as 
the Charter-mandated minimum. In the future, we could hire more cops — but also fewer.  

Because that number could be reduced, the POA fervently despised this amendment — even if diminishing 
the police force seemed unlikely at the time Yee introduced it. And then, six days later, Minneapolis police 
killed George Floyd on May 25.  

Board President Norman Yee. 

“Defunding” police and reallocating those resources to people without badges and guns and qualified 
immunity is now mainstream policy. And, without Yee’s Charter Amendment, San Franciscans cannot 
meaningfully defund the police until 2022.  

So, it was of some interest when Mission Local on June 19 reported that Yee was bogged down in meet-and-
confer meetings with the POA — and, within City Hall, it was seen as a long shot that he could make the July 
21 deadline to get his amendment on the ballot. 

https://www.scribd.com/document/467092943/San-Francisco-Police-Officers-Assn-v-San-Francisco-Police-Com
https://missionlocal.org/2020/05/police-hiring-numbers-norman-yee/
https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/reform-defund-abolish-the-san-francisco-police-department-what-we-can-do-what-we-cant-and-what-we-wont/
https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/bogged-down-in-meetings-with-police-union-measure-to-potentially-reduce-sfpd-size-may-miss-ballot/


The POA, which is clearly incentivized to keep this issue from being voted on, is in a position to meet and 
confer (and meet and meet and meet) its way into ensuring just that.  

That’s not surprising. What’s surprising is, the city is allowing this to happen. 

While meet-and-confer sessions are de rigueur when discussing “working conditions,” Yee’s legislation 
doesn’t aQect working conditions — it merely enables future decisions that may or may not aQect working 
conditions.  

Moreover, considering the court rulings in both 2017 and 2018, it’s hard to see how Yee’s legislation was 
subject to such time-consuming, open-ended negotiations — with, again, a union every bit incentivized to 
drag things out and miss an immutable deadline.  

In short, the POA is still being given more deference here than a series of judges have ruled it needs to be 
given. Perhaps old habits die hard.  

Interestingly, our sources tell us that Yee’s oQice was not told by the Deputy City Attorney handling this matter 
about the significance of the court rulings in the POA’s recent lawsuit.  

But that message has been delivered now, albeit by outside attorneys familiar with that case. Yee, we are told, 
is now far more hopeful that his legislation falls within the permitted scope of managerial prerogative.  

Rather than scrap this legislation, it now appears that Yee is ready to move it along. Rather than meet and 
confer indefinitely, his legislation is tentatively slated to be put before the Board of Supervisors Rules 
Committee on July 6. 

The POA will always stand athwart our city government and yell, “meet and confer.” Our city government 
needs to get in the habit of yelling back, “stop.”  

(Source:  https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/san-francisco-has-beaten-its-police-union-in-every-venue-
why-does-the-city-still-defer-to-it/) 

A “Defund the Police” type of policy in a quote from Norman Yee about his 
proposition: “it would allow the city to bring in other types of 
professionals to handle activities related to homelessness issues and 
mental health crises that don't involve criminal wrongdoing. Many such 
calls are currently handled by police.  ‘It would take the handcuQs oQ of 
our policy decisions for reform eQorts,’ he said.” 

San Francisco's Proposition E: A measure introduced by Supervisor Norman Yee would eliminate 
the mandate in the City Charter that the Police Department maintain no fewer than 1,971 full-duty 
o?icers. 

The requirement, introduced to the charter in the mid-1990s, has been deemed an antiquated and arbitrary 
benchmark for police staQing levels. If passed with a simple-majority vote, Prop. E would strip the minimum 
staQing requirement from the charter and require the police department to submit a staQing report to 
the Police Commission every two years. 

https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/san-francisco-has-beaten-its-police-union-in-every-venue-why-does-the-city-still-defer-to-it/
https://missionlocal.org/2020/06/san-francisco-has-beaten-its-police-union-in-every-venue-why-does-the-city-still-defer-to-it/


The San Francisco Police OQicers Association has opposed the measure, saying the department has never 
met minimal staQing levels in recent history and is consistently short-staQed. If the measure passes, they 
said, it would inevitably shrink the number of sworn forces needed to combat the city's crime. 

"Our response times to 911 calls are lagging because we don't have enough people on patrol," said Sgt. Tracy 
McCray, vice president of the police union. "They have supervisors who say they want more foot beats, but in 
order to do that it has to come from somewhere else. ... It's kind of hard to do when there's not a lot of people 
to go around in the first place." 

Yee said the measure would lay the groundwork for the types of police reforms San Franciscans are 
demanding. Namely, he said, it would allow the city to bring in other types of professionals to handle activities 
related to homelessness issues and mental health crises that don't involve criminal wrongdoing. Many such 
calls are currently handled by police. 

"It would take the handcuQs oQ of our policy decisions for reform eQorts," he said. 
(Source:  The San Francisco Chronicle (California), September 27, 2020) 

Social Media Posts made by Yee that link him to radical policies, including 
letting 16-year-olds vote and letting illegal immigrants serve on non-
elected governmental bodies. 

 



 



 



 



 

Yee made a vote in favor of cashless bail in a 2018 resolution. 

(Source:  https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?From=RSS&GUID=7F5B3178-C39A-434C-
855D-E62A0F0515F1&ID=3773563 

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?From=RSS&GUID=7F5B3178-C39A-434C-855D-E62A0F0515F1&ID=3773563
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?From=RSS&GUID=7F5B3178-C39A-434C-855D-E62A0F0515F1&ID=3773563


 

 

 

In 2024, Norman Yee opposed requiring certain welfare recipients 
suspected of drug use to undergo screening and participate in treatment 
to retain their cash benefits. 

(Source:  https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2024-01/M24_EN_VIP_web.pdf) 

Under Yee's leadership as Board President, this budget process 
successfully integrated a "backstop" clause. It explicitly mandated that 
San Francisco would use its own municipal funds to step up and backfill 
any federal funding gaps aimed at dismantling the city's transgender 
health infrastructure and gender-aQirming care models.   

(Source:  https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2025-
01/CSF_Proposed_Budget_Book_July_2020_LR_Web_REV2.pdf) 

San Francisco has provided taxpayer funded gender reassignment surgery 
since 2012. 

SAN FRANCISCO A panel has voted to cover the cost and provide sexual reassignment surgery for 
transgendered people as part of San Francisco's universal health care plan. 

The city's Health Commission approved on Tuesday the creation a comprehensive program for treating 
transgender people experiencing mental distress because of the mismatch between their bodies and their 
gender identities. San Francisco already provides transgender residents with hormones, counseling and 
routine health services, but has stopped short of oQering surgical interventions, Public Health Director 
Barbara Garcia said Thursday after the vote was announced. 

The idea for a new program that included surgeries came out of conversations between public health oQicials 
and transgender rights advocates who wanted mastectomies, genital reconstructions and other surgeries 
that are recommended for some transgender people covered under San Francisco's 5-year-old universal 
health care plan.  (Source:  https://www.cbsnews.com/news/sf-health-care-to-cover-sex-reassignment-
surgery) 

Political Contributions 

Amelia has made Political Donations to California Young Democrats 
Federal PAC and Sharice Davids 

https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2024-01/M24_EN_VIP_web.pdf
https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2025-01/CSF_Proposed_Budget_Book_July_2020_LR_Web_REV2.pdf
https://www.sf.gov/sites/default/files/2025-01/CSF_Proposed_Budget_Book_July_2020_LR_Web_REV2.pdf
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/sf-health-care-to-cover-sex-reassignment-surgery)
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/sf-health-care-to-cover-sex-reassignment-surgery)


 

 
(Source:  www.fec.gov, Search of Amelia Wiederaenders Political Contributions) 

Endorsements/Links to Leftist Causes 

Amelia is endorsed by the KNEA and the AFL-CIO 

http://www.fec.gov/


 



 

(Source:  https://imvotingunion.com/slate/) 

KNEA:  Backs huge tax hikes 

The KNEA opposed comprehensive income tax relief, as well as 
eliminating the state tax on social security and groceries.  

“Providing an income tax rate of 4.95% for individuals and decreasing the normal tax for corporations, 
increasing the income limit for the income tax subtraction modification for social security income and 
providing that all social security income qualifies for the subtraction modification commencing in tax year 
2026, increasing the Kansas standard deduction for individuals and further increasing the standard deduction 
by a cost-of-living adjustment, discontinuing the food sales tax credit, decreasing the privilege tax surtax, 
establishing a 0% state rate for sales and use taxes for food and food ingredients on July 1, 2023, and 
increasing the extent of property tax exemption for residential property from the statewide school levy.” 

“Timothy Graham, Kansas National Education Association, testified as an opponent for HB2457 stating 
changes in tax policy should not only consider the impact on the average Kansas citizen but also the impact 
on the Kansas budget.  KNEA opposes any tax policy that would impact the stability of the state budget and/or 
prevent the constitutional funding of Kansas schools and create an imbalanced tax structure that unfairly 
burdens low-income families. (Attachment 10)  Mr. Graham stood for questions from Committee members.” 

(Source:  https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/measures/minutes/agenda_item_2023031540029946861) 

 

The KNEA opposed a flat income tax and opposed pro-business tax-relief 
measures such as removing the 3% state surtax on corporations and 
cutting the surtax on banking and financial services by 50%.   

 

https://imvotingunion.com/slate/
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/committees/ctte_h_tax_1/documents/testimony/20230321_08.pdf
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/measures/minutes/agenda_item_2023031540029946861


 

(Source:  Letter from KNEA Opposing Tax Relief in SB 169:  
https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/committees/ctte_s_assess_tax_1/documents/testimony/20230215_22.pdf) 

 

AFL-CIO Supports Leftist Policies 

AFL-CIO Statement Endorsing Medicare for All. 

Our goal is to move toward a single-payer system, like Medicare for All, that provides 
universal coverage using a social insurance model, while retaining the critical role of 
workers’ health plans. Any such system must guarantee everyone can get the health 
services they need without exclusions or financial barriers to care, and with access to high-
quality doctors, hospitals and other health care providers; not diminish the hard-fought 
benefits union members have won for themselves and all working people; include long-
term care for all; retain the Department of Veterans A@airs health care system as the 
primary direct provider of fully integrated care to veterans; provide multiemployer and other 
worker health plans the opportunity to administer core health benefits and to provide 
supplemental benefits, each on a fully tax-advantaged basis; and keep a strong federal role 
without shifting costs to states. We will support legislation, like Medicare for All, that 
guarantees health care as a human right through a single-payer system, which we will judge 
according to the above core values.  

(Source: https://aflcio.org/resolutions/resolution-8-we-want-healthy-lives-and-safe-workplaces) 

AFL-CIO favored the Biden student loan bailout. 

https://www.kslegislature.gov/li/b2023_24/committees/ctte_s_assess_tax_1/documents/testimony/20230215_22.pdf
https://aflcio.org/resolutions/resolution-8-we-want-healthy-lives-and-safe-workplaces


“We call on the Biden administration to do its part to assist borrowers hampered by 
crippling debt. Organized labor was built on the foundation of creating a pathway to the 
middle class for everyone, but skyrocketing student loan debt has become an 
insurmountable obstacle to achieving this goal. The Biden administration’s decision to 
continue to pause student debt has made a tremendous di@erence in the lives of so many 
borrowers, but these borrowers still live with the uncertainty of not knowing when they will 
need to drastically alter their finances in order to begin repaying their loans. After all that we 
have endured in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic, we cannot ask working people to 
make further sacrifices. Now is the time to cancel, not collect, student debt.”  

(Source: https://aflcio.org/press/releases/afl-cio-calls-student-loan-forgiveness) 

AFL-CIO favored giving amnesty to illegal aliens. 

“America’s unions laud House passage of the American Dream and Promise Act, and urge 
lawmakers to use it as a catalyst for broader immigration reforms that are long overdue. The 
Senate must now step up and take action to provide a well-earned path to citizenship to 
working people who help to build, feed, serve, educate and care for our nation. Throughout 
the country, working people of all backgrounds are organizing and winning. We will 
continue to mobilize to support legislation like the Dream and Promise Act that uplifts 
workers’ rights and protects our right to organize.”  

(Source: https://aflcio.org/press/releases/immigrant-rights-areworkers-rights) 

Amelia has been a leader with Amnesty International since 2005. 

 
(Source:  Amelia Wiederaenders LinkedIn) 

Amnesty International on Healthcare 

Instead of treating healthcare as a partisan political issue, it should be addressed as a 
human rights issue... giving priority to a single-payer, publicly-funded system, so as to 
guarantee access to comprehensive, quality care for all people as a right and a public 
good."  (Source:  https://www.amnestyusa.org/healthcare/) 

Amnesty International on Israel 

https://aflcio.org/press/releases/afl-cio-calls-student-loan-forgiveness
https://aflcio.org/press/releases/immigrant-rights-areworkers-rights
https://www.amnestyusa.org/healthcare/


This is apartheid. Amnesty International's new investigation shows that Israel imposes a 
system of oppression and domination against Palestinians across all areas under its 
control: in Israel and the OPT, and against Palestinian refugees, in order to benefit Jewish 
Israelis.  (Source:  https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/campaigns/2022/02/israels-system-of-apartheid/ & 
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/02/israels-apartheid-against-palestinians-a-cruel-system-of-
domination-and-a-crime-against-humanity/) 

Amnesty International on Energy:  

"COP28 is the time for states to agree to move beyond the fossil fuel era and leave behind 
its shameful record of climate damage and human rights abuses." — Candy Ofime, 
Amnesty's Legal Advisor on Climate Justice amnesty 

"We're calling for a fast and fair phase-out of all fossil fuels and for an immediate halt to the 
development of new fossil fuel resources." — Agnès Callamard, Secretary General 

(Source: https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2023/11/global-agreement-at-cop28-to-phase-out-fossil-fuels-
is-vital-to-prevent-a-climate-and-human-rights-catastrophe/ & https://www.amnesty.org.uk/latest/climate-
change-fast-and-fair-fossil-fuel-phase-out-needed/) 

Amnesty International on Decriminalizing Sex Work 

"Whereas legalization of sex work includes a government's structure for licensing and 
regulation of the industry, leaving sex workers limited in where, when and how they work[,] 
decriminalization simply removes all criminal penalties for sex workers and their 
consensual customers."  (Source: https://freedomnetworkusa.org/2016/06/30/a-closer-look-amnesty-
internationals-policy-on-decriminalizing-consensual-sex-work/) 

Wiederaenders Social Media 

Note:  See this hyperpartisan clip of her saying her job is to be a pain in the side of 
Republicans.  

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/campaigns/2022/02/israels-system-of-apartheid/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/02/israels-apartheid-against-palestinians-a-cruel-system-of-domination-and-a-crime-against-humanity/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/02/israels-apartheid-against-palestinians-a-cruel-system-of-domination-and-a-crime-against-humanity/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2023/11/global-agreement-at-cop28-to-phase-out-fossil-fuels-is-vital-to-prevent-a-climate-and-human-rights-catastrophe/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2023/11/global-agreement-at-cop28-to-phase-out-fossil-fuels-is-vital-to-prevent-a-climate-and-human-rights-catastrophe/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2023/11/global-agreement-at-cop28-to-phase-out-fossil-fuels-is-vital-to-prevent-a-climate-and-human-rights-catastrophe/
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/latest/climate-change-fast-and-fair-fossil-fuel-phase-out-needed/
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/latest/climate-change-fast-and-fair-fossil-fuel-phase-out-needed/
https://freedomnetworkusa.org/2016/06/30/a-closer-look-amnesty-internationals-policy-on-decriminalizing-consensual-sex-work/
https://freedomnetworkusa.org/2016/06/30/a-closer-look-amnesty-internationals-policy-on-decriminalizing-consensual-sex-work/


 

“When I’m there, my plan is to be a thorn in their side” (Source:  
https://www.facebook.com/share/r/18F1KmgUt3/) 

 

 

https://www.facebook.com/share/r/18F1KmgUt3/


 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 


