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			Foreword by Newt Gingrich

			In this book, Ellie Gardey Holmes unmasks California Governor Gavin Newsom as the self-serving opportunist he truly is.

			As Gardey Holmes lays out, Newsom cloaks a selfish agenda beneath a false compassion for the marginalized and underprivileged. Newsom Unleashed clearly recounts chronological events in Governor Newsom’s career—and offers a thorough exploration of his unchecked ambition and ideological lust for power.

			She then describes Newsom’s trajectory as a symptom of a much larger problem in the American administrative state.

			The American administrative state began under the influence of progressive political science, which was outlined by President Woodrow Wilson in “The New Freedom.” At the heart of the progressive impulse for administrative despotism lies an embrace of “a new social age, a new era of human relationships, a new stage-setting for the drama of life.” It is one where “the old political formulas” cannot meet our present problems, and the Constitution belongs to a “forgotten age.” The belief held by Thomas Jefferson and the Founders, that we have an unchanging nature and capability for self-destruction and self-delusion that ultimately reaches its pinnacle through despotism, is considered by Wilson “out of sympathy with the creative, formative and progressive forces of society.”

			Government, Wilson argued, is “a living thing” subject not to the theory of the universe but to the theory of organic life. All that progressives ask, or desire, is “permission to interpret the Constitution according to the Darwinian principle.” According to this doctrine, we no longer need a separation of powers because our elected officials can evolve and overcome human nature and its vices.

			For the American citizen, as Alexis de Tocqueville explained, this increasingly means losing control over our individual destinies to political elites. The elites have covered society with “a network of small, complicated, minute, and uniform rules.” Rather than employing these rules with brute force, the political elite gradually mold and coerce citizens unsuspectingly into “a flock of timid and industrious animals, of which the government is the shepherd” to a point in “which the most original minds and the most vigorous souls cannot break.”

			To this end, the elitist remains a stranger to his fellow Americans. Despite living among his constituents, the American elitist “does not see them; he touches them without feeling them; he exists only in himself and for himself alone, and if he still has a family, you can say that at least he no longer has a country.”

			Rather than devotion to country, virtue signaling and hypocrisy are their core principles. The elite preach empathy, equality, and freedom while perpetuating systems that entrench their own power and privilege. Their actions often betray the very values they claim to uphold, revealing a profound disconnection from the realities faced by ordinary citizens.

			Governor Newsom exactly fits this formula. Newsom has failed to address the crisis at the border, soaring gasoline prices, and rising crime rates in his state. Instead, he chose to engage in virtue signaling by allocating millions of state dollars in financial relief and health care to illegal aliens.

			While mandating that citizens remain at home during the COVID-19 lockdown, he himself spent his time at the French Laundry restaurant. While everyone was being threatened if they refused to wear a mask in public, Newsom socialized without one in the company of Magic Johnson. Furthermore, while proposing a constitutional convention to ratify a 28th Amendment undermining the Second Amendment, Newsom had a private security detail. All of this supposedly in the name of freedom.

			As the Roman historian Titus Livy once said, “you may select for yourself and your country what to imitate, and also what, as being mischievous in its inception and disastrous in its issues, you are to avoid.” While tyrannical ambition will always be a part of the human condition, the choice to defend ourselves against it remains ours. The time has come for us to reclaim our American legacy, as genuine self-governance resonates deeply with our inherent dignity and fundamental rights as humans.

			Let the Constitution of 1787 be our guide to the end goals laid out in our Declaration of Independence. As long as We the People remain connected with our own history and present circumstances, Americans will push back against the political elites.

		

	
		
			Introduction

			Gavin Newsom is the Hollywood-glamorous playboy who rode his charms and connections to the governor’s mansion of the most populous state in the union. But, behind his suave grin, who is the California governor, really?

			If you want to understand Gavin Newsom’s character, the first thing to know is that he engaged in an affair with his best friend’s wife. To make matters worse, this betrayal occurred soon after the married couple welcomed their first baby, and Newsom’s shameless dalliance split the family apart. Actions like these lay bare the depths of his arrogance. This attitude is not confined to his personal life; rather, it orients every aspect of his governance.

			Throughout Newsom’s nearly thirty years in public life, his guiding principle has been to position himself as a visionary, pioneering leader whose every action directs the trajectory of the nation. This has been true from his appointment as San Francisco’s parking and traffic commissioner in 1996, to when he was elevated to that city’s Board of Supervisors in 1997, to when he was elected mayor of San Francisco in 2003, to when he was elected lieutenant governor of California in 2010, to when he was elected governor of California in 2018. This attitude has made Newsom one of the most consequential political figures of the twenty-first century. Newsom’s influence on American life includes igniting the gay marriage revolution, creating San Francisco’s homelessness disaster, laying the groundwork for the mass legalization of marijuana, forcing the transition to electric vehicles, egging on mass lockdowns during the coronavirus pandemic, and leading the way toward radical sex education in American elementary schools.

			Just what is so dangerous about Newsom? There is no limit to what he will do. His arrogant desire to be the man to shape the course of history can never be satisfied, so he will persist in driving America’s shift to the left.

			This goal is reflected in Newsom’s grandiose political style. He operates through dramatic, ahead-of-the-curve actions that push the boundaries of leftist ideology and make headlines for weeks on end. His record is replete with moments when he captivated public attention—from when he became the first public official to grant same-sex marriage licenses, to when he declared his leadership of the Democratic resistance against the Trump administration, to when he extended free healthcare to illegal immigrants. While his trailblazing inevitably invites backlash, it also elevates Newsom to the ranks of the most influential and famous politicians.

			Newsom’s arrogance is rooted in his upbringing. He was born into privilege as the pseudo-adopted son of billionaire oil tycoon Gordon Getty, who groomed him for political power from a young age. Getty’s treatment of Newsom as his own son imbued Newsom with a social stature that made him the darling of San Francisco’s high society and political class. With businesses built with money and resources given to him by Getty—and the backing of political figures drawn by his prominent status—Newsom effortlessly began his ascent to power without even a single vote cast in his favor. His path to power seemed preordained, fueling Newsom’s belief that higher office is his destiny.

			Newsom’s hubris has allowed him to conduct himself in his various offices with zero sense of accountability. For example, Newsom used his influence to funnel money to his wife’s nonprofit and dated a teenager when he was the thirty-eight-year-old mayor of San Francisco. He has also acted shamelessly. Take Newsom’s decision to spend his first term as lieutenant governor of California petulantly mocking the governor at the time. Or consider the time when Newsom claimed reporters were “doing horrible things that are mean-spirited” when they inquired into the fact that his teenage girlfriend had been photographed drinking alcohol at an official mayoral event. Throughout this book, you will see numerous other ways in which Newsom’s conceited disposition has resulted in ludicrous antics and policies driven solely by their capacity to get his name on the news on any given night.

			I am captivated by Newsom because his entitled personality means that he has engaged in ridiculous actions time and time again and yet, he has continued to ascend higher and higher in American public life. There would be a hilarity to it were it not so frightening that Newsom’s lust for power can never be satisfied. He will never stop climbing the political ladder and pushing America’s future ever leftward.

			I hope this book serves as a warning for what Newsom would do were he granted even more of the power that he endlessly desires.

		

	
		
			Part I

			Rise

		

	
		
			Chapter 1

			Gaining Power by Privilege

			Gavin Newsom’s bride made a stunning entrance down the aisle of a Greek-columned church that held 500 members of San Francisco’s elite. An heirloom diamond tiara acquired from oil riches adorned her head.1 Newsom, then thirty-four years old, awaited her, standing in front of a delicate oil painting depicting Christ gesturing to His Sacred Heart. The Nuptial Mass, which took place at San Francisco’s St. Ignatius Catholic Church in December 2001, lasted several hours. Reflecting on the ceremony in a 2004 joint interview with his wife, Kimberly Guilfoyle Newsom, Gavin humorously remarked, “It was one of the longest ceremonies. I think it may still be going on.”2 Kimberly, in contrast, said of the wedding, “I thought it was magical…. I thought it was bliss.”3

			The high-society wedding was the umpteenth time Newsom had been handed wealth and privilege. The oil heir Gordon Getty, who regards Newsom as a son, funded and hosted the lavish wedding reception at his Pacific Heights mansion. So many politicians, political consultants, and media personalities attended the wedding that it was speculated to have been the informal launch of Newsom’s mayoral campaign.4 The reception incurred a cost of $233,416—the equivalent of $$411,882 in 2024.5

			From the day Gavin Newsom was born, October 10, 1967, he has been steeped in a world of affluence. His father, William Newsom III, and his father’s closest friend, Getty, showered him with financial support and invaluable connections. Their commitment was clear: to set Newsom on the path to political success.

			William and Gordon’s efforts to boost Newsom’s political beginnings could almost be described as coordinated. Getty’s investments provided Gavin with a portfolio of businesses that represented the entirety of the young scion’s accomplishments. William and Gordon then used their wealth and connections to get Newsom appointed to a minor political office: traffic commissioner. William Newsom next influenced Mayor Willie Brown to appoint Gavin to San Francisco’s Board of Supervisors via his friend Senator John Burton. From there, Brown anointed Gavin to succeed himself as mayor. Consequently, Gavin Newsom’s political rise was not a product of his merit but the result of the prominence of his two fathers.

			Journalist Peter Byrne, who reported on Newsom’s political rise in the early 2000s, told me of Newsom, “He was born and bred by Gordon Getty and Willie Brown and John Burton and the political machine that has run California for decades.” He continued: “Gordon has been grooming Gavin to run for president for a long time.”

			Newsom’s biological father, William Newsom III, was a third-generation San Franciscan whose grandfather co-founded the Bank of Italy, which later became the Bank of America. He married Newsom’s mother, Tessa Menzies, on September 12, 1966, when he was a thirty-two-year-old attorney for the Getty family, and Tessa was a nineteen-year-old high school graduate. Gavin was born a year after his parents’ wedding. He was named after the British naturalist Gavin Maxwell, who wrote a bestselling book about his experience raising an otter.6 Gavin’s sister, Hilary, was born the following year. William and Tessa divorced in 1971; neither remarried. With the family torn apart, Tessa worked as a secretary and, at times, as a bookkeeper and waitress.7 That situation has led Newsom to describe his childhood as a time of adversity. Newsom has claimed that his father was sometimes unable to contribute financially, leaving his mom’s secretary job as the family’s sole source of income.8 Moreover, Newsom says he faced problems at school—he was bullied over his bowl haircut and struggled with severe dyslexia.9

			Yet, that was just one side of Newsom’s childhood. When William had parenting time, Gavin would frequent the opulent Getty estate, blending in with Gordon’s sons as if they were his brothers and forging a relationship with Gordon as if he were Gavin’s true father. When the Getty family took extravagant vacations, Gavin and William joined them. Whether it was an excursion to the Hudson Bay, the Grand Canyon, or Africa, Gavin was invited, paid for, and embraced as an integral part of the Getty family.10 Newsom was, Byrne told me, “the equivalent of Gordon Getty’s son.”

			The friendship between William Newsom and Gordon Getty was characterized by unwavering generosity. William leveraged his extensive network of contacts, which included close friendships with California Governor Jerry Brown, California state Senator John Burton, and California Assemblyman Willie Brown, as well as a cousin-by-marriage relationship with US Representative Nancy Pelosi, for Gordon’s benefit. In return, Gordon entrusted William with overseeing his vast wealth. They would extend this same ethos of mutual support and benefit to Gavin throughout his life.

			This ethos was so deeply ingrained in Gordon and William’s relationship that when Gordon Getty’s nephew, Jean Paul Getty III, was kidnapped in 1973, William took it upon himself to help deliver the ransom to the kidnappers.11 The high-profile kidnapping, which dominated global headlines for the duration of Jean Paul Getty III’s captivity, was memorialized in the 2017 film All the Money in the World. The incident is most noted for the refusal of J. Paul Getty, Gordon’s father, to pay the ransom despite being the world’s richest man. He only relented after his grandson’s ear was cut off and mailed to him.

			The Getty fortune, which would be used to prepare Newsom’s political career, was unlocked by the mutual efforts of Gordon and William. After J. Paul Getty died, the Getty money remained a relative trickle due to the legal constraints on it. But that changed when William Newsom used his political connections to lobby a powerful state senator, William Lockyer, to support a bill that allowed trusts to be partitioned, drastically increasing Gordon’s—and therefore his own—access to the fortune.12

			As a child, Gavin Newsom struggled significantly in school due to his dyslexia. He later explained that he was enrolled in special learning programs.13 “I felt kind of stupid,” he said in a 2017 interview. “I mean, I couldn’t spell, I couldn’t read, I couldn’t write.”14 Newsom said he was only able to get into college because of his partial baseball scholarship to Santa Clara University.15 “Gavin doesn’t read,” explained Peter Byrne. “He’s not the sharpest tool in the shed.” Brian Hews, the publisher of Los Cerritos Community News, told me that he spoke to sources at Santa Clara University who told him that Newsom was “very active there if you know what I mean,” allegedly referring to Newsom’s sexual escapades.

			Gordon continued to regard Gavin as his son even after Gavin reached adulthood. The two spent many evenings drinking together at the Balboa Cafe, according to a San Francisco resident I spoke with who owns a home on the city’s famed Lombard Street. In 1992, when Newsom was twenty-four years old, he launched his first business with Andrew and Billy Getty, Gordon’s biological sons.16 The business was both financially and strategically underwritten by Gordon Getty, using money from the recently unlocked Getty fortune. Getty later openly admitted that his investment was driven by his paternal affection for Newsom.17 Newsom named the business PlumpJack Wines & Spirits after an opera Gordon had written.

			The concept of PlumpJack was to make the elite wine world more accessible. “The primary reason [we started PlumpJack was that] we were sick and tired of the snobbery surrounding the business,” Newsom said in 2003. “The whole strategy of PlumpJack is inexpensive value wines.”18 Essentially, Newsom and Billy Getty’s business strategy was to sell their upper-class elitism to average Californians.

			The following year, Gavin and Billy opened their next establishment, PlumpJack Cafe. That was followed in 1995 by the opening of a winery in Napa Valley. Every step of this expansion was financially supported by Gordon Getty—and all of it found success. Gavin and Billy, who were seen as princely figures of San Francisco’s upper echelon, gave their restaurants an attractive air of elitism. “These restaurants are just evergreen perennial winners. They’ve got the right formula and they’ll go on for decades,” said John Dennis, the chairman of the Republican Party in San Francisco. “I know some of the other investors and they love their investment in PlumpJack,” Dennis told me.

			While the restaurants were successful, it remains ambiguous whether this success should be attributed to Gavin and Billy’s entrepreneurial acumen or to the influence of their association with the Getty family. Newsom was a “terrible businessman,” according to Dennis’s associates, and often took a hands-off approach to running his restaurants and other businesses. What is indisputable is that the PlumpJack empire only came into existence because of Gordon Getty’s substantial investment for Newsom’s sake.

			Newsom credits his political breakthrough to an unexpected catalyst: a mop sink. His story goes that when he and Billy were seeking to obtain city permits for a new property, they encountered some difficulty when city inspectors docked them for not having the necessary plumbing for a mop sink—a sink designed for rinsing mops and disposing of dirtied water. “Why the hell do we need a mop sink?” Newsom said. “The whole store is carpeted.”19

			In Newsom’s narrative, the perceived injustice of the mop sink led him to wage a battle for justice against San Francisco’s Board of Supervisors. That fight put him into the political process, he claims, inspiring him to enact laws to serve the interests of ordinary citizens and small business owners.

			However, the true catalyst for Newsom’s political ascent was Gordon Getty and William Newsom’s longstanding relationship with Willie Brown. Brown, a formidable figure in the California Assembly, was challenging San Francisco’s incumbent Democratic mayor, Frank Jordan, in the 1995 mayoral election. A new law on term limits was set to exile Brown from the Assembly that had been his stomping grounds for three decades. Winning this race and unseating San Francisco’s Democratic mayor would allow Brown to retain the grip on power that he so coveted. Jordan relentlessly attacked Brown throughout the race, leveling the allegation that Brown’s career was built on catering to special interests.20

			Because of his father’s connections, Newsom held a fundraiser for Willie Brown at PlumpJack Cafe in 1995.21 The fundraiser was a success because of Getty’s social status, which enabled the charismatic and dashing twenty-seven-year-old Newsom to draw out the wallets of San Francisco’s elite. Newsom also barhopped for Brown in an effort to generate support for the campaign, Brown later said.22 It’s unclear whether this entailed anything different from Newsom’s usually active social life.

			Fortuitously for Newsom, Brown succeeded in ousting Jordan in the 1995 election. Brown’s campaign had received an unexpected boost from Jordan’s decision toward the end of the campaign to appear nude in a shower with two other men as part of a TV talk show. In a surreal moment, Jordan declared in the shower, “I’m a squeaky clean candidate and I have nothing to hide.”23 Following his inauguration, Mayor Brown appointed Newsom to the city’s Parking and Traffic Commission. This appointment served as both a thank you for the successful fundraiser and as a friendly gesture to William Newsom and Gordon Getty. It aligned with Brown’s established practice of giving positions to his friends and benefactors. During his tenure as speaker of the California Assembly, for instance, Brown had appointed Kamala Harris, his former girlfriend, to two state commissions.

			During this period, the PlumpJack businesses were rapidly gaining renown as the favored gathering places for San Francisco’s high society. In 1996, Billy and Gavin assumed ownership of the Balboa Cafe. Stanlee Gatti, a San Francisco event designer, explained the establishment’s appeal to the New York Times in 1997. “There’s an association with the Gettys—with Billy Getty and Gavin Newsom,” Gatti said. “People do go because it’s kind of cool to go to their joint.”24 Beyond contributing to his wealth, the businesses advantaged Newsom politically by ensuring that he was recognized throughout the city as the proprietor of the exclusive restaurants.

			In 1997, a vacancy emerged on the San Francisco Board of Supervisors, providing Brown with the opportunity to make an appointment. When deliberating over whom to appoint, Brown consulted with his friend John Burton, with whom he had served on the California Assembly for nearly a decade. Burton shared a close friendship with William Newsom, and this connection spurred Burton to advocate vigorously for the appointment of the glaringly unqualified twenty-eight-year-old Gavin.25 As the Los Angeles Times put it, Newsom’s “only governmental experience was a six-month stint listening to citizens grumble about bus zones and meter maids.”26

			Brown’s choice, however, satisfied three of the city’s most powerful men—Gordon Getty, William Newsom, and John Burton—and resonated with the city’s upper class, making it a politically advantageous move. As the Los Angeles Times noted, Newsom’s “telegenic face and slicked back hair [were] fixtures of the society pages.”27

			Gavin Newsom, a restaurateur in his twenties, had secured a seat on the city council of one of the most populous and affluent cities in the United States—and not a single vote had been cast.

			William Newsom openly acknowledged that his friend, John Burton, had convinced Willie Brown to appoint Gavin to the Board of Supervisors because of their friendship. “It was based on Burton’s friendship with me,” he told Peter Byrne of Newsom’s appointment.28 Brown, in explaining his selection of Newsom, cited the need to have a straight White man on the board. “He’s tall, articulate, and from that side of town,” said Brown. “He is young, male, and appears to be straight.”29

			Quite clearly, however, Newsom was not selected to fill a “straight white male” seat but rather to pacify the upper-class elites. “Newsom has a pedigree,” explained Jeff Sheehy, the president of the Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club, to the Los Angeles Times. “He’s smart and charming and he’s working hard, but it’s obvious why he is where he is.”30 Newsom had not even needed to interview with Brown in order to secure the position.31

			Because of his lack of qualifications, Newsom entered office entirely indebted to Willie Brown. It was soon made clear that Newsom was not his own man. On the morning of Newsom’s swearing-in ceremony, he made a television appearance in which he gave a distinct viewpoint on what the city should do about its proposed development agreement with the San Francisco 49ers, who were threatening to leave the city.32 For Willie Brown, this display of independent thought was unacceptable. By the time Newsom was sworn in, he had fallen in line behind Brown’s strategy. Brown said of Newsom’s flirtation with independence: “Those are rookie mistakes. It’s not a matter of his changing his mind; it’s a matter of fully understanding the facts.”33 The Board of Supervisors then unanimously passed the development agreement according to Brown’s preferences. Newsom would maintain his stance that he operated independently from Willie Brown, but others remained unconvinced. “He’s an appendage of Willie Brown,” said state Senator Quentin Kopp of Gavin’s tenure as supervisor.34

			Newsom’s lack of qualifications showed. At a political event at the Noe Valley Democratic Club soon after his appointment to the Board of Supervisors, he apologized to citizens for not having more concrete ideas on the issues. “I’ve been learning about politics,” he said.35 But Newsom did claim to have a great interest in politics. “I’m passionate about politics,” he said upon his appointment as supervisor. “This is what I do for fun.”36

			As a supervisor, Newsom stood up for small businesses. For example, when the other members of the board sought to raise the fees that restaurants would be required to pay to the Health Department for inspections, he put off the vote. “We’re fed up with being forced to pay more and more,” Newsom said of himself and his fellow restaurateurs.37

			From the establishment of PlumpJack in 1992 to Newsom’s appointment to the Board of Supervisors in 1997, Newsom was in a relationship with socialite Kelley Phleger, whom he had known since childhood.38 She, too, had grown up in close proximity to the Getty family and was doted on by Gordon. Phleger was working as a highly compensated teacher at the private Montessori school that Gordon and Ann Getty had established in their Pacific Heights home to educate their first grandchild.39

			In 1996, Phleger met actor Don Johnson at Willie Brown’s sixty-second birthday party. Johnson had won a Golden Globe for his role as James Crockett in Miami Vice and was portraying the role of an inspector in the San Francisco Police Department in the police drama Nash Bridges. Even though Phleger was in a serious relationship with Newsom and Johnson was twenty years her senior and had been married four times previously, the two hit it off. Johnson told her then and there that he planned to marry her, he later recounted.40 Phleger had been Newsom’s date to the party.

			Newsom and Phleger purchased a home together and even shared a golden Labrador.41 However, near the end of 1997, she left him for Johnson. By April of the following year, Phleger and Johnson were engaged.

			Newsom was heartbroken. Years later, when looking back at the end of his relationship with Phleger, he referred to it as a “divorce.”42 He would move on quickly, however, as he dated the singer Jewel that year, who had two songs on Billboard’s year-end singles chart in 1997.43

			Putting aside his personal devastation over losing Phleger, Newsom continued his political ascent as the San Francisco elite’s anointed one. During the lead-up to the Board of Supervisors election, he told the San Francisco Chronicle that he was thinking of running for president someday. “If you’re in politics and you want to make an impact,” he said, “you should be as successful as possible and the most influential position is president.”44 Billy Getty acknowledged Newsom’s ambitions, telling the Chronicle of him, “Is there a limit to what he can do? I don’t think so. He certainly isn’t there yet.”45

			The city recognized Newsom’s political talents and potential to make it big on the political stage. Even the reporter who convinced Newsom to tell her about his presidential aspirations described him as “ambitious, passionate, [and] articulate,” though she noted that others found him to be “egotistical.”46

			In 1998, Newsom secured his first election victory, comfortably maintaining his seat on the Board of Supervisors. This milestone coincided with Newsom’s thirtieth birthday. To celebrate, Gordon and Ann Getty threw him an elaborate Gatsby-themed party at their home.47 The party represented jubilation over the family’s successful ingression into politics.

			In 1999, Billy Getty married Vanessa Jarman at a picturesque ranch in Napa Valley; the bride rode in on horseback at sunset.48 Gavin took the role of best man and William Newsom officiated. Kamala Harris, Vanessa’s close friend and a San Francisco assistant district attorney, attended the wedding. But the camaraderie between Gavin and Billy took a downturn shortly after the ceremony. By then, the duo had expanded their business empire to include a hotel—a venture backed, naturally, by Gordon Getty. As Billy and Gavin’s relationship frayed, Billy and Vanessa grew increasingly close with Kamala Harris.49

			According to the San Francisco Chronicle, the rift between Gavin and Billy developed when Vanessa “started questioning some of Billy and Gavin’s joint financial dealings.”50 Gavin, still devastated by his breakup with Phleger, had moved into a Pacific Heights house he and Billy were renovating. Vanessa disapproved of Gavin’s decision to use a business property for his own financial advantage. Billy and Vanessa told Newsom that it was time to cash in on the investment and sell the house. Newsom refused. He wanted to continue living rent-free while he dealt with his financial problems and grief over losing his fiancée to Don Johnson.

			Personal matters got messier that year when Newsom began a serious relationship with Billy’s ex-girlfriend, the pretty and sweet-yet-tenacious Kimberly Guilfoyle. Guilfoyle, a lawyer living in Los Angeles, wanted to move back to San Francisco to be with Newsom soon after they started dating. She planned to take a job with the San Francisco district attorney’s office, where Harris was employed. Newsom said that Billy and Vanessa’s “friends” in the district attorney’s office tried to prevent Guilfoyle from getting the job, the San Francisco Chronicle reported.51 Guilfoyle pinned the blame on Kamala Harris, saying, “The bottom line is she didn’t want me there.”52 Billy and Vanessa were likely not enamored by the idea of Billy’s ex returning to the city to date his business partner.

			In the public spat between his two “sons,” Gordon unequivocally threw his support behind his quasi-adopted son. “I believe 100 percent in Gavin, and when he is accused of wrongdoing, I’m on his side,” Gordon told the San Francisco Chronicle when the news of the rift became public.53 Gordon even offered to pay $2 million to buy out Billy’s half of the Pacific Heights home so that the city supervisor could continue living in the mansion. Billy, Gavin, and their lawyers eventually agreed to sell the home for a cool $4 million.54 By the end of the summer of 2000, the friendship between Billy and Gavin was over.

			The following year, 2001, Gavin’s girlfriend, Kimberly Guilfoyle, made her breakthrough when she was named as the prosecutor in a highly publicized dog mauling case. The case was the focus of local media outlets for months on end, as it was highly theatrical and the mauling victim—thirty-three-year-old lacrosse coach Diane Whipple—had been beloved by the community. Adding to the intrigue was the fact that Guilfoyle was an ex-Victoria’s Secret lingerie model who frequently made TV appearances. Guilfoyle, who maintained her model looks and youthful beauty, was especially aggressive in seeking justice, causing an Aryan Brotherhood gang member involved in the case to put a bounty on her head.55 The San Francisco Police Department advised her to don a bulletproof vest and dedicated resources to protecting her safety.56 Before guests arrived at St. Ignatius Catholic Church for her and Gavin’s 2001 nuptials, officers even inspected the premises.57

			The marriage of Gavin Newsom to Kimberly Guilfoyle brought together two of San Francisco’s most prominent rising stars. Kimberly Guilfoyle Newsom was perceived as her husband’s counterpart in every sense—including ambition, talent, beauty, and high-society affiliations. The truth, however, was that Guilfoyle had attained her place of prominence through talent and dedication. Newsom had gotten there by nepotism.
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			Chapter 2

			Ascending at All Costs

			Gavin Newsom and Kimberly Guilfoyle picked out an odd marital home. Nestled in the exclusive enclave of Pacific Heights, it could best be described as a concrete box.58 The house’s barrenness contrasted dramatically with the stunning Victorian mansions of its neighborhood. Significantly, for Newsom, the home provided relative affordability in the epicenter of San Francisco’s upper class. As with many things, Newsom was able to afford the $2.3 million home because of the generosity of Gordon Getty, who gave him a $1 million loan for the house at a rate vastly below market price.59 “My wife and I are new homeowners,” Newsom wrote later that year, “and it is here that we hope to raise a family.”60

			In the dog-mauling trial, which took place soon after the wedding, Guilfoyle secured a second-degree murder conviction against the dog owner, Marjorie Knoller—a rarity for a dog-mauling case—and a manslaughter conviction against Knoller’s husband, Robert Noel, who was not present when the victim was killed. The day after the convictions, Guilfoyle appeared on numerous morning shows on the East Coast beginning at 3 a.m. to speak on the case.61 She then easily transitioned to commentating on other criminal cases and became a television personality known for her no-nonsense, tough-on-crime approach. Guilfoyle had always identified as a Republican, but she took more liberal stances on some social issues, making her a better match for her Democratic husband.

			After beginning his life with Guilfoyle, Newsom began preparing to run for the position that San Francisco’s moneyed elite and political class had selected him for: mayor. He did so by setting himself apart from San Francisco’s progressives on the issue of homelessness. In an event at City Hall in January 2002, at which he managed to draw six news trucks, the city supervisor staked his claim on common sense, practical measures to mitigate the crisis, including banning panhandling on median strips and requiring fingerprinting before handing out cash benefits.62 “We’re maturing. And redefining what compassion is all about,” Newsom told the Los Angeles Times of his plan.63

			Newsom’s measured approach to the homelessness crisis showcases his ability to anticipate how the political winds are blowing. He sensed that San Franciscans were fed up with policies that seemed to enable homeless individuals’ disruptive or illegal behavior, and so he made himself the figurehead for pushing against these policies. Still, in liberal San Francisco, where progressive city officials prided themselves on giving $350 a month to homeless people, Newsom’s ideas would be seen as incredibly controversial.

			Many members of the public appreciated Newsom’s refreshingly firm approach and his courage in standing against progressives’ ideological approach to the issue. The New York Times reported a few weeks after his announcement that it had garnered “favorable editorials and scores of approving e-mail messages.”64

			Newsom’s new approach to the homelessness crisis surprised observers, as it departed from his previous stance on the issue. Just weeks earlier, he had been one of those progressives who was ideologically opposed to infringing on homeless persons’ freedoms in any way. Debra Saunders, who was a columnist with the San Francisco Chronicle for twenty-four years, told me that when she toured homeless areas with Newsom during his early days as supervisor and told him that she did not like to see people shooting up and peeing in public, he looked “appalled.” Saunders recalled, “He was polite but appalled. He didn’t say, ‘Oh, wow, I can’t believe you’re talking like this.’ But it was clear that he was taken aback.” Newsom had evidently found it offensive to look down on the bad behaviors of homeless people.

			Despite Newsom’s intensive efforts to draw support for his proposals, he simply could not get the votes because of the Board of Supervisors’ progressive majority. Supervisor Chris Daly was so offended by Newsom’s homelessness proposals that he held an event at the same time as Newsom’s announcement at which he called for increasing generosity for the homeless.65 Supervisor Tom Ammiano responded to Newsom’s proposals by stating, “We’re trampling the civil rights of needy citizens.”66

			Newsom directed so much of his attention to preparing his mayoral campaign that he barely spent time with his mother, who was dying from cancer. Newsom’s sister, Hilary, told The New Yorker years later that Newsom’s absence during his mother’s decline became a source of tension between them. “Gavin had trouble explaining to me how hard for him it was to be with her when she was dying,” she said, “and I had trouble explaining to him how much I needed him.”67

			When Newsom’s dying mother called him in early May 2002 with tragic news, he was too busy to answer, so she left him a voicemail. In an interview with The New Yorker, Newsom said that his mother’s voicemail said, “Hope you’re well. Next Wednesday will be the last day for me. Hope you can make it.”68 The New Yorker report clarified his mother’s intention: “In May 2002, his mother decided to end her life through assisted suicide.”69

			In 2002, euthanasia was illegal in California, and a doctor who assisted a suicide could be found guilty of murder. Moreover, California had another law that expressly prohibited helping or encouraging someone to commit suicide.

			Newsom’s explanation to The New Yorker about his mother’s death raises questions: “The night before we gave her the drugs, I cooked her dinner, hard-boiled eggs, and she told me, ‘Get out of politics.’ She was worried about the stress on me.”70

			Newsom’s statement, “The night before we gave her the drugs,” implies—at the very least—that he looked on as his mother was euthanized.

			If Newsom affirmatively encouraged what he says was an act of assisted suicide, he could have been charged under the California law that stated, “Every person who deliberately aids, or advises, or encourages another to commit suicide, is guilty of a felony.”71 When a California man “stood by while his wife committed suicide” in 1975, a spokesman for the district attorney’s office referenced this law and “warned that helping another person commit suicide was still violation of the law,” according to the Columbia Law Review.72

			Courts have generally held that those who participate in bringing about another person’s death by illegal assisted suicide should more appropriately be prosecuted under homicide statutes.73 For example, the 1953 Oregon case State v. Bouse held that homicide charges should be brought instead of charges under assisted-suicide statutes “where a person actually performs, or actively assists in performing, the overt act resulting in death, such as shooting or stabbing the victim, [or] administering the poison.”74

			Newsom’s press office ceased communication with me in response to my query about his mother’s death, so the truth of the situation remains unclear.

			***

			His mother’s death was a profound personal tragedy, but it did not slow Newsom down when it came to emphatically pursuing his political goals. A mere two weeks later, Newsom announced how he planned to implement his approach to combating homelessness, even as the Board of Supervisors refused to engage with his ideas. He would do so through a ballot initiative, Proposition N, that would be voted on by the people of San Francisco. The initiative, which he cleverly referred to as “Care Not Cash,” would reduce cash payments to the homeless population from $350 a month to $59 a month.75 The money saved was to be reallocated to providing the homeless with services and housing. (At least, that was how the initiative was advertised.)

			Local hospital workers had reported that heroin overdoses increased after each disbursement of the twice-monthly cash payments.76 Anecdotes of homeless people heading straight to a liquor store after getting their cash were commonplace.

			“It’s time we connect the dots,” said Newsom. “We are killing people with this cash. One thousand people have died on my watch on the streets of San Francisco, and if we continue to do what we’ve done, we’ll continue to get what we’ve got.”77

			Care Not Cash was to be the agenda upon which Newsom would base his mayoral campaign, thus putting his campaign firmly into the centrist lane—by San Francisco standards. On a more objective assessment, his campaign was still very progressive; he simply stood against the most extreme of progressive ideas on the issue of homelessness.

			Progressives who were diehard in their ideological approach to homelessness vehemently opposed Newsom’s initiative. The week that Newsom announced his plan, supervisors Chris Daly and Mark Leno proposed a ballot initiative explicitly aimed at preventing Newsom from decreasing the cash that the city gave to the homeless.78 Then, in September 2002, opponents of Care Not Cash spammed one of Newsom’s restaurants, PlumpJack Cafe, with fake reservations and hung fliers on utility poles around San Francisco that displayed the phone number to Newsom’s Pacific Heights home.79

			Soon after the harassment campaign
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