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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can yote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

.to vote by May 5, 1980. 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: . 

• are at least 18 years of age on el~ction day; 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. · 

Q-How do I register? 
A__:_Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political .party yoti consider yours. you 
can say "Independent" or "I don't want to 
tell." .. 

Q-lf I don't tell my political party when. I sign up, 
can I still vote iu every election? 

A-Yes. The. only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 

· elections are held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I hnve picked a party, can I change it Inter? 
A-Yes. but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I hnve signed up, do I hnve to do it agitin? 

A-Yes, if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I hnve been convicted of II crime, can I . sign up 
to vote? 

A-Yes. if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-Whnt candidates will ·voters be choosing ut this 
primary election'! 

A-All voters who are signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator W you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Committees. 

Q-Whnt districts urc there in San Francisco? 
A-San Francisco has: 

I 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two. U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position? 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417, 

Q-Why Is there. nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the people who arc state can
didates in this primary election? 

A-Because the positions these candidates are trying 
for are not city positions. They are state and 
federal positions. · 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-partisan office? 
A-Yes. there arc candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges, 

Q-lsn't this election 11 "presidential primnry" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party. you will be able to choose a 
candidate for .president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidential can-
didate will be chosen. · 

Q-Where do I go to vote? 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know what to do when I get to my vot
ing place, is there someone there to help me?· 

A-Yes. The workers. at the voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you. call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote? 
A-The election will be Tuesday . .lune 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-What do I do ifmy voting place is not open'! 
A-Call 558-6161. 

Q-Can I tnke my sample ballot into the voting booth 
even if I've written on it? 

A-Yes. 

Q-Cnn I have someone help me in the voting booth 
if I need hel11? 

A-Yes. if you arc a liandica ppe<l person. or ir you 
have language diflicultics. 

Q-Cnn I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A.VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes. This is called a "write-in". If you want to 

and don't know how, ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do I do if I cannot work the voting. ma
chine? 

· A;._Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-Can a worker· at the voting place ask me to take 
any test? 

A-No. 

Q-Can . f take time off from my joJ, to go vote on 
election day? 

A-Yes. if ·you do not have enough time_ outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at· the beginning or 
end of your working day.· · 

Q-Can I vote if I know I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). · 

Q-What can .1 do If I do not have an application 
fonn? . . 

A-You can send a letter or postcard asking· for an 
absentee ballot. This letter or pos[card should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters.· City Hall, 
San Francisco 94102. 

I • • l 

Q-What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early 
• your address when you signed up to vote 
• the address where· ·you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sipn your name, and also print your 

name underneath.. . 

Q....;. When do I mall my absentee ballot back to t~e 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to· the 
Registrar of Voters as soo!l as, you want. You · 
niust be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day. 
June 3, 1980. 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election dny? 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL · THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Here are a few of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION~ This 'is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
· the general election the following November. There 

may be two or more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest • 
vote in the. primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
a primary ballot that lists ONLr ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE IJALLOT-lf you are going to be 

· away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because you arc physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to fill out. This bal
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar of Voters· al City Hall. Sec page 
95. 
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PROPOSITION-This means anything . that you 
vote on. except candidates. If it deals with the state 
government, then it will have a number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. . · 

CHARTER AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic .laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. IL cannot 
be changed agnin without another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by ,the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 
are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the voters. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. • 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people 10 vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by gelling a certain 
number of voters to sign a petition. 

PETITION-A list of signatures of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or q ucstion should be on the 
ballot. 
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HOW TO VOTE ON THE YOTOMATIC VOTE RECORDER 
SPECIAL NOTE: ~miiJ Jfl ~lll=!!tlll! 

A ffl~jJIJi':lttf. IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, 'RETURN 
YOUR Cl.RO ANO GET ANOTHER. ~11:fiffl ~ 1 lfiltftlJJ!JJffl!JlU'~--,11 • 

STEP(!) 

STEP@ 

Nota: SI hoce olgun error, devuelva 
su tarjeta de volar y obtengo otra, 

UIINO IOTN HANDS 
INll!IJ THE IALLOT CAID ALL THE 
WAY INTO THI VOTOMATIC, -
U1ando la• do1 mano1, meta la 
tarleta de volar completa_mente 
dentro del "Votomatlc." 

B#J--t)i, . 

~ff~fflftll~llJl!~*MMffiA• 

BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE 
STUB OF YOUR CARD FIT DOWN 
OVER THE TWO· RED PINS. 

Paa~· 2, AsegGre~e de que 101 do1 
orificlos que hoy ol final de la tarjeta 
colnclden con la1 do1 cabeclta1 roja1. 

HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL (STRAIGHT 
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN 
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO 
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT 
USE PEN Oil PENCIL. 

Puro volar, soslenga el lnslrumenlo 
de votar y porfore con ~I la larjola de 
volar on ol lugor de los condldolo~ de 
su proforonclo. No use pluma nl laplz, 

ntfr:?.ffe 
ffi1He!1l/l'~z®~ir , liltNLP-l*lttti!lA 
tftL:&?,W • 

.. 9 
TU"N OVII m NUl l'MI 

~OJI AI.LMMI 

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE 
ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING. 

Despuos do volar, soqu• lo tar(eta del "Volamotlc" 

y p&ngolo bo(o ol clorro dol ,obro, 

E ~[gtp 

mJ❖ill:£1//;Z 1~ , 1igm:iY❖Jfltt±l , 1ilrA~N 
~F'-]' W❖t'?i8l±ltr:~ 0 

iEN~J:' 11'~B~\lFfl'H11/im:&W❖A![qm 0 

• 



' . 
PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: . 

To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the • 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow opposite. the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the · 
blank space provided for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the '.'YES" or 
after the word "NO". · 

• All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board membe_r and obtain another. 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. , . 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su selecci6n, perfore la balota en ei circulo que sei\ala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que seliala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 

. cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder 'al numero de candidatos que ha de ser. elegido. 
Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 

en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sobre de la Balota. 
Para votar sobre· cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el. circulo que seftala la flecha despues de la 

palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra ."NO". · 
Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 

rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. 
Mffllftt.ff ~JJUcHJ:z tr=fLtttE1DJ ..1: tr=R. ; ,... .. ~ m11•J11- • 

ii !t~I ~ :_ 
Utr.M-iJUta-:Jf.rfiiJ:Jtftl!.UA' lfilf-1'£d.l:.iiiliJt1mti'zUMtr=fl • 1111~:fi';Jji'JlliUJJ:. 

. UAMiff li3l-l\f!t 'ffi't:0:~~J:.ili'iiiAMltrz!Yr:fiUA~ , i1~!!&i1lr-l~i1AfHL , i_El.;;r
~MH!l~ illllr-1 lll5£A ft 0 

t!til-8: *'11~ ~ 5Ea-:JNA 1 fflll-1'£ 1~Dl". 5£M Ail:l~Hliltt Yrtl~ fit~?i!tt.l:. Rr~M A 
Yfaila-:Jl\tt~ftl!.lr-Jll!E~ 0 

ua:mbu«, fflll:tEU..l:fiiffi/Jiffi • Yu·~ ·110 • ~tltr=R.. 
i1~.l:~:fiR¥~~~~~,uM~-• 

. 11nH.ffi1~.l:.tHLfflT 'Wi~.11.xff.7 ; ~-~T "*•71~115£UAlr-li1fflfflti, ~ 
~~il•~a~~•Na-:JkiJfl,~*~-~ilm• 
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REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Presldentlal Preference 
Preferancla Presldenclal m~-*!c 

JOHN B, ANDERSON 

' 

RONALD REAGAN 

PHIL CRANE 

: 

BENJAMIN FERNANDEZ 

GEORGE BUSH 

. 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCl~N PRIMARIA 
· 3 de Junlo de 1980 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno ffi!J~ ~ p .. ,-, 

111 )Ii 

113 )Ii 

115 )Ii 

117 )Ii 

119 )Ii 



2 REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCll)N PRIMARIA 
3 de Junia de 1980 

United States Senator/ Sanador de los Estados Unldos ~11$iU1Vota for Ona/ Vote por Uno ffiii-~ 
RA'f HANZLIK 132 )a 

' 
SAM 't'ORTY 134 )a 

JAMES A, WARE 136 )a Business Executive 
Ejecutivo de Empresa 
illi.M!l!l! 

PHILIP SCHWARTZ ) 138 )a Businessman 
Hombre de nesocios (Comerciante) 
illiA 

JOHN G, SCHMITZ 140 )a ... California State Senator 

i; Senador del Estado de California 
Cl Cl 1111tMi'i1l.i1 • 
;;; iii PAVLGANN 142 )a' ~~ · Tax Crusader 11C CD 
ell z Ciudadano opuesto a la Tasa de lmpuestos IB ill/fl~£m~:1: u 

BRIAN HYNDMAN 144 )a Businessman 
Hombre de nesocios (Comerciante) 
illi/v 

Representative In Congress, 6th District Vote for One 
~~ ~ 

Dlputado al Congreso, Olstrlto 6 · ~ 11Jtm•-fMR~1'fl Vote por Uno pl1.f' ,-

TOM SPINOSA 149 )a Accoimtins Consultant 
Consultor Contador Publico 
•1ttl1PU 

GORDON A, BLOYER 151 )I 
Manasement Consultant 
Consultor de Gerencia 
'lffflllPIJ 

1M 
State Senator, 5th District j-1-1$~~.R Vote for One a,: 

::i m~-!6 5 Senador Estatal, Dlstrlto 5 mli.£iJiWi Vote por Uno 
u, 
co MILTON MARKS )I; ~ State Senator, 5th District 155 
li Senador Estatnl, Distrito 5 
Iii 71-Jf;n/.U, ll!.liil/,1[.i.\ 

9-16R-2 



3 REPUBLICAN 
· PRIMARY ELECTION 

Juna 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCl6N PRIMARIA 
3 da lunlo da 19B0 

, .... ~-------------------------------------wt! e c Member of the Assembly, 16th District 
; ; Mlambro de la Asamblea, Dlstrtto 16 fM~•J4 ~-r1'tl~Rr&: 
5 ! LARRY JENKINS 
~ ~ Businessman . e ~ ~~bre de Negocios (Comerciante) 

Member, County Central Commtttaa, 16th District ~IF~~~-
Mlembro dal Comh6 Central del Condado Dlstrlto 16 ~-r1'tl~lii'I 

ANTHONYJ.TORRANO 
Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ! IT:llli·;;';IM.~•fl!>..~ U ff-1< U 

RICHARD J. HAZLEWOOD 
Incumbent/En el cargo JJ!I-T:lfli·;';l,l.l.~•1•!1-.i..t<iHf-l<U 

PAUL E. JOHNSON 
Senior Technical Planner/ Planificador Tecnico Senior i1'/i~l"/i~i111·J11U 

MAY JONG 
Realtor/ Agente de Fincas W!IU\\A ·t 

STEPHEN L. DOWNARD 

I 

Vote for Ona ffl~-~ 
Vote por Uno 

160 

Vote for 8 ffl~/\~ Vote por 8 

167 .. 
168 .. 
169 .. 
170 .. 

..... C, •• 171 • ttj Cl California State Commltteeman/Miembro de Comite del Estado de California IJlltlH-l·l~lHf-2.<i~ 
~~ ALAN H. NICHOLS 172 .. -Z 
:IECI Incumbent/En el cargo U!lf:!l'!·f·:,-',l,lli~•l•!>-!:1dHf·H! :IE c., 

KEVIN WADSWORTH Cl ...I 173 .. yW Businessman/ Ncsocios illiA Cl 
~•w AGNES I. CHAN z !:: 174 • ::i::tE Incumbent/En cl cargo U!H:lll·f•;;';l\•IJ!lf,11•!1-.~}Hf~U 
Cl Cl 
Uc., JOHN C, CARNEY 

Incumbent/En el cargo U!H:!n·f·;;';ll-1:IM,11•!>..1½1-Hf1m 175 • JAMES REED MOFFl'n 176 • Economic Analyst/ Anallsui Economico 1"11\IMH/r.W 
MARJORIE D. MARTIN 177 • · Real Estate/Venta de Fincas •~YllA± 
JIM BOURGART 178 .. Legislative Assistant/ Asistcnte Legislativo r£U:lVJP.l! 
DONALD W. BOWDEN, JR, . . 179 .. Health Care Administrator/ Administrndor de Cuidado de Salud 1,\.'-jjl!fil[1(AU 

LUIS P. BUHLER 180 .. Business Manager/ Gercntc de Negocios ilMM'l!l!U 
LEANNE C, GUTH 181 .. _ Accountant/ Contndor tral·01Ji 

I0-16R-3 
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4 P.RIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflcina #1 

ESTELLA DOOLE\' 
Chief Trial Attorney . 
Defensor de oficio en jefe 
/JII 'II l"fl//1. l,'Jirrl'1;1:1 

RA\'MOND J, ARATA, JR, 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
JUL/ill.I\~ 

Judge of the Superior Court; Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflclna #2 

- WILI.IAM J, MALLEN 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

--~~~i•;t-

.. ~~~'§·;t= 
Deputy City Attorney 
Ayudante del consejero legal de la ciudad 
hlli1lirl11:111 · 

RICHARD p' •·mo NE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
Jll!/i/JJ,, I 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oficlna #1 :1&1ii!~~~·;t-

V, RO\' LEFCOURT 
Chief Trial Altorney 
Abogado Jcfe de Juicios 
/Jll'lil'"1///, l:"rlffl'P:· 

JERR\' LEVITIN 
Municipal Court Commissioner '. 

Comisionado, Juzgado Municipal 
lilt}ilJJ:,i:-1.:ll 

PHILIP J, MOSCONE 
Deputy City A1torney 
Abogado de la Ciudnd Delegado 
h\ll,lill11',1h 

INA G\'EMANT 
. Deputy Allorncy General 

Procurndor General Delegado 
1,111ii111,;:1;i~ 

' 

Vote for One i~1~-!fr , Vote por Uno 

213 )I 

215 )I 

Vote for One -',l'•'!jH ~ 
Vote por Uno /IN J£l- . 

220 )I 

222 )I 

Vote for One ~~-!6 Vote por Uno 

227 • 
229 )I 

231 )a 

233 • 

THE NONPARTISAN PORTION OF YOUR BALLOT BEGINS ON THIS PAGE 
11-16-4 
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PRIMARY ·ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
. STATE PROPOSITIONS 

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 
Provides ,for a bond Issue of $495,000,000 to be used for th!s program. · 

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980, Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 10 
provide farm and home aid for California ~eterans. 

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for altcrmion or modi
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No hn• 
mediate fiscal effect, Possible future cost avoidance. , 

LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval foi such state 
public body projects. Substitutes public notice and. referendum procedure. Fiscal 
impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen
ditures for low rent housing. · 

1''REEDOM OF PRESS. Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for 
refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal imp~ct: No significant fiscal impa_ct. 

REAPPORTIONMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts, Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental aid 10 persons. in removing debris 
from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or local costs, 

ENERG\' FACILITIES, Legislature may authorize state revenue bonds to finance 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible_ future in_\lirect costs, revenue increases and revenue: losses. 

TAXATION, INCOME, Provides personal income taxes not exceed 500/o of 1978 rates. 
Ends business inventory taKiltion. Indexes income taxes. Fiscul impact: Reduction of in
come tux revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. 
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-
mencing in 1980-81. · · 

. I· 

HENT, Permits rent control only by voter upprovcd local ordinances. Permits annual 
increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscal effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance administration. 

TAXATION, SURTAX, Levies a IOU/o surtax on California oil companies' business in
come; funds alternative transit, fuels. Allows investment tax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on nmount of tax credits ch1hned, state revenue increases of $ 150 - $420 
million (1980-81) and $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes 
distribute one-half of Increase to local governments . . 

FOR 235 -•• 
AGAINST 236 -)• 

FOR 237 ,-. 
AGAINST 238 -•• 

YES 239-•• 
NO 240 -)• 

YES 241 ,-. 
NO 242-•• 

YES 244 ·• 
NO 245 ,-. 

YES 246 ---•~ 
NO 247-•• 

YES 248-•• 
NO 249-►• 

YES 250-•• 
NO 251 • 

YES 253 >-
NO 

YES 256-•• 
NO 257-•• 

YES 258-•• 
NO 259-•• 



• 235 FACoR •~ 

• 236 co~~RA lUt · 
._ 237 FA¢on •~ 

. .. 238 co~~RA ti!t 

.. 239 FA¢011 -~ 

♦ 240 co~~RA ·.&It 
._ 241 FA¢on R~ 
.. 242 co~~RA lilt 

♦ 244 FA¢DR -~

.. 245 co~~RA /iJt 

.. 246 FA¢OR -~ 
.,;,,,L EN 
""'Ill:"' 247 CONTRA fUt 

• 248 FA¢on _ J!~ 
♦ 249 co~~RA &It 

• t50 FA¢0R -~ 

._ 251 co~~RA &It 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE.JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

1 PROQRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES Y RE• 1t1J1~!1!uJ1Jif/iz'fiiV,(~·fi,Jt·il11, 
CURSOS RENOVABLES, Hace postble una emlsl6n de bonos de f.1!1Jt:~fil'llfi,:JL-f-·l,'.i'i,~\1c0.1/iJlll/:•tltttl,lhlil, 
$495,000,000 para usar~e para este programs . 

2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS oe 1980. Hace postble una -JLJ\QW/1JiitAll01/iiJ;'.1•:. 
ernlsi6n de ·bonos de $750,000,000 para proporctonar aststencla J,'t'-1Jt-~tnttt,:-1,:1·,~l1~0f,'i, Hllt:-11!1Dl1/J11illiUiitA 
para gran)a~ y residencies para los veteranos de California. ll'M/t!i!l!ffi~~. 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlla las autorlza- Jl1Hm11H,~~- 1~1n,111111/1U'.tl!1•Y:'1mJl·IHn~IJ'l(lJ.! 
clones para la alteracl6n o modlllcacl6n dol edlllclo Y los muebles 1 , ,.., ,. 11, ., If" 
del Capltollo hlsJ6rlcamonte restaurados. lmpacto fl scat: Ntnglln fll!'Ptil~!,,'.t, lflf',l:'t, n1: ,.«ll[r~•O;J ·d

1i•v'.-~'• 11 is 
efecto fl scat tnmedlato. Podrla evltar costos futuros; . rJ; 11Jl'HllO~llil k. · 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Ellmlna la actual aproba• 
cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dlchos proyectos de eritldades publlcas 
estatales. Sustltuye el procedlmlento de avlso publlco y refer~n• 
dum. lmpacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electorates en una cantl
dad manor. Poslbles lncrementos futuros en gastos para vlvl• 
endas de alqulleres bajos, 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlba c1t11clon1111 da des11cato contra 
cmpleados de los ·medias nollclosos por rehusarse a dlvulgar ln
formacl6n o fuentes. lmpacto fiscal: Nlnglln lmpacto fiscal 
slgnlflcante. · 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en form a modi· 
flcada dlsposlclones de la Constltucl6n que se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de los dlstrllos de! Senado, la Asamblea, el Con
greso y la Junta de lguallzacl6n. lmpacto flscal: Nlngun efecto fls• 
cal dlrecto. 

lfiH\lfHn, lWl'JllHiZ 11/.',U, Oil'fi'H'i'ii'!lllilli 
;~;j'(j~jffi/HMJf',J(./0jl,:f~/mn~,tl-lli/, 1tzt..ta1M~ 
Wr11,i,l/;1\f'1!rY.. IIJ1F'{!l;',~I: Jlltjj;Yl'.IHWjY//~('.rfi'f1J~. 
ii~~, l'Hlllft 1111 l:11{0',111' j~ 1/IJO'Jtl/JII, 

IIJl~i i'I 11,. /UiJ/:Jt.1Ji'lllH~m,w}, ll /J.lllik@i!i,!i 
fi'l.~!.'-¼ill,(1~i ln•!V.l. 11~ i!/;JI':, IIW>1 l:\;'/1!1: ~'!fi).;O'·J llflf¾ 
l\;',~1. 

.{~ ,, .. rn:1 1f(f}f~1Jr,J,, ird.t, O'.flEJII 1f(i/ fi.t, /JiO:J r.: 
·t'fl.li,t!:, j,'J./Hr:'~,i/lllt, li!m W'M1/,,).m1,1•,:n:111m,' 
~II%, ll1if~\t'.l1': .fl~i/(ti.[.-11)7!1, 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a ./1( !)(, ll'!.,i,t,'(1~i).; !J(ll\l\1•\:1f,~:1::11:'.1JHl.¥rP,J(./ III./;~ 
personas para la remocl6n de escombros de propledad particular A.l0cJ/{IJl:f{Wi, i:tfl,A4~•1'i,1/J!l'J~J•iriH!IJ, llflf', 
an areas ma yores de desastre o ·emergencla declaradas por el 
Presldente. lmpacto fiscal: Nlnglln costo estatal o local dlrecto. \1;'?!1: !\tJl·l11xJ1l!Ji1P,l(H!!\!IC#H,W, 

8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Leglslatura podra autorlzar 
bonos de lngresos estatales para ftnanclar lnstalaclones de 
fuentes alternallvas de energla y arrendar o vender dlchas lnstala• 
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlnglln electo flscal dlrecto. Postbles 
costos lndlrectos tuturos, aumentos de redllos y perdldas de 
redltos. 

*~ill,(,lll'lilli, -,~:UJ:1ufl'ifl/l~liJ-IH!{.iji0f,'1, P..l 
lltWf:'11ffJl:W:l'fO'sliliN,\,rl:U/l}j'.f, ·,w11r111W,itl\11} 
il~,l~ir/11, I/N1,l:'t,1,~•: /iiWCti::1111F',\lY1~

1• ii~* uf(i~:fi 
1/llt>X-nv f,[;tY, If} IJll!!{.MUM&W.A. 

""""- 25 A -~ 9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. INGRESOS. Dlspone que IOS Im• ,l~flf., A.1:1 .• tlW5}il~ft/!~AIA/Wlll/11.il'JiJfl'J-
""'III:"" 3 FAVOR "'''~ puestos personal es a la renta no excederan 50% de las tasas de :IL·l:/\ Wfl/.'tlO:Ji'i'liJ·Z 1,:+. il'ff iWi:1'f uf.!?ifrt~W!J _______ .......,___ 1978. Exenta a 10a lnventarlos comerclales de los lmpuestos sobre """"- 254 EN '"'~ la propledad. lmpacto fiscal: Reduccl6n de redllos de lmpuestos a Y.f!i.. llW,\'i>'.~1

: -/J.J\Oiil\-Wl!~,rl 11'-lf.ril'f1)~ 
""'Ill:"' CONTRA l,)t.s'J la renta i:te $4.9 mll mlllones en 1980-81 y reducclones sustan- ij'l:A.\'.J.111.l'Li·/·JLff,:-,t, P..ll!i~!)Jl,OR 1J,.·, /IW,Jffn:1 

clales de ahl. en adelante. Reduccl6n sustanclal en gastos /Hlkffl.ll;J'.IJll•.JiiP,//./n:11,11111Ji ll~lt-Ju\OiU\
estatales lncluyendo aslstencla a goblernos locales, comenzando 
en 1980-81, l!'.H,1/11'/f.t/l/l~/i:/.;J,1'11J1JR. 

• 256 A •~ 10 ALQUILER. Permlte control del alquller solamente por medlo de 111<,7, J,;111·i'1'n,1t:Ji/.\li'/f!l>c-l\t1,'!~:il:,1,llil/'/J,i/1:-r 
FAVOR ~P!I, estatutos locales aprobados por los votantes. Permlte aumentos (ilil'l'lifi!, Wii"r,l'!,UU:W/Jllfll, fl!:([jfil!(!H·',i!O'Jf{:•f':. 

EN anuales conformes a normas especlflcadas. lmpacto fiscal: Nin- ll'if'rN",~,, •. !\t!HiP,l(/lliif'(;lf:.lllll:\.,",'1'. llll'l/JIIJilt;!iiF, 
257 &JI' gun efecto fiscal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubornamentales ·, ,w 

CONTRA · locales para elecclones y poslble admlnlstracl6n de ariravlos. lffn'Ji'/1:v,~MftY, l~J'l!J\t;VfO'Jtvll•~:uJ@Jtt/111. 
A 11 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS IMPUESTO COMPLEMENTARIO ,l!I.~!{.. Hit/JIii!{., 1i,1/111JH/ii1l1~~iiJO'J1ffi:ffi_'J.A_i1I-, --258 FAVOR ff~ lmpone un lmpuesto compl;mentarlo de 10% sobre el lngresci J'l:i'fr,J,z·l·l:it/111!!{., /IIWJt:fill/lllt.l)--\!W0=11,~<,7, 

comerclal de las companlas petroleras para llnanclar servlclos alterna• 

259 EN En~ tlvos y combustibles. Permlte un ciedlto de lmpuestos por lnversl6n. W,i'HltfHrtll/., 111-.r'llt',~1:· il!.'1'·1/1,1,tJf(:f!{.l'Ci'i1!1i',i!, 
CONTRA l,,'<J:J lmpacto fiscal: Dependlendo de la cantldad de cr~dltos de lmpuestos JIW,Jf.luf@Jt)/111/1/.l/'l:-f(\'.ti'f·1r:-,d1J11llft,:··:·r-hl,1t 

reclamados, podrlan ocurrlr aumentos do redltos estatales de $150 a ( 1960-61) ~11-f\Y.,';·"f-'h'.i'i1i\-,tl'lil"lfl\L:1·,•i'!, 
$420 mlllones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (1981-82). La mltad del JU 1961_62 ) , Jl:,i,,ri'/·:iwtt,i\l:ll'f-11'!/M'rlllt.JJ Jfl,111, __________ aumento se repartlrla entre los goblernos locales._ _ ________ .._ ___ .__ _______________ _ 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3,, 1980 
. CITY AND COVNTY PROPOSITIONS 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed SI00,000,000.pursuant 10 Divi
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California 10 provide 
funds for mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San 
Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? 

Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad
ministrative Officer to manage the city's convcmtion facilities including but not. limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for II general 
manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? 

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputr director fo·r administra
tion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for 
community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? · 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and re.move 
associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required 10 
work' me>re than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48. 7 hour work week nor the 24 conse_c~tive hours? 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by. the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? · 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors· become members of the Health Service 
System? 

Shall fhe salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 2511/o of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? ·· 

Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

· YES 261 ~ 

NO 262 . ~ 

YES 264 ~ 
NO 265 ~-

YES 267 ~-

N0.268 ~-

YES 2.70 ~ 
NO 271 • 

YES 273 • NO 274 • YES 275 • NO 276 •• 
YES 278 • 
NO 279 • YES 280 • NO 281 • YES 282 ~ 

NO 283 • YES 284· • NO 285 ~-



•·261 SI -~ 
~ 262 NO lUt 

._ 264. SI Jt~ 
• 265 NO !Ot 

.. 267 

.-268 NO lat 

._ 27G 
•211 

• 273 SI Jf~ 
~ 274 NO!itlt 
~ 275 SI•~ 
• 276 NOfUt 

• 278 SI-~ 
• 279 NO &It 
• 280 SI•~ 
~ 281 NO Iilf 
._ 282 SI JI'~ 
♦ 283 NO /Ut 

~ 284 SI-~ 
~ 285 NO&• 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO.DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CDND~D0 

A BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: 1,Debe la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emlllr bonos hlpotecarlos por suma no superior a 
$100,000,000 bajo la DIYlslOn 31 Parte 5 del COdlgo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de Calllornla para fondos de flnanclamlento 

. hlpotecarlo, para compra, construcclOn o meJora de casas en la 
Ciudad y,Condado de San Francisco? 

B 1,Debe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emlllr bOnos 
para flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re• 
habllltar vlvlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pr6stamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el ConseJo como (mlco media de pago de . 
bonos y sin ser los bOnos deuda y obllgaclOn de la Cl~dad? 

C 1,Debe crearse un departamento de lnstalaclones de convenclon• 
es bajo el otlclal Jefe admlnlstrallvo, para admlnlstrar IH lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
·Brooks Hall, Audllorlo C/vlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 

· servlclo civil de emple&dos actua1es? 

D 1,Debe el Director de Salud Publlca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl6n y flnanzas, otro de programs y evalua• 
clOn, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servlclo 
civil? · 

E 1,Debe el Admlnlstrador del .Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 

· vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servlclo civil los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F 1,Deben empezar a las B de la manana todos los turnos de trabaJo 
de oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvestlgadores de 
lncendlos premedllados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecut1vo, excepto por conflagraclOn, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repenllna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48.7 lioras semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H 1,Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud 10s empleados par• 
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo lljado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

1,Deben ser mlembros•del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con• 
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J 1,Debe ser el sueldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los benellclos 
anuales? · 

K 1,Debe lnlervenlr un lunclonarlo de audlencla, empleado bajo con• 
trato por el Consejo de Retlro, en ausenclas y retires por lncapacl
dad o permlsos y lljarse procedlmlentos de apelaclOn? 

6 
IJfjljlM!A{aift: :lliliWlfo!M~~/Ki1Jnftilli!l,~$;:it 

tJ;;~!ff.ni\MJ-ln::➔·-lfi~~~. Rfillll;J-Arlil!i-11~ 
:,ell'1~A{a1ft, llli'J:i/t!Jt4!i~Ali{r;;, P..I-M1~ilfcij!::llitr 
~qil'1Ji}/t? ' 

ili8:Yl.JM1!Wo!!IWIIUVl!fi~llt, IJJl.!H.-<il:, lllfllll~ 
lll'SUJt, P..1-11101'., Jl!A11*1l!ll$:llilill'1/j}/JI, ifiiili8a• 
rfr!/i-!Jt:i'l'1fl1~JJIJllJ~fl~JI! lsl~j-fli!l 1 !Yrlffi(l'~~-;r, 
/!ill:l:l;.t,:'11ifi'~11tf/i? 

. !M'i!l:Q;lfitl'/H/fil!:lc'r(/lfffrl!::U:-ttlllt{ff'l'fl!l!Al~"l , 
P..l-'t'l'llllilil!',clf./Jldr:Z.1r!~lllt{III, i!l.ffi{ll;;r;~;/J1;fJlt;Wi• 
$!:, {a~e'.Q:*11Al,1Wi£ftll:!•l1,C.,, IA.'iJl'rfrlNiZlllil!llll*ulUt, 
l!P.i.lt!f!fij!;ff{afll.A:Z.ffH1l? 
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-:¥,Will'liJittltll!Ycfii!l£.:i;H:, llr.~\'i5W;-{a'11U~fl/.1i!1 
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g1!J.:.');:J< !!I., *'!!l.11\11Ji!.:~am1~~.~11I111:'t'i'M(:i:Jr.!lf.1Jli!1,z 
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,1,11/i(l(JJ.J.!>l!? 
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Jmii:11·, lt!!ief~~lf:'l~r!!,IIUfb,!';~.1:/1~1,xU? 

1ti ~.INW1t1Wl'tlii, iij\'Jo:i111r1~1.1f1/ z!I~. lt!!iili':l.i iii J.J:
ii; tt\1.Jiflltl(I~ W ?J-z::·I· 'It ? 

1'4¥1#111!, tMfltill#11BE1'.:ll\\{ill<,;, lt!!i~1!1il!ltJ,J{f,: 
M'~IJ/rJi'ljil1ll(1~Ktlill\Uir,;<.i/l\/!l/kli!, lllitlillli!.l:1V/~~fll-Y-? 
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. .,, . 7 PRIMARY. ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the CitY. and County of San Francisco enact an YES 287 ~ L ordinance, pursuant 10 California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, NO 288 ~-imposing a tax of one cent ($0,01) on each gallon motor fuel {arid on every 100 cubic 
feet of compressed natural gas when· purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 
and Co~nl)rof•San Francisco? · 

YES 290 • M Shall the irohibitlon that cable car fares no, exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be delete ? . NO 291 • 
Shall 250/o of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors Yes· 292 • N shall establish by ordinance, be transferred 10 the general fund as a return on the city's 
investment in the Airport? · . NO 293 • 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing an additional YES 294 • 0 tax of I, 750/o on the occupancy· of guest' rooms in hotels in the City and County of San 
Francisco _!lfter July I, 1980? NO 295 • YES 296 •• p Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
the members and be ~mortlzed over a period not to exceed 20 years? NO 297 • YES 298 • Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the 
rate of the payroll expense.tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? · 

NO 299 • 
YES 301 • R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 

I 00/o surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking. stations? NO 302 • ., 

YES 303 • s ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 
per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of·non-profit Garage Corporations? NO 304 • YES 305 • ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue: Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, T 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that the City shall NO 306 • meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance? 

YES 308 • v· INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively. 
· by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate 111 least 6011/o of all local revenues to be NO 309 • allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents'! 
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~ 287 SI -~ L 
♦ 288 NO Ji• 
.. 290 SI-~ 

M .. 291 NOBtft .. 292 s1•~ N 
• 293 NOBtft 
.. 294 SI•~ 0 
,._ 295 NO&tt 
.-+ 296 SIR~ p 
,._ 297 NOBtft 
... 298 SI -~ .. 299 NO&Jt Q 

... 301 -s1 •~ R .. 302 NO&Jt .. 303 s11,~ s .. 304 NO!Ot .. 305 SI•~ r .. 306 NOBt!t .. 308 SI Jt~ V 
~ 309 NO &It 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADD 

&Debo prorilu~ar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervlsores de la 
iudad y Con ado de San Francisco, segun el C6digo de Servlclo 

Publlcos de Cali lorn la, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento (S0.01) por gal6n combustible de motor (o 100 pies cllbi· 
cos de gas natural comprlmldo combustible de motor) vendido en 
la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

iDebe suprlmlrse la llmltacl6n de tarilas del tranvla de cable a las 
de otros tranvlas locales munlclpales? . 

,· 
l,Debe estabiecerse rror ordenanza translerlr al londo general 
como devolucl6n de nversl6n de la Cludad en el Aeropuerto el 
25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas· a~reas? 

ORDENANZA: iDebe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de 1.75 sobre el actual lmpuesto de ocuJ:!acl6n de 
habllaclOn de hotel en la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco 
despu~s def 1 de Julio de 19B0? 

iDebe lundarse el coslo base del Sistema de Retlro en la vlda 
media de trabaJo de los mlembros y amortlzarse en perlodo no . 
superior a 20 anos? 

ORDENANZA: iDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto 
sobre Gastos de N6mlna aumenlando el tlpo sabre n6mlnas y 
sabre lmpuesto de negoplos a partlr del 1 de Julio de 19B0. 

ORDENANZA: iDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto de 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecar,?a de 10% del lmpuesto por es, 
paclo _en los estaclonamlentos · 

ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuestos de 
Negoclos lncluyendo lmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In· 
gresos brutos de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucratlvas? 

ORDENANZA: 1,Deben res'cindlrse los Banos de Alcantarlllado 
aprobados por los volanles el 2 de novlembre, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsrconer que la Ciudad cuinpla sus obllgaclones con los bonos 
vend dos antes de la fecha de vigor de esta ordenanza? 

ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: LDebe IIJar 01 ConseJo de Super• 
vi sores lmpuestos de grandes. negoclos que cobran 60%, al 
menos de los lngresos para vlendas, escuelas y coleglo de la 
eluded; reduclr lmpuesto de empleo; prohlblr aumento de Im• 
puestos y derechos de resldentes? 

7 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

INA GYEMANT 
~y occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor
ma; 
My education and quallficatlons. are: Born in San 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
keleY., Hastings Law Scbool, selected for Law Review. 
· I have haa extensive experience in · every aspect of 

our criminal· justice system: a .prosecutor for the Al· 
torney ·General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff. Attorney for the California . Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me first-hand krtowledge of. the 
probfems that exist in our Courts. · . · 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge I 
will protect the ri~hts of victims an4 tlie safety of the 
general public · while at the same time protecting the 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fa1r1 even-lland
ed administration of justice. 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San -Francis• 
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne;. former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former ·Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor-. 
ney . Fred Furth; NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; _Juvenile :Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae• 
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser;. Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occupation is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. · -
My education and qualifications are: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen . years, I'm the only. can
didate witll trial and judicial experience. · I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro. tern and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil · and 
criminal hearings. I've · pioneered methods increasing 
.court efficiency and cutting judicial admi~istrat/on 
costs by reducing court appearances for parking .cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising a reporting· system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
. sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers, 
speakin$ before community groups and teaching at 
local umversities. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from all political viewpoints within the communiay: 
Quentin Kopp, Juslice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scoll, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson Chang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Marlin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinette, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

.Y. ROY LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Def ender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Sf)ecialist; formerly attorr1ey with Federal Government 
(NLRB) · and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marriea, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social Is
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. . 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a skilled administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an · exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventi.ng the 
revolving-door syndrome of crime. ·. 

I am the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal · 

staff handlin$ 2700 cases annually; 
· '- is tramed in business . administration to solve 
court's fiscal crisis; 

- practices in courts every day working with 
judges, prosecutors and public. · 

My sponsors are: Sheriff Michael ·Hennessey; Supervisor 
Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 

· Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Drown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Commillee; Joe Jung; ·Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My education and qualifications are: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law School. 

I will instill co'nfidence in · the judicial system 
through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad~ 
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continu~ to play politic.s ~ith people's lives. 
We must continue to beheve m a no-nonsense · ap
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David- Yamakawa, Marlaync Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Denioff, Fely Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, .Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautisla, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo, 

Williams. This portion of Che pnmphlct docs not conhlln II complete IM of c1111dld11tcs; 11 co11111lctc list 11ppc11rs 1111 

die Sample Dllllot, These statements 11re volunteered by the c11ndld11te nnd printed at c1111dldntcs' expense. 
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my feflow 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board ·of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Juclicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate or Riordan High, San Francisco 
City· College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. . · .. 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment.· Before becoming a Judge, I served in tne 
Army and J>racticed law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen yeitrs, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee, 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

I 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and quallficatlons are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior · Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am tbe only 
candidate with proven legal ex~erience and knowledge 
in these special. areas in. addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement lias made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supp<>rters are: Judge 
Raymond Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; Gwenn Craig; Mar$aret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Atleen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois. Benjamin James, Harr)' Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, Zep'pelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKasklc Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. · 

My age is 45. My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and qualifications arc: I am a native 
My education und qualifications are: I have been a San Franciscai1, graduated f~om St. . Ignatius '5.4, 
judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment U.S.F. 58, U.S.F. Law School 61. Married, nrne chil-
1111974 and election in 1978. · dren. I was an Assistant District Attorney, Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my OSF law degree in 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board or Education. 
tice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. . in the Superior Court. I have· initiated criminal justice 

During my six years on the bench I have · presided community Jrograms and court-sponsored youth, 
over air civil and criminal departments. I recently diversion, an alcoholic treatment pro~rams. I under-

. completed an assignment as Pro Tern Judge of the stand the necessity for effective Judicial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer . at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
program conducted in conjunction with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice · Francisco. , 
Courtjudges. · . My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and munities as indicated by my list of sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala, Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey, Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
stcin, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney, John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch, Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella, Ro6ert Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel ovo_y, Alexander Balfour Chinn, Donald Friend, Ben-
Martinez, William J. Murphy, John B. Molinari, jamm James, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy, Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith, Ling-
A. Sutro, Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang, Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar. Paul Fay, 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh, 

This porllou of lhc pnmpblcl docs nol co11l11i11 n complete list of c11ndldu1cs; n complcll! list 1111penrs on 
the Snmple Bnllol, These s111lcmcnls arc 11olu11lccrcd by the cnndldnle nnd prluled 111 cnndldnles' expense. 
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HOUSING.REVENUE·BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

_ MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDSt Shall ta.e City and County of San Francisco l11ue -revenue 
~ncl• In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide fun~• for 
mortgage financing of the p~rcha1e, construction or Improvement of homes In the City 
and County of San Francisco? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used_ to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv- · 
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these _funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $ 100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing housing 
mortages. These funds could be used to buy, build, 

Controller's Statement on ''A'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell ·has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted, in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
t PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECl·AL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT-· 
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY Of SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; HIE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of Sun Francisco has duly determined that the pub
lic interest und necessity- demand the issuance of mortga$e 
tevenue bonds and hus further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety .Code of the State of California; (Section 
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or_ improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges, would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
. the city to sell $ 100 million in bonds. to finance 

housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the city t_o sell these bond_s to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted ·on- ''A'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10~0 

on the question of placing proposition A on the bal-
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: · 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

' 52000, ct seq.), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City und 

Countr of San Francisco !IS follows: 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered anrl will 6e held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city and coun
tt the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
Califo(nia (Section 52000, ct seq.), as 11 may be am::nded. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 77) 
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HOU.SING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A gives working · San Franciscans a 
chance for better housing. It authorizes $100 million 
for mortgages for home construction reha'bilitation at 

. interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" voie oit Proposition A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ·ap
proximately half the current high . interest rate. The 
lower rates will help young families buy ho~es in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City must take action 
to comba! the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure belier 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A 

Proposition A will provide funds at the lower inter
est rate at no cost to the taxpayers. The bonds· will 
-be s.ecured by the value of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the Clty. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A.· 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, arid very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high, cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition e. will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes.' 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds are exempt from federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loa·n 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and B are passed by the voters, 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and 8 are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND D 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
League of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this poge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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· ·( A CHARTER · ) HOUSING REVENUE BONDS AMENDMENT. 

PROPOSJTION B 
; Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, Issue bonds to establlsh a fund to provide 

mortgage financing for acquisition, · con1tructlon or rehabllltatlon • of housing In San Fran
cisco; the repayment of loans and monies made. available by the Board Is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds;· bonds l11ued shall not be a debt or llablllty of the 
City? .. · . . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
9ity charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty of: California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must be ap
proved by a majority of the voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 8 would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing·. Ap· 
proval. of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying, building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on 11 8'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fis_cal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cm,l of government." · 

THE LEGAL.TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the. procedures for the use of these 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bonds 
for housing. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A _NO VOTE MEANS: If. you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage 
bonds for housing. · 

How Supervisors Voted on '' B'' 

On March 3 the Board or Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). E:ta Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 

. Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voled No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in r_oom 155, City Hall 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR UF PROPOSITION B 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B 
As indicated previously in the handbook. Proposi

tion B relates to Proposition A and is a con~panion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available ·1oan funds 

· at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the construe-

· lion of multi-unit resi_dential housing. 
VOTI; YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCi1111 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach •of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately hair the cu1Ten1 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation or 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San Francisco than 
lo bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco. 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs or San Francis
cans. Presently. the City Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your vote for Proposition B will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to· sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous'. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Cong1·ess is considering legislation 
on local housing bonds. and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahe,_1_d. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Qianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of'the outhors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION B . 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section he added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in hold fac,! 
type: 

Sl.'C, 7,310 Bonds for linanciug the ac1111isilion, construction 
or relmblllt11tion of housing. 

(11) Notwithst11nding the voter 11pproval re11uirements in 
Section 7.300, the bo11rd of su11ervisors nrny, by onlluance, 
from time to time 11uthorizc the lssnance of' bouds to estab
lish 11 • fund for _the 11111·posc of providing mortgage financing 
for the 11c11uisition, construction, or rehahililation of housing 
in the City 1111d County of S1111 Francisco, or for the purpose 
of refunding such bonds. The issuance of such bonds shall 
be pursu11nt to 11rocedures ado11ted by ordinance of the hoard 
of supervisors. The re1iayment of princip11I, interest and other 
chnrges on such 101111s to property owners, together with such 

other monies as the bourd of supervisors m11y, in its discre
tion, muke avail11ble therefor, shull be the sole source of 
funds pledged by the city und county for repayment of such 
bonds. Bonds issued under the 11rovisions of this section shall 
not be deemed to constitute a debt or liability of the City 
and County of S1111 Frnnciseo or II pledge of the faith 1111d 
credit . of the City und County of San Francisco, 
hut shall he pay11ble solely from the funds s11ecilied in this 
section. The issu11nce of sneh bonds shall not •directly, indi
rcl·lly, or contingently obli1:ate the board of supervisors to 
levy or lo pledge any form of tuxation whatever therefor or 
lo make 1111)' uppropriation for their payment. 

(h) Nothing in this scclion shull affect the authority of the 
hoard of supervisors to authorize the issu11nce of bonds 
under :iny other applicable provision of this Charier or any 
other 11pplic11hle provisions of the i:crwral laws of the St11te 
of Culifornia. 
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CONVENTION·. FACILiTIES MANAGER 
. PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention facllltl•• · management .department be created under the Clllef Ad· 
mlnl1tratlve Officer to manage the cltle•' convention facllltle• Including but not llmlted 
to Brook• Hall, Civic Auditorium and. Mo1cone Center and providing for a general man~ 
ager and nece11ary ·employee• and pre1ervln9 ·clvll service rights of present em• 
llloyees? 

Analysis 
. By Ballot. Simplication Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The ma~agement of the ci
ty's present conventfon facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate. The· Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision o( the Chief 
Administrative Officer. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention Facilities Management. 
This department would have complete responsibility 
for. the city's convention facilities. including but not 
limited to. Brooks Hall. Civic Auditorium, and Mos
cone Center .. This department would be responsible 
to the· Chief Administrative Officer. The general 
manager of this department would be appointed by 

Controller's State·ment on ''C'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth
eses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing. Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agriculturul Department; Health Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention F11cilltlcs 
M11n11gcmcnt 

The functions. activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char&ed with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section I 1.I02 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the oftices of registrar of 
24 
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the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service empl.oyees who are appointed to the new 
department from the Department · of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want a 
. Convention Facilities Management department creat

ed which . would have complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do nor 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on "C" 
On March 19 the J,Joard of Supervisors voted 7-4 

on the. question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), 

. Dot'is Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
IO). . 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
.dis (Dist. 11 ). 

voters, recorder, public ndministrator and such other func
tions as 1nay be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and al his pleasure 
may remove an attorney. He may. also nppoint such assis
tant atlorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department. which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies. the operation of 
central stores and warehouses. and the operation of central 

(Conti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions have become San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
'There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate ev,en more revenues for San 
Francisco. · 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market rec1uiring aggressive. 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use of its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center, now under construction. in which 
the City is investing over $100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them . from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department qf Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities. including Brooks 
Hall. Civic Auditorium. and the new Moscone Con
vention Center. The Department Manager will be ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing Civil Service 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable· con
vention. facilities are operated with lop efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
.the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote. on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Ee/ware/ law.1011 

Endorsed by: 
Q11e111i11 Kopp. Supervisor 
Jol,11 Moli11C1ri, Supervisor 
Louise Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol R11tlr Sifrer, Supervisor 
Doris Ware/, Supervisor , 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Ollicer 
Geori:e Clm:itoplier, Former Mllyor 
Jol,11 /JC1rl1t1gelata 
Grmlo/1 Lau 
A !fred Nelder 
Ro11C1ld Pelosi 
Peter Tamara.i· 
Tho111a.1· Mdlon 
Lelrmcl l..t1wms, Clmirman Muyor's Select Committee 
Lm11:r /J<11111C1le, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College 
Marvin Cardoza 
Rinaldo Carmazzi 
Bill Chester, Labor Consultant 
William Dauer, President Chamber of Commerce 
Jess E.iteva, Publisher Mubuhay Republic 
Jim llemu111, President ILWU 
Mrs. May/in Low 
Cyril Mag11i11 
Uoy,/ Pjlrwgt!r, General Mmrngcr, Downtown Association 
Leo11r1rd Ro,:ers, President Western Merchandise Mart 
Albert Samuels, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN f AVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE VES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C, 1he charter flll1Cnd111cnt to consolidate 
the City's convention facilities mam1gement operations 
.in one department. is a step in ·the right direction 
towards eflicicncyand economy in government. · 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective. efficient and econ om ica I operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's attraction 
as a convention and tra<lc show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities woukl · be in a better posilion to max-. 
imizc 1hc use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduling and staff utilization. Convention and trade 
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

agemcnt and staff to coordinate their activities and 
require111en1s. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as a catalyst 
for the generation of employment for city residents 
and for millions in local tax dollars. Proposition C 
will ensure that these facilities can meet those expec
tations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by: 
S11pen•i.1·or Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Pau/.loseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this pogc arc the opinions of the authors and have not bcon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEAL TH A.DMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

',Shall Director of Publlc Health appoint ~nd remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com• · 
munlty health program• and an administrator. for Laguna Honda Hospltal, all exempt 
from civil service? · · 

Analysis 
By. Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE" WAY IT IS ·NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the administrator _of Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these pos\tions woul_d be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself, it_ would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
P.ROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions. or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc· indicated by ((double parenthe-
ses)). . 

3,5 IO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; ancl 
Coroner's Office. 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and ·county 
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative off1cer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~cd with 
spccilic jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section I l. l02 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services; which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of ·registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
26 

ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status appoiiHed to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

•' 

A NO VOTE MEANS: .If you vote No. you do not 
want the director ~f. public health to have the 
power to appoint three. deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Hatry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors L_ouise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer, . 
· The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
may remove an attorney. He may also appoint sucl1 assis
tant attorneys as may oc provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordmance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel or the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold off 1cc at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the oflicc of the ril;\ht-of-way agent and 
also the control, management and lcusmg of the exposition 
auditorium. . 

(Cont11111ed 011 Page 80) 



FOUR PUBLIC -HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
' 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment 

_ tional positions, change any 
costs. 

will not add any addi
salaries, or increase any 

The Department of Public Health !fas been stream
lined. The number of -top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted ·in substantial taxpayer 
savings. 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be respon~ive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart
ment, and the City at large. _ 

In other major City Departments, such as the Air
port, .Public Utilities Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

Recreation and 
Department, this 

Submitted by: . 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
ll11rry G, Brill, S11pen•i.wr 
Ellt1 Hill J/11tch, S11pervisor 
Nm1cy G. Wt1/ker, S11pervisor 
Doris W"rd, S11perviwr , 
Roger Bo11s, CA 0 
Dr. Mervyn Silvermt111, Director of llet1/th _ 
Ptl/ricit1 M. Fong, Member, Comm1111i1y A,lvisory 801ml, SFGJ/ -

Affirmt1tive Action Officer WBSJJA Govemi11g Body 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neigl,borhood Center 
Yori Wada, Exec11tive Director B11cl1a11a11 YMCA 
Mar11arete Co111101/y 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Ac/vi.wry Doartl, SFGH 
Shirley Jones Rhotle.v, Exec,111/loe Director S.F. Medic"/ Center 

011tp(ltiem Improvement Progrt1111s, /11c. · 
VemM. D/11e 
Enrica A. Z"b11/", Bo11rtl of Directors, S.F. Medical Cell/er 

011tp11tient /111prm•e111e11t Progmm.v, Inc. 
Arth11r Lathan, Ch11ir111a11, Mema/ Ilea/th Advisory Board 
Elizabeth B. De11ebeim, Co1111111111ily Me11111/ Health Advisory 

Board Me111/1er 
Thomas J. Mel/011, Former CA 0 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Cl11111cel/or, University of C11/ifom/11 S.F. 
Thomas W. Gwyn, Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fairly, M.D., U11i1•ersityo/Ca/ifomiaS.F. Associate 

Deem, SFG/1 
Do1111/c/ l. Fink, M.D., Chief. Medical St,iff SFGfl 
Selig Gellert, M. D. 
J11dge Dorothy Vo11 Beroltli11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse, Voters recog11ized 
then, as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller· cannot estimate the 

cost of this ·measure to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters _should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 

· the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Ma1r,aret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early 
See the inside back cover 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC JtEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco ·General Hospital appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from clvll service_; continuing clvll service status for present 
holders of said positions? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS· NOW: The director .of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a pliysician or 
a qualified hospital admini_strator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E w~~ld give the ad
ministrator of San . Francisco General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These -po
sitions would · be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the. charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on •.'E" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease 'the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions .are indicated by ((double paren-
theses)), . . 

3.SIO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health,' and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner's Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative offic_er by the provisions of this charter, and the 
pow~~s ~n~ ~u~1es of officers and ~mployees char~ed with 
spe~1hc JUrtsdtclion the~eof, shall subject to the provisions of 

, section 11.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Deparlf!1ent of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned 'by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and al his pleasure 
28 

persons with the necessary background,, and exper
ience. 

A YES V~TE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the administrator. of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad-

-ministrators. 

How Supe~isors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Jphn Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

· NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10), 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneY.s _as may be provided by the budget and an
nual approprutllon ordinance, 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel or the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by 01e pur
ch,as_er of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad-
111m1stra1tve officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
l!nd personnel of the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also. th~ control, managc;menl and leas111g of the exposition 
aud1tonum. 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
fun_c11ons and personnel of the tel~p\1one exchange and 
which shall . be tn charge of and admm1stered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 81) 



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past· administrators have· been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them 
in providing the. finest quality services to the citi_zens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important resources. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Rlllh Sill'er 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
I/C1rry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ell" Hill Hutch, Supervisor 
Nm,cy G. Walker, Supervisor 
D~ris Ward, Supervisor 

Roger BoaJ·, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Sill•emum, Dircclor of Health 
PC1triciC1 M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Go~erning Body 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Direclor Potrcro Hill Neighborhood Cenler 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Margarete Connolly 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
Shirley Jones Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
VeraM. Blue 
Enrica A. Zab11IC1, Board of Directors. S.F. M cdical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arthur LC1t/,m1, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board 
E/i:C1be1h B. De11ebei111, Community Mental Health 

Advisory Board Member · 
Thomas J. Mellon, Former CAO 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
ThomaJ· W. G11:n1, Dircctor,'Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fairly, M.D .. University of California S.F. 

Associate Dean, SFGH . 
D011C1ld L. Fink, M.D .. Chief, Medical S1affSFGH 
Seli!i Gellert, M.D. 
Ji1dw! Dorot/11• Von Beroldinge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give · the 

administrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and tire an unlimited number · of 
deputy and assistant, administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, .could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
all highly paid. 

In the past two years, more t_han 10 new posl11ons 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public Health Department, Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under attack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year, the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 million· for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
Supervi'.rnr Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Francieco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceniton trobajodorea en lee urnaa electorolea 
de muchon bnrrioa on Son Frnnciico. Preaentoae 

nhora en ol cuarto 155 del City Hnll. 
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FIREFl'GHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers a~d members of fire fighting _companies, except arson 
Investigators, ·start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except In case of a conflagratlon, dlsas,er or sud
den and unexpe'cted emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48.7 hour work. week nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
members of the San Francisco Fire Department 
may wotk no more than 14 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48.7 hours in a week, except in cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift. which was passed by 
the voters in 1975, has never been put into effect 
because of court litigation. Firefighters and officers 
now work 24-hour shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter and set 24-hour work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C. f arrell has issued _ the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Pro.position F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion, it would neither increase nor de
crease the cost of government." 

· TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of department shall recommend and the lire 
commission shall provide by rule for w,ork schcd~les or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupymg the 
several ranks of the fire ·department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
such officers and members shall no"t exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty established for officers and members ussigned 
to the fire fighting compunks 1111d firefighting units excepting 
the arson investigation unit, shall shirt ut eight o'clock A,M. 
((No lour _of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requiring the members of the department 
to. remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required lo work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conllagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden und unexpc'cteil emergency of 
30 

and officers. The 48. 7 hour work· week would 
remain in effect. except in cases of sudden. unex
pected. and temporary emergencies, 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
San J:'rancisco · firefighters and officers to work· 24-
hour shifts. for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want San 
F:rancisco lirefigh ters and officers to work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted on "F" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the ques'tion of placing proposition F on · th.e ballot. 
The Supervisors voted_ as (ollows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
~uth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

11 tempomry nuturc requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the limitation of 48.7 hours in uny 

. 110011111 work week nor twenty-four consecutive hours. Each 
such officer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one ( I) day ofT duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the .lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day otT and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of depariment 
work on said · day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 82) 



FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important part of our fire

fighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters, an·d the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. The Proposition · itself is 
lengthy. but the issues are simple - a. "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the Fire Department has been us
ing for more than ·twenty years. and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked · will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department miinagement has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of fire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who are responsibile for administering and 
managing the Department are· asking for, your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. . 

• We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-motivated· firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department administrators the 
tools necessary to continue providing excellent fire 
protection service. 

Vo\e "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
/le11ry E. Berm1111, President 
Fire Commission. 
J1umi111 Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner. 
Robert Nicco 
Fire Commissioner. 

Cunis McC/11i11 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
A 1111e S. Jlowtle11 
Fire Commissioner. 
Andrew C. Oisper 
Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "f" / 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses at your wishes? In Novem\,er. 1975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for ·both the taxpayers 
and the lire lighters. 

As of this date, almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerfuk political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 

· and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors .and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fi~e Commission and confidant of Fein
stein's. Morris Bernstein. and. at the recommendation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have flip 
flopped and arc in support of this repeal of their law. 
Arc they being honest or arc they ti.1llowing the well 
travelled path or expediency'? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supportelj this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still valid. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and m~re alert when they go · 

to tight tires. 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will not have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

·6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is filled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at captain's pay. But 
the lieutenant's job then has to be filled through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firefighting by commuters will be l'l~duced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of I 00 miles. 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari have played the same game_ 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They 
ignore it. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

.!0'111 .I. Barha~elata 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDU.LES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION. F 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal faced by 

the peopte·of'San Francisco, . 
In 1975, you, the voters, amended the Charter to' 

delete a detail. which should not have been in the 
Charter .in the first place. that required all work shifts 
for firefighters to be 24 hmu:s on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Uernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by 'then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Supervisor -John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa. 
tigue in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The· voters agreed with· Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

.Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48,7 
hours. at a time when most other' fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-·hour work week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each· hour of 

reduced work week for firefighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,0!)0. A reduction from 56 hours to 48. 7 hours 
therefore, means more than $14.000;ooo in costs per 
year for the: San Francisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved' th1, 48.7 work week. with the recom
mendation of all members of the Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 . hour work 
shift. 

Now, the proponents want to reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But 
there is no willingness on their part to accept any 
change in the work week - not even to base the 
work week on that of other California fire depart
ments· upon which _San Francisco firefighters' salaries 
ate based. All of those ~ities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and shifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place.· They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal, and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on thl1 page are the opinions of tho authora and have not been chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

, 
• 

After you have moved, phone us 

We wm mail you a registration form to fill out & maU back . ,'~ 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEAL TH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

Analysis· 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to Join the city and county Health Service• 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary. or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H · would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on '' H'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement. on the fiscal impact of Proposition H: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 
the maximum amount of which could be $3.765.000. 

"But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend
ment to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT Of PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the• Heahh Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required, 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the ~ity 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do. not 
want temporary employc;es to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on "H" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 
the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry · Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis.(Dist. II). 

2 

-
#Q- -Iii 

)/ ,, .. 
THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 Uolno both hnndn, insort tho ballot cord all tho way Into tho Votomotic. 

Stop 2 Bo suro tho two slots in tho and of your cord fit down qvor tho two rod pin■. 
Stop 3 To voto, hold tho voting instrumont ntrnlght up. Punch Dtrnlght througll tho ballot cord for tho 
candidotoa of your choico, Do not uoo pan or poncll, 
Stop 4 .Voto oil PD DOD, 
Stop 6 Altar voting, removo tho ballot cord from tho votomatic, 
NOTE: If you mako a mistako roturn vour ballot card and obtain anothor. 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION. H 
VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION H 

A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term. 
temporary employees to rece'ive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive ' no health care 
benefits or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conj_unction with far more costly retirement 
be_nefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors lo set -the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be e111ployed before they can 
qualify for health ~ervice, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay· $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 
This measure will distribute these funds in the widest. 
and most.equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Wa!ker · 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Ward 
Ella Hill H111ch 

• /Jarry Brill 
Peter Ashe 
Tom Scanlon 

Keith Eichma11 
leroyKi11g 

· PatJackw11 
BIii Kraus 
BIii Ma/le11 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Kearney 
V/11ce Co11rt11ey 
Bill Bradley 
Carol Ruth Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health service. benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. 

First, why does San Francisco have so many tem-
. porary employees - almost 7,000 in a workforce of 
28,000? .(Don't believe the figure of 5.000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees are hired without having to 
go through the. complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, how ·can the City afford the costs of this 
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come .July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, - this proposal comes before. us at the 
worst possible time. . · 

Another proposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment· allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save mon~y by joining 

1 

the City's system, as opposed to paying for individual 
health plans, and it would no,t cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Mar,:aret Q. Warren· . 

Arguments printed.on this page are the opinions of the authors and havo not boon choc~ed for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION- H 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. 

A health service system is hereby established as a depart
ment of the city and county government and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through 3,682 and 8.420 through. 8.432 
mclusive. Said system shall be administered by a 6oard to 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist of all pernument cmrloyees, which shall 
include olliccrs of 'the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), and all temporary employees with 
34 

more th11n such period of continuous service 11s sl1111l be de• 
tennlncd by the Boord of Supervisors by ordinance, Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or ·teaching of any recoB• 
nizcd religious sect, denomination or organization and, 111 
accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service board an affidavit slating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compensation exceds $6,000 ·and 
any person who otherwise frns provided for adequate 
medical care,)) The health service board shall huve the 
power to exempt uny person whose com11ens11tio11 exceeds the 
11111011111 deemed sufficient for self coverage and any person 
who othenvlse bus provided for 11deq1111te mcdicnl cure. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys-
tem? ' 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may ·not become members of the city 
Health Service system. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to bec~me members of the city Health Service 
system. 

Controller's Statement on ''I'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the iiscal impact of Proposition _I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my.· opinion, it would increase the . cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE '36 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. 

A NO. VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able lo join the Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on "I" 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 

~ 

/J>:t!iworkers are needed at the polls 

~ ~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3-Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS'· lf.EA~TH· BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PR~POSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members 

of the Board of Supervisors to have the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual 'cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors are 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervisors consider their work to be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be_ 
penalizeq because they do riot have another . outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors arid have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-foce 
type. 

8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Boord of Supervisors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of S~tlon 8.420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this charter to the con
trary, members of the board of supervisors shell be members 
of the San Francisco City and County Health Service Sys- · 
tein. 

Workers are nNded at the poll• In ·many 
San · Francl1co neighborhood■. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall _ 

Se nec~•itan trabaJ1dore1 en la1 · urn11 electoral .. 
de mucho1 barrio• en San. Franclaco. Pre••nteu 

1hor1 en el cuarto 155 d•I City Hall. 

OOPS! 
Sometimes we· make mistakes but. when we do, we admit it: . 

With all· the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers. just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress 

(Look under 14official advertising") 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, excluslve of benefits per year? • 

·Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the . 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super-· 

. visors at $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a ye,1r .. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J. would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent of the mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on II J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell. has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

"Sh,;mld the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it· would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15,677.50, 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors Voted on "J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). ~ucn tin Kopp 
(Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER JO, VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
VOTE YES ON PROP "J" VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

The last salary ,adjustment for the Board of· Super
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time, with the result that a 1965 salary 9f $9,600 
will buy $3,924 worth of 1980 goods and services. 

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less 
than, any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries . range fro!11 $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13,524 in Solano County. 

Approving Board of Supervisors•· pay at 25% of the 
Mayor'.s salary is reasonable and fair. The proposed 

'increase· does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not' independent
.ly rich - who have to support themselves by working 
- to also be Supervisors. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to maintain outside sources of 
income, while the work lo·ad of· government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a ~upervisor's time. 

The "formula" approach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has important advantages: I) it was estab
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political 
favoritism .. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city worker.s. This approach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the measu-re before you. 

Supervis~r Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 

· responding to his legislative duties. · 

' 

No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

The Board of Supervisors has had no salary in
c_rease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-live 
( 1965). No other San Francisco county administrator, 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient, can say the same. 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submiued by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMIENT_IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors arc not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition .I. 

Carol R111h Sillier 
Dori.I' M. Ward 
Ncmc,• G. Walker 
Jolm·L. Molinari 
El/Cl Iii/I fflllch 
flam• G. Brill 
D011 °florcm::y 
Debomh R. Rohrer 
Priscilla A /excmder 
D.J. Soi•iKro 
Eric Cr111•e11 
Rich 1/m•es 
Lydie/ s: San Filippo 
Carolyn Reilly 
Lil/iC111Si11K 
Terrence Rr1111 
William /Jradlel' 
James Michael Moore 
Ric/um/ Marlin Schlack1111111 
Timulhy R. Wolfreo 

Bruce (lora11.1·011 
MC1rk Forresier 
Thelma Cr11•,1111111Kli 
Gordon Arm.1·1ro11K 
/Job Lurie 
!JarbC1ra Amato 
Dm•id Fowler 
Michael Chan 
Andrell' C. Cc1sper 
Jc111ice Miriki1C111i 
Cecil Wil/iC1111.1· 
Eel11(/rdo Sa11dol'l1l 
Bdb IJ11s111111e111e 
Freel Martin 
Chuck Brvl'I' 
Wilber 11;1111i/to11 
Wallace Stokes 
Stan Smith 
Reel Kor111111 
John Si111ire 

Joa11 M. Gn!U' 
U11co/11 Ch11 
A111lw111•J. Taormina 
Arth11rR. Sieg/ 
/)011 IJ. Kates, Jr. 
Jo11 Kmif111a11 
John ("Jack '1 Trujillo 
Unc/11 Post 
Vi11ce111 James Co11n11e1• 
Evell'i, Wilson • 
Ler~1•Ki11K 
Jej/llrown 
Terry Redmond 
Keith Eic/11111111 
/Jill Kr1111.1· 
/Jill Ma/l,•11 
Tim Twomep 
J oa11 Di/1011 
Maura Keale1' 
James Core,;Busch 
Peter Ash,•· 

Pally Prato 
fferm,111 GalleKos 
Pat Jackson 
Carl Willilllll.1' 
Johll Jacobs 
MeM11 Lee 
Jack Crow/ei• 
Jlarold Yee· 
Gm11t M icke11.1· 
!Job Barry 
Andy Kallen 
II iclu1rel Golel111a11 
William Coblentz 
/JJ•r1m Lidecker 
i1ck.1·011 Sch11/iz 
John K1111}i11ll11 
Paula C. Fiscal 
Anh11r Morris 
Kevin F. Shelle1• 
A11mi Darden • 
Rosalind Wolf 

Arguments printed on this pa9e are the opinions of the a!Jthors and have not been checked for accuracy by any oHl,l;:;1 0uency. 
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SUPERVISORS'- SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOT):: NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors to 
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the· Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors· 
proposing this m~asure are trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charter.· The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula," which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. 

There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 per~ent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there are 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

the -City. In 1965, when salaries were increased, 
.Supervisors were elected at large, and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965, . the Supervisors had no personal office 
aicfes. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and s_tenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. have been created. costing taxpayers $400.000 
per year in salaries and fringe benelits. 

The City is facing a dire linancial crisis. Depart
ments are being forced to cut their budget., and 
reduce services. Proposition J flies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea at thl.! wrong time. 

Submitted by: 
Superl'isor Q11e11ti11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdo!l 

Areuments printed on this paee are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official aeency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by hold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary;-Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) equal 
to twenty-live percent (25%) of the a1m1111I gross salary paid 
to the mayor, exclusive of benefits per year and each shall 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
oflive thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby. divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 

! commencing with the general municipal election in 
I 1977, and continuing thereafter until new districts arc 
I established as hereinafter set forth. such districts shall 

be used for the election or recall of the members of 
! the board of supervisors, and for filling any vacancy 

in the office of member of the board of supervisors 
by appointment. -Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 

i district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper-
1 ate to abolish or terminate the term of office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the term of office for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts, as established he1'ein. shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

I 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street:· thence northerly along Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south
ern ·boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation: thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean: thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com
mencement. Unless specifically designated to the con
trary. all references to streets. and boulevards con
tained in the fore~oing description shall refer to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and rnunty com0l c8d
mcncing at the point of intersection of the shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation: · thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection \\'ith Ar
guello Boulevard; thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard: thence easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street: thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street: thence easterly 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 82) 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
PR.OPOSITION K 

Shall dlsablllty leaves, dlsablllty retirements or death allowances be heard by. a hearing 
officer employed under contract by · the Retirement Board and setting forth ap11eal 
procedures? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplific:ation Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firelighters and certain other city employees for dis
ability leaves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing ollicer to hear and determine requests· for 

Controller's Statement Qn 
11 K" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the tiscal impact of Prdposition K: ' 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it w_ould increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K . . 

NOTE: ll is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bol~-fllcc 
type. 

8,518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3,671, sub
section (c) of Section 8,509, Sections 8,515, 8.516, 
8.547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, .8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8,586•4, or 
8,588-4, any applic11tion for disnbility leave, disability 
retirement, or death 11llow11nce made pursuant to said 
subsection of said sections of this charter shall be 
heard by ,11 ,11mlified and unbi11sed henrinw officer em
ploy<.'ll under contract by the retirement bo11rd nod 
sclect<.>d by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement board. The retirement board shnll lrnve the 
power to establish rules setting forth the qu111ific11tions 

. and selection 1,rocedure necessary to · appoint 11 ,11111li
fi<.>d and unbiased hearing officer. Following public 
hearing, the hearing officer shall determine whether 
such ap1,lication shall be grunted or denied. • 

All expenses rel11ting to processing and ndjudicnting 
the above applications, including but not limited to the 
cost of hearing officer, legnl, investigative, 1111d court 
reporter services, shatll be paid from the co11111ens11tion 
fund. 

At any time within thirty (30) days ilfter the service 
of the hearing officer's decision, the 111,plicnnt or any 
40 

disability leaves. disability retirements. or death al
. lowances. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a heari,ng officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on "K" 
On M?rch 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker .(Dist. 9), 
Quentin ~opp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

· other 1dTected party,_ including the retirement system, 
may petition the hearing officer for a rehea.rlng upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other: 

11. That the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision was procured by fraud; 
c, Thnt the evidence does not justify the decision. 
d. That the petition hns discovered new evidence 

nutterinl to him, which he could not, with reason
able diligence, have discovered and produced at 
the henring. 

Upon the expiration of thirty (30) days nfter the pe
tition for · rehearing is denied, or if the petition is 
grunted, upon the expiration of thirty · (30) days nfter 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the hearing officer shall be linnl. Such final deci
sion sluill not be subject to nmendment, modification 
or rescission by the retirement bonrd, but shall be sub
ject to review by the retirement board only for the 
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
and such final decision slmll be deemed for 1111 pur
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 

The provisions of this section shall become operative 
on October 1, 1980. 



RETIREMENT HEA·RING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have · risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any other California city. · 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who arc City employees must 
vote on . disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial· or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfo'lio of 
investments totalling nearly $ I billion (they are• em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
c1:1se, the hearing officer will hold a public hearing. 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superio.r Court. 

Al present. the law is one-sided on <tppeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair, impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate. on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Propos,ition K will not reduce the number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will, however, place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of government with an undetcr
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is tirne that our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government, not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit: 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high. but you. the voter. substantially 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a bidlot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced. by great numbers. 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board, consisting of three city employees. three ap
pointees or the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate lo reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to .disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims. their desire is most· unjust lo· the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts al a higl1 litigation expense 10 the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type or process. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision· or one individual would cer!Hinly 
be replete with all the nalllral bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. Hebel 
Allorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

The authors of the current Charter language · 
governing the organization. ·or the. Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
democratic representation of the rightful parties at in
terest in the administration of the Retirement System. 
Employees. as the sole expresst.'CI beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own, while _the City, unquestionably the m_ajor ben
efactor, has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting 
against the employee, which City employees have never 
questlont.'CI or contestt.'CI, apparently the odds of 4 to 3 
are not enough. 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
ficer. to serve at the pleasure and on the payr91l of 
the City, a· m~thod unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which would be disavowed by professionals· through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation. will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee to 
deny him Of her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder of their lives. 

The review of compensation for thos.e in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal ri¥hts of anyone.who must labor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSiTlON "K" .. 

Submi11ed by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee, S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats. never conient with le·ss government 
interference, want to add yet another level of govern
ment to our already. overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form of a hearing officer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. · 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
voters in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San. Fran~isco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. .the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire-· 
ment board actions arc taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather than one· individual. In fact, if any vote 
results in a tie. the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected.· 

· This measute would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff and overhead. are expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Office space. staff. equipment. 
health benefits, vacation pay. all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of. The present i:etirement board 
serves without any_ pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is ex~ensivc. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an appeal _ process only. back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Committee For A Sound Retirement System 
Leon Bruschera 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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Workera are needed at the poll• iri many 
San Franci1co neighborhoode. 

Apply now ·in room 155, City Hall 



· 14 GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Sh111II the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco ,enact an ordln• 
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Publlc Utllltles Code Sections 99500 through 99509, lmpos• 
Ing a tax of ·one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet ·of 
compres.sed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel uie) sold within the City and 
County of San Francis.co? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The state Public 
Utilities Commission allow_s counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for· public transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks the voters if the city and county 
should .add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor· 

Controller's Statement on· 11 L'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved, in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However. this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2,550,000 in additional revenues 
to the City and County of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every 100 feet of compressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) ,that is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES VOTE; MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city and· county to add a tax oh motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. )'<)LI do not 
want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on ' 1 L.'' 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition L o.n the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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14GASTAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR _OF PROPOSITION L 

:V.OTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis-. 
pensable function of city government. Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of· 
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600,000 
rides a day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the 
costs of public . transit increasing tremendously in San 
Francisco. Public policy, nationally, as well as in San 
Francisco, has placed public transit in a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public policy is the principle of · encouraging use of 
public transit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Since · 1977. the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its people to add a 
penny. a gallon tax to gasoline. and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-8 I for our 
Municipal .Railway and ·help keep Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
con~ervation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 

,, the p_ublic interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency • 

. ' ' Its not 
too late 

It's not too late to help your community 
get the funds it needs. · 

It's not too late to answer the Census. 

Wire count41-g on you. 
' ' Answer the Census. ' ' " 

' ~· 
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Census figures are used to 
determine the number of 
seats for your State in the 
House of Representatives ... 
And how $50 billion is going 
to be spent each year for 
social services c1nd public 
worl<s including: 

Jobs 
Job 1ra111i119 
Low-rnsl housing 
Acluil eclucalion 
,Bilingual cducalion 
J-le;iilh services 
D,:-\y care centers _ 

Aid lo 1lw h,111dk<1ppecl 
Senior nt11.en progr<-Hl1S 

Beller lr,111sporl,111on 
Police prolecliun 
Bus111css develop111en1 

A Census 
que~l 1orn1i1ire 
rei.JC heel you 
by 111<111 on 
M,1rch 28. 

M,1il ii lldci< 
lnd,1y. There's 
s11ll l1111,• In 
ht1 counted. 

l'leilse fill 11 
olll cumple!ely. 
Tlw 111fnr111,11io11 
1s s1nc1ly 
rn11fide11l1,1I. 

Than!, you. 

Wl .. l'C Clllllllingon you. 
i\nswerlhcccnslls. 

l'ENSlJS'IHI 



CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local munlclpal railway fares 
be deleted? . . . 

Analysis 
I 

By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission inay not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line· to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetci1rs and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from l'ares for streetcars and 
buses . 

.. 
Controller's Statement on "M" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issu·ed the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should ·1he proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. in and of itselC it would neither in
crease nor. decrease the cost of government. However, 
this proposed amendment could prepare the way for 
additional cable car revenues, the amount of which. be
i'ng dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action, cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated by ((double par
entheses)} 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi
sions, limitations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
tracks; to permit two or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different management to use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rer,uir of tl1e tracks and appurtenances used by the said 
railways jointly for such number of blocks consecutively, not 
exceedin1;, ten blocks; to regulate rates of speed and propose 
such ordmances to the board of supervisors as arc necessary 
to protect the public from danger or inconvenience in the 
operation of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
exclusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, 
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess
ment upon private property for such construction or acquisi
tion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on "M" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2) •. John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver. (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

d!fferent managen~enl may use ~uch t!mnel, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive 
~locks approaching_ each _end thereof, each management pay
mg an equal portton of the expense for the construction, 
maintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 
used by said railways jointly. The city and county in the 
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or viaduct ellher singly or jointly with any ptivately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case of joint usc of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the expense for the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street to Columbus Avenue; thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Stn:et; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

(Co11ti1111ed on Page 84) 
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CABLE CAR -FARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR ,OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars are primarjly a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For 50 cents. tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and rid~ one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world .. 

It's a bargain for tourists. but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis~ 
co taxpayers. 

The Charter now prohibits the Public Utilities Com
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition . and allows a different fare 
structure· for cable cars. 

Why should taxpayers subsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00. and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farcbox income neces
sary t,o receive state matching funds. At present. the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenger fares. , 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monihly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and.issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION M. 

· Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

l;:ndorscd by: 
Supervisors Donald Horanzy 

Carol Ruth Silver 
Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M . 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SJ-IOU LD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It un(airly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along ,these transit lines who depend upoi:i them 
to go Downtown. MUNI is one system. Why -single 
out these lines and not those with h_i.gher s_ubsidics? . 

2. It taxes tourists and residents alike. l_f the objec
tive is to soak tourists and not residents. a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is .more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In fact. MUNl's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal business .. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it. could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits, these buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to. flow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposition. Besides. •MUN I is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet · present 
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines, perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? · · 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Frandsco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M . would set them 
up as a fake, an expensive gimmick run for the ben
efit of the tourist ind tis try. 

Vote NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakcry. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel Kl11ssma1111. Chair 
The Cable Car Commiuce , 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT. AGAINST. PROPOSITION M 
VOTE NO pN PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M. is to double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars are used by many San 
Franciscans for their basic transportation and not 
everyone has a fastpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable car passes for residents. which wouldn't help. the 

' . 
situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater 
percentage of expenses from fares than most bus lines 
and already bring UR the system average. 

· The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars are an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twice as much as any other public Iran-

sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are.the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

1s your voting place· at the top of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 
PROPOSITION N 

Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a lesser percent as the Board of Supervisors shall' 
establlsh by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City's In• 
vestm•nt In the airport? 

·Analysis 
·By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT 1s· NOW: All the airport revenues are 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition . N would change the 
charter to. use up to 25% of the airport's income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on "N"· 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
five percent (25%) of the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections, this could amount 
to approxii'nately $9.000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Addition~ or substi.tutions arc indicated by bold fRcc 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and fiscal provisions of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission shall be· set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and countr treasury to be known us the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shall be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apurt from all 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of~ 
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be ·exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Separate accounts shall be 
kept with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

· (b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be ·appropriated, transferred, expcncled or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
some of the money · that is earned by the airport to 
be used for general city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. yoli want all 
· the' money that is earned by the airport to be used 

only for the ai,rport. · 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 N'' 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition N on the bat~ 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed ,Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Rerine 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy· Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None ~fthe Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges and 
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
'tablish or the board of supervisors muy require with respect 
lo employees of' the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds created to !iCCure revenue bonds hereafter issued by 
the commission for, the acquisition, construction or extension · 
of airp9rls or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required by any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 
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AIRPORT·REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 

· contributes nothing, not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is. in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of doll;us for our treasury-dollars which arc 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines, not the people of San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Andrew cd.iper 
Fire Chief 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Dick Sklar 
Director. Public Utilities 
RaiOkamoto 
Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee 
Director. Public Works 
John Walsh 
General Manager, Civil Service 
'John Fram: 
City Librariun 
Mike f/e1111essey 
Sheriff 

Come/ius M11rphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smith 
District Allorncy 
Jejf Broll'/1 
Public Defender 
Meri,y11 Silverman 
Director. Public Health 
Riclwrtl 1/eath 
Director. Airport 
Tom Mallo)' 
Director. Recreation & Park 
Wilbur Hamilton ' 
Redevelopment Agency 
Edwin Sarsfieltl 
Director. Social Services 
Arthur C. Tat11oll' Jr, 
Paci lie Telephone 
Walter II oadle I' 
V.P .. Dank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial 'crisis is ,ceal and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deaf with it is lo slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided 'by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budge\s of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
thmugh 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting . the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a s.ensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package'' - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use or city 
facilities - and laps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who W<?uld suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition· N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition p. (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business· tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue), 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociation, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J, Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive MachinisL,, Lodge 1305 
Bob McDomze/1 
Laborers, Local 261 
Timot/1)' J. Tll'OIIICI' 
lntcrrnitional Vice' President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and .have not been checlccd for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPORT .R.EVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 
Proposition . N wO'uld allow the City to take advan

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-make·r. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a b,reak-even ba
sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and 
oth~r tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges the following year.. . 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
funds from non-airline revenues into the General 

· Fund. These non-airline revenues include .re1its from 
car rental agencies, fqod and magazine concessions 
elc, In this way, .San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo . County 
receives-property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way. 

Proposition N · would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would , put money into the General f'.und 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. ' 

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be 
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pense. 

Vote Yes on Pr~position N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy'G. Walker · 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 
Supervisor John Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PRO.POSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism.· organized labor, · the airlines 
and. ultimately, the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds · of · San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid off. More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The moderi'lization and 
replacement· program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport. .could be further disrupted, resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent of• recent mandates for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San 
Francisco's tourism. the city's number one revenue 
and job producer. with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion or air service to 
other cities. 

For the past seven years, cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwrillen and guaran
teed by the airlines - at no cost to the taxpayer -

under · contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the· airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. 

The. airlines already pay $2 million per year to the 
City. $13 million to San Mateo• County in taxes. and 
their landing recs have never been reduced and are 
now among the highest in the U.S. 

Furthermore. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in additio1ial costly litigation, again the respon
sibility of l11e taxpayer. 

VOTE NO.ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. R1•,111 
California Pi1blic Affairs Coordinator 
Air Transport Association of America 
Grego1:11 I'. llur.1·1 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Lloyd A. l'jlueger 
General Manager 
Downtown Association San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by lmpo1ln9 an addltlonal tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotel1 In the City and County of San Fran• 
clsco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: People, who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 
8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to · fund specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75% 
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition O: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
appr~ximately $5,000.000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 7. OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502,5 TI-IERno, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS. AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 502.5 l11111osition of II one and three-fourths pcr
centunt (1.75%) surcharge, There shall he an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percent um ( 1.75~/) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on and ·afh!r July I, 1980. 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or !alls due on either 
a weekly. monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
eight pcrcentum (8%), herein imposed to the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax. on hotel rooms to be raised from 8% to 
9.75%. and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at 8W. 

How Sup,ervisors Voted on "O" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise· Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist.· 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of eight. pcrcentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposed to the extent that it covers any por
tion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bi_ll or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby .. 
Where any tax has been pnid hereunder upon any rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
. general fimd ~u_bject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal prov1s1ons of the Charter. 

Dy adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not inteni:I to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxa.tion or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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H"OTEL TAX 

4RGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on 'Proposition "0". 

San Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "O" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come to stay with us for short period's 
of time, not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "O" would . add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Y~s on Proposition "O". 

V·./e must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and fire protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind of health. library and re
creational services which we believe the people have a 
rigbt to expect. 

· Vote Yes on Prop_~siti~n "O". 
' Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 

the City budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable. day-to-
day services. · 

Proposition "O" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds' from non-residents. It i~ an inte
gral part of a, total. revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses. of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your support. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes "like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "0". The business community. including the hotel 
industry. and organized· labor support Proposition "O". 
A vote for "O" is a vote to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Ollicer 
Andrew CcLfper, Fire Chief 
S,m, Duca, Assessor 
John Fmmz, City Librarian 
Arthur Tatnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Dank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the, vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police, fire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and· civic leaders, as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce, have 
joined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi-
tion 0. · 

Constantly increasing . inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13, leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced at the same 
time. 

Many steps have been, and will continue to be. ta
ken to cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way can the City escape the need for additional 
revenue. 

,· 
Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase .in 

the hotel tax they will have to pay. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submittedby Supervis~r Louise H. Renne 

John C. Molinari 
Harry G. Brill 
Don Horcmzv 
Nancy G. Walker 
Dori,1· M. Ward 
Ella I/ill. Hutch 
Edward law.1·011 
Endorsed by: Sun Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

DEBE REGISTRARSE DE NUEVO SI CAMBIA DE RESIDENCIA 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries, parks, pol_ice. tire: health and other 
importa'nt city services. The hotel industry does · not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fores. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 

Bruce M. Cow11n, Attorney 
Irene ·Ymmg, Jordan Park 
Anne Bloomfield, Pacific Heigh ts 
Bert Schwam·chl/d, Eureka Valley 
Be(l/rice laws, Haight Ashbury 
Evelyn L Wilson, Parkside 
Jerome V"il, Bernal Heights 
A1111 Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
Carlo/le Maeck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clark, Cow Hollow 
Ruth Grav,mis, Glen Park 

Jude P. laspt1, Eureka Valley 
DoriL:e M11qihy. Eureka Valley 
Elsa Straight, Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Market 
Toby le1•i11e, Mission District 
Emily Bour, Twin Peaks 
Pat 1/elton, Bernal Heights 
Walter l'llrk, Duboce Triangle 
Stephen S1Ta11on, Diamond Heights 
Jiw11ita Rm•en, Mon!erey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go.· away by pretending it . isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. · 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the ser.vices 
provided by our recreation, health, library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner; commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and _right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S .. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big · 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickm,111, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MmtieJ. Jt1ckso11, lntern1itional Vice President, International Ladies 
G11rmen1 Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1rti11, Aren Director, Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McDonnell, Laborers, Local 261 
TimothyJ. Twomey, International Vice President. Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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:RETIREMENT SYSTEM ·FUNDING· 
PROPOSITION P 

Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working llfe 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? 

Analysis 
' 

By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each year. the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees. The amount is based 
in part on the average number of years empl.oyees 
worlc for the city before retirement. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city 

could .take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the number of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. 

A NO VOTE l\1EANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system .. 

i Controller's Statement on "P" 
City Controlle'r John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt~ 

ed. in my opinion. it would not in and oi• itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. the 
Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which are not provided fro111 the normal con
tribution rates are paid through a sched'ule of declining 
payments ~ver the average working· career of the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendm~nt. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should th e Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries, 
the annual payments will be made according to the 
following schedule·of contributions: 

Year 

·1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities .. 

20-Year M,:thod vs. Current Method 
20-Yeur EANC' McthmJ• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) . 

$ 61.1 
64.4 
67,5 
70.4 
72.9 
75.1 
77.3 
79.7 

$ 87.5 
85.4., 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 
69.6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
(15.4) 
(9.8) 
(4.6) 

.3 
5.1 

10.1 

· 20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Year 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

. 25 
26 
27 
28 

Estimated Annuul Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) · 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 . 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56.'I 39.0 
98.0 54.1 43.9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
I03.9 50.4 53.5 . 
107.1 48.6 58,5 
110.3 46.9 63.4 
113.6 45.2 68.4 

. :No 43.6 (43.6) 
More 42.1 (42.1) 

Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (•37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 (32.7) 
31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 
'3.1 (3.1 l 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
33 ( 0::,~~h) 20 Years 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $1.732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at 6W. 
• Rate of annu!tl sahtry increases changing from 6"f 

per year to ~W over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3W per year thereafter. 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year to year." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer~ 
lain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations are being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the dt.-clining balance of this debt each year. This 

· places a. heavy burden .on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits· of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we .will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P does is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using ioday's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years. thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the· final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal does not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often· spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation. we should make this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
,Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Ofli.ccr 
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rc1i Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walr/1, General Manager, Civil Service 
John Frall/z, City Librarian 
Mike J/enne.miy, Sheriff 
Come/i11.1· Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario S111i1/1, District Allorney 
Jeff Brown, Pi1blic Defender 
Mervv11 Silvemu111, Director, Public Health 
Richard 1/eml,, Director; Airport . 
Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur ftami/ton, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taormina, Port Commission 
Edwin Sar.ifield, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tcunow, Jr .. l'ucific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE \'ESON P 
Proposition P would allow the City to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . lo restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declining value of l_hc dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It ta.kcs advantage of 
the reduced costs today, at today's dollar value, and 
pays it off al a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important lo know that the past debt as a 
whole docs not change. nor arc benefits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its· liability to 
pensioners. It is si111ply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay off this kind of 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wisc business managers stretch theirs out for 

· extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
S11pen1i.1·or Nancy Walker 
Supervisor Don floranzy 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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i, , RETIREM·ENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's. financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
·can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library. and social 
service departments - it woulJn't be enough. We 
would have to· cut in half the budgets of the City At7 
torney, coroner, commissions· on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. · 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the. 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

. There is a Sl'nsible way to deal with the· deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big · 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
fa~ilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from. extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P. (retirement system amorti_zation); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courmey. Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associution, Local 400 
Ke/1/, Eick111a11, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Ma11/eJ, J,wkso11, International Vice President, lnternutionul Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director, Automotive Machin,ists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Business Representative . 
T/111011,yJ. Twomey, lntcrnntionnl Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE.NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the C.ity.'s Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
financial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in I 980-8 I. will 
Tesult in INCREASES.each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on the ballot in November. 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
~31.800.000 iu interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now. the same actuaries 
claim there will be. no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976. $97.8 million was budgeted as the 
City contribution to the Retirement System, Now, the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time. the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now, that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 

cumulative payment will have been $1.749.340,000 as 
compared to a cumulative pµymcnt of $ l.333.999,000 
in 20 years under the present system, Tlrns. taxpayers 
would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While in fiscal year 
1980-81. they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million. they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1.981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed, there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example. in the 16th year after 
this ginimick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900.000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but- $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. · 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
childre11 and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amounts of money after the lirst year saving; and, 
make no mistake about it. there is only a f1rst year 
budget reduction; after that, the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and hove not been checked for accuracy by any official agiency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to In
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE W.AY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. I 980. If the 
tax is less than $500. then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on "Q" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition· Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost . of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16,850.000 to the .City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q. 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workera are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francieco neighborhoods. 

Apply now i~ room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaitan trabajadorea en 11111 urnae electorale■ 
de muchoa barrio, en San Franciaco. Preeer:iteae 

. ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

creases to continue after July I. I 980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the payroll ·and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 Q" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided 90 March 24 to consolidate 

-the two ballot measures into one. 

This explains why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot; it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: · 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari, Renne, Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp . 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion or 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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1· PAYROLL A-ND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q will increase the gross payroll tax 
from I.I to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs. 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big t,usiness. Small businesses categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses· by some $17 million a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operate all libraries. more 

· than it costs to operate District · Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets· for a 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is that we . have had an increase 
in total employment -in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City · provides 
is worth _the small added cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business. supports the 
entire· revenue package. Knowledgeable. businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing lire. police and other services. 

-Proposition Q will help preserve the· kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YE_S on Proposition Q. 

Subinitted. by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
A11clrew C,Liper, fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
R,11 Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service 
John Fmmz, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111e,u·ey, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smilh, District Allorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Mervv11 Silverma11,- Director, Public Menlth 
Rich;ircl 1/eath, Director, Airport 
Tom Ma/101•, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur l/a111i/1t>11, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taormina, Port Commission 
Edwin Sar.ifield. Director, Social Services 
Arthur :r,111ww, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Wt1lter 1/oad/ey, V.P., Bank of Amr.ricn 

· ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
support for the Muni through new fares, Now busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the · payroll tax from I. I%. to 1.5 % and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes; 1101 both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 · mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 
help offset the Muni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

NEIGHBOitl-lOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

Bruce M. Cowan 
I rt!lle 'f cm11g 
Evelvn L. Wilson 
J ercimc Vt1il 
A 1111e IJ/00111.Jield 
Bel'/ Sclnmrzschi/d 
A1111 fiigclber}/ 
William S. Clark 
Ruth Gmm11/s 
J11de P. /.(1.11111 
Dorice Murphy 
Elsa Strait 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobi• Lc1'i11e 
l'ai'llelt;m 
Walter Park 
Stephen Stm/1011 
Frt!d Wai:11cr 

Allorney 
Jorclun Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Mcights 
Pacific Meights 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hollow 

,Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Berna I 1-1 eigh IS 
Duboce Triungle 
Diamond Heights 
Anza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page ore the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
·-

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method qf asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providi.ng essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation whic;h has weakened City 
buying power while Rroposition 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue arc 
required; Proposition Q will· add approximately $17 
million to City resources· and go far in maintaining, 
the necessary level of services and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Britt 
Don Horanzy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urge'nt. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our ,recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments. - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to clll in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, c01i1missions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police a,nd Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal· with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities -. and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey 
Executive Secretary · 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MauieJ, Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
/Job McD01111e/l 
Business Representative 
Timothi•J. Ti1·0111e1• 
Intcrniitional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 

The lasl time this proposal was on the ballot in 
November, 1978, it wa~ defeated, nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q are the 
sa111e·today as they were in 1978. 

~an Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax. and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco- businesses· at a competitive disad-

. vantage. Since the · payroll tax went into effect i1,1 
1969. hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that employed primarily blue collar 
workers. · 

Proposition Q is a penalty on· employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 

· is there to create jobs in San Francisco. to initiate 
hiring p•·ograms. to bring businesses into the city 
,when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today. practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate in San f rancisco are giant cor-
porations that can absorb the payn;ill taxes. i 

Proposition Q does not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross . 
receipts taxes will mean hi~her pric~s to consumers. ' 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q .is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave government in 1978 - stop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument• printed on this page are the opinions of the authora and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART Ill, MUNICIPAL . CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE. 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-B OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, .1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 1.·1980. 
Be· it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article ·12-A of Part Ill, Municipal .Code (Pay
roll Expense Tax Ordinance) is hereby amenoed by amend
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of Payroll Expense tnx. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, lures, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such tax for persons other than · Associa
tions shall be one (1%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; rrovidcd, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that porllon of payroll expense which is allributablc lo 
the City and County of San Fnincisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided further that the amount of such tax com-
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mencin;· January I, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth (I• 
1/I0thro) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax 
shall be one and one-half ( 11/2 % ) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and one
half ( I 1/i'X,) percent of the payroll expense of such person. 

The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one 
(1%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (1%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary lo those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such lax 
shall be levied only upon that portion of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which arc attributable lo the 
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the am·ount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth (1-1/1$0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (1-1/10%) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary lo those having 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such· lax shall be one and 
one-half I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half ( I 1/2%) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way of salary lo 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-

, (Continued 011 Par,e 85) 



PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of. a parking space in parking stations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE W~Y IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking ta)( by ten 
percent, lo a total of 25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on 11 R" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $4,350.000 to the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART III, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE- PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be ii ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: · 

Section I. Part Ill. Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: · 

Sec. 602.5 Imposition of n ten 1ie1·ce11111111 (10%) surcharge. 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum ( I 0%) on 
the rent of every occupancy of parking space in a parking 
station in the City and County of Sun Francisco on and . 
after July 1, 1980. The total tax on the rent of every oc
cupancy after .the effective date of this surcharge shall be 
twenty-five percent (25%). 

When rent is paiJ, charged, billed or falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the city to charge an additional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on "R" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R. on the bal

· 101. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol .Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis ( Dist. 11 ), 

NO: _Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10). 

a weekly. monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
fifteen percentum (15%) herein imposed to the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July I. 1980, and 
to the tax of fifteen percentum (15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that 11 covers 
any portion of the peri?d on and after July 1, 1980,. and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling 
within said periods to the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Col
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614({) of this Article. . 

The surcharge tax ~o collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adorting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County o San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance. including. 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 

61 



j, 
l 
I 

I 
I 
I ; 

i 
1, 
l 
I 

==rrrr::::===e mm,.,_ • ... ..___ ,.. ... 

PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is· a way to save 
City serv(ces by making commuters and others· who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair share 
of the City's ·costs. 

Proposition "R" . would reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in .order to maintain 
fire, police, health, and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtown parking is equal to one-half of 
the entire library and _branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up-
keep of Golden Gate Park. · 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some, help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only ,30 

'cents more. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas, this is· hardly e\lough to make a shopper drive to 
a · suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On. the other hand, the $4 
million that Proposition "R" will raise for the City 
can keep 100 · San Francisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is. a part of a fair. balanced. set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by organized 
labor, by th.e business community, and by neighbor
hood group!i, as the best alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Cornelius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Ario Sm/II, 
District Attorney 
Je.ff Brow11 
Public Defender 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Mervyn Silverman 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard lleath 
Director, Airport 
Ra/Okamoto 
Director, Plunning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
Wilbur Hamilton 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Wt1/sl, 
General Manager, Civil Service 
Tony T,wrmina 
Port Commission 
Johll Framz 
City Librarian 

· Edwin Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services 
Mike Hemwssey 
Sheriff 
Arthur Te1111ow, Jr, 
P11cific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley 
V.P .. Bunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR· OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking taxes this measure would· 
impose is reasonable, indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13, coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the vital public services' (like police, lire, 
libraries and parks) the people have a rightto expect. 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition· R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Jo/111 L. Mo/ini'iri, 
1/arry G. Brill 
Don 1/oranzy 
Ella I/ill l/11/cl, 
Nancy G. Wt1/ker 

Endorsed by: 
Sm, Frcmc,:ico Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services· 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 

(Continued) 

Arguments printed on this pogo are tho opinions of the authors and hove not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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(argument/or "R': continued) 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the . 
budgets of the Police and Fire· departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus ·service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the. deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents. who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and 'taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased laxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vote YES, N through S: Pmposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system .amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociution. Local 400 
Keitli Eic·km,111 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mclllh• J. Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
.I.B. Marrin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
/Job McD01111ell 
Business Representative 
Timolhl' J. T11·0111e1• 
lntcrmitional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by those· 

who use the parking facilities and 60'.'i of these users 
are residents of San Francisrn. Proposition R would 
increase the Parking Tax from 15r; to 25'.'f ,~hich 
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF ,JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of' 
employment. this tax was reduced to 1or; after its 
enactment by the same Board of Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax encourages people 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thereby increasing parking congestion. a problem al
ready aggravated by increased gasoline costs which 
force people to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize 1h1: less expensive Muni transportation. 

The impact of' the increased Parking Tax on shop-. 
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re
tail sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. but also to patients at hos
pitals and clinics and to students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is the only City 111 the state of 
California that has enacted a parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submilled by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes· 
Steplwn P. Bonanno. Chairman 

Endorsed hy: 
Supervisor Edll'ard L111\'.1·,m 
Supervisor Dori.1· /II. Ward 
J,lr(rcl A. PJ/11,·ii<'r, Rc1ail Merchants i\ssnl'ialion 
Teamster Unions: 
1'iw1k /II. JJ11rt, Local 665 
.lack R. Jlookter, Local 278 
Jim Ro11rk,•. Retirl'cl, l.ncal 85 
Dm•icl E. /',,n·e/1, Local 665 
.lm11t•.1· I!. /\'inrnicl. Local 241 
J-: Tl,011111.1· Richc•1'. Loc;tl 265 
/llac/eli11e .\'1111111:;·.1·, I .ocal %0 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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NONPROFIT 'PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION 5 

ORDiNANCE: Shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amendaci to Include a tax of $250 par 
year for each _$,1000 of 9ro11 receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? , 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds arid are not taxed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would cliange. the 
· Municipal Code to tax nonprofit garage corporations 

on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on "S II 

City Controller John C Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed _ordinance be· adopted.· in 'my 
opinion. it would neither increase nor_ decrease the 
cost of government. However. this . proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769.000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: ff you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 
25 percent gross.receipts tax. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want . the city to charge a gross receipts tax for 
nonprofit garage corporations. . . 

How Proposition 5 Got· On The Ballot 
Proposition S was placed on the ballot by' a City 

Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the bal_lot. · 

On March 21, 1980. the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION·-5 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN -FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

De it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: · 

Section I .. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, San Francisco Mun
iciP.al Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
adiiing Section 1004.16 thereto, reading as follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Garage Corporations. 

For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit gar
age corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the lirst $ I ,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross recc1rts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As uscc herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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· Francisco in constructing a public ·off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporation has iss·ued revenue bonds, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income tax 
and which bonds or a portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in• 
terest in a P.ublic off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engageo in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the San 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herem reduce or repeal any San Frnncisco tax as applied to 
any person who is not a "nonprofit garage corporation," 
even if said person is an operator, manager or lcasce of a 
·public off-street parking facility. 

Section 2. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become cf- · 
fective on July I, 1980. . . 

Section 3. The Hoard of Supervisors shall adopt appro
priate amendments to Article 128 of Part Ill. San Francisco 
Municip~I Code to implement the lax on nonprofit garage 
corpora hons. 



NONPROFIT PARKIN·G REVENUES 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 

Proposition S will generate from city-owned garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Sutler-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 

. terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
gelling some return to ·the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges are usually lower 
than they are in competing private facilities. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . ... except thai you will get the 
benefit. Vole Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must do their share. Proposition "S" is a part of a 
broad. balanced package of revenue proposals. The 
Muni fore increase, the business tax ( Proposition Q) 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas. Chief Administrative Ollicer 
Andrew C,L171er, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar. Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director. Planning 
Jej]'Lee, Director, Public Works 
John Wal\-11, General Manager. Civil Service 
John Fm111:. City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111e.1·se1', Sheriff 
Comeli11s M11rj1hy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Attorney 
Jeff Bro11'11, Public Defender 
Men')'II Siil'er111a11, Director, Public Health 
Ricl,;m/ Heath, Director, Airport 
Tom Mallov. Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur llai11il1011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tom• Taormina, Port Commission 
EcJ,;,;,, s,mfte/d, Director, Socinl Services 
Arthur Tm11m1•, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 
The City's financial cnsts is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another.· 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. heahh. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets or the City At
torney, coroner. commissions. on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and lhe 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with lhc deficit. 
Adopt Lhc "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carcfully-dral'Lcd, fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them -- big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use or city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from cxtens.ive cuts ,in city 
services. 

Vole YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel Lax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax): 
· Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111e,, 
Executive Scci-cwry 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
K,•ith Eickman 
PresiJent 
IL.WU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J . .Jackson 
International Vice PresiJcnt 
lnternalional Ladies Garn1cnl Workers Union 
.1./J. Mar1i11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. L.oJge I 305 
/Joh McD01111el/ 
Business Representative 
Tinwth)•./. T11·011,e1• 

lntcrn,ilional Vice· l'rcsiJcnt 
Scrvit;c Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the au.thors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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. NONPROFIT.PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San Francisco mus\ have. a bal~nced budget. · Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 

. which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund' to support · police, fire, · parks, libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased _Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking. facilities must also 
help. . 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Bnice M. Cowan 
Irene Yo1111g · 
Evelyn L. Wil.wn 
Jerome Vail 
Anne Bloomfield 
Bert Schwarzschi/d 
Beatrice Laws 
N. A'rden Danekas 
Ann Fogelberg 
Charlolle M11eck 
William S. Clark 
R111h Gmvanis 
J11de P. Lasp11 
Dorice M11rplly 
Elsa Strait 
Fmlerick Brothers 
Toby Levine 
Pm Helton 
Walter Park 
Stephen Stra/1011 
Juanita Raven 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 

.Pncilic Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ash bury 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow !follow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle 
Diumond tlcights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista 

Ar9umont1 printed on thl1 page are tho oplnlon1 of tho authora and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November· 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obll9atlon1 on bonds sold prior to the eff~ctlve date of this ordin
ance? 

Analysis 
By Bcllot 'Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds. by •the city. The money from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement· on "T" 
City Controller· John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 

opinion, in and of itself: it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. if additional 
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substan_tial costs to 
the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be· paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city to stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to .continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question of sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the ballot. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County of 
San Francisco 

Section I. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds al the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the undcrstani:ling that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated at 
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and Stale 
funds for said phase were estimated al $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor 'over 
the constructionJhase of said project. 

The estimate cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2. 100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

cosl~, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Rccision. 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2, 1976 general election ballot 
lo issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of 
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all out:itanding obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date of this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. Effective Dute. 
This ordinance shall become effl:ctive upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF al a primary election to he con
d11cted on June 3, 1980. 

Section 4. Submittal 
The above noted ordinance is hereby submilled to the 

electors at the primary election to he held on June 3, 1980. 
by the undersigned members of the Board of Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant.to Charter Section 9.108. 
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SEWER BOND .RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the .last sewer bonds in. 
1976, they were told that the cost of the _sewer project 
was $1.S billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early tnis year the cost was estimated to be $2.1 bil
lion, with reduced standards. ·construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per _cent annually, the actual cost 
surely will be higher. 

We were also told that the city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share is 
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~ufficient to pay · our share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is . used to pay off the bonds, The more bondq that 
are sold. the higher your sewer service charge, nless 
the project is stopped. your sewer charge will e at 
least three · times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of operating the system. all of which must 

be paid by local residents. A "YES" vote on 'Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do we 

need to spend Two . Billion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NO!" It can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disruptive. and less-costly system. 

· VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Thi.: present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should· 
be wasted on the present plan. The only way to bring 
things to a halt. and to put pressure on the federal 
and state governments to _adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote."YES" on "T", · 

Supervisor Joh,i Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Brill 
Supervisor Quemin Kopp 

Super.visor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped. Inc., will 
ultimately destroy a special facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped. rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems, al
lergies, seizures and are extremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibra~ions, Hulda Thclander, M.D ... Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her lingers in her ears and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV, 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." 

The live years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to 

· close. This ~ould be· a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which 
would be depriving thesq persons of their right to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice· of, selecting other sites for · their 
pre-school, day care and socialization programs, but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals come from all over the world to train here, 

There arc nltcrnntivc designs and sites for the sewer 
plant, but there are no nltcrnntivc facilities for i,300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret B, Douglas 
Commissioner, Department of 
Social Services, San Francisco 
John L. Gilmore 

. Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and. Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou Longinotti 
Board of Directors 

Arguments printed on thi5 page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" 
Vote Yes on "T" to stop the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over~designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset Coalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thoma9 Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
&I Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ash bury Neighborhood Council 
.Tony Kilroy. 
Michael K. Wong 
Dennis and Margie A111e11ore 
Sue C. llestor, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
ShariM111111 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Calvin We/cl, 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen l. lipse/1, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 

· Victor Honig 
Judy McCabe 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen. Paul Berrigan, Rel., Chair, Citizens Advisory Commillee on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommit1ce 
Peg OTey-Elberling 
Citizens for Representative Government 
Dave Jacobs, Independent Murinu Residents Association 
l'eggy Kopmann 
Leo P. B11iley;Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
Larry Erickson 
Sun Franciscan Democratic Club 
Caron Wyland 
Carl II. R11J·I, fl I 
Arma D,irden 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
P11trick Walsh, Rossi Park Protective Association 
Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved, San Francisco would 
be going back on its word, rescinding the vote of 
November 2, 1976, when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized • the sale of sewer bonds to . 
clean up the Bay, by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD .SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN, 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes, the City would be in 
v'iolation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows. The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law. 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system, and rescind the bond authorization, 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $!0.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can line us $25.000 a 
day. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order. issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposition of a building ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before, from March 14 to May 19n 1970. and 
again from May 18 lo November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs. in addition to 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. It also means sewage will continue to 

· pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote for Proposition T is a meaningless vote. 
Under both State. and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass, the court could simply appoint a receiver 

·10 take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSIO.N 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION ·y 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's sewage :clean
up. We urge you to·vote "NO!" 

San Francisco, right now, today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is • "Was~e
water." · It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical . wastes, plus rain 
water running down y~ur street, plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. 

But ·the problem is: there is no place anymore that 
is really "away." · 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sen bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The Federal and State 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each. time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely, or 

until the City reverses itself: again. And tremendous 
new costs. caused by inflation would occur when · we 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors h_as recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony. 
a- majority of the Board determined that the program, 
constructed as planned, would be the best, the most 
cost-effective option to clean up our sewage, treat it, 
and pump the treated residue out into the deep 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976, San· Francisco voters · expressed a strong 
desire to iniprove. the quality of life in San Fr~ncisco 
Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
John L. Molinari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward. Supervisor 
Louise II. Renne, Supervisor 
Ella Hill Hutch, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

San. Franciscans. voted overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale I of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the C::i
ty's sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the Board of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections, effec
tivelr stopping all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime, inflation, higher interest 
rates. and the expense of temporary solutions. M_ost 
importantly, it · demonstrates an utter disregard for 
public heal.th and for the need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear .. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - lo 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more th.an 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City, It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
program being financed IOO% by San Franciscans, in
stead of largely by the state and federal governments. 

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or niore construction jobs dur
ing the project's life, Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Conti·actors 
Electrical Industry Trust. 
Operating Engineers Local No. 3 

Argument5 printed on thl5 page are tho oplnlon5 of the authon and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 
and Federal law, adopted a mastcrplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972, the. tax to fi
nance the wastewater program. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property · tax, became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 wa tcr 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People were ~ngry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing; only 
. now it had seen the light of day. 

In a effort to appeal . to the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project; tried to cut 
off funding for the project; and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old sewer project is going to be 
built; ' 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans; . 
(3) that the cost of the project, as a result of the 

delays. has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have five supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. · 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built; 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban; 
(3) the cost (to us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government now pays 87.5~ 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million. more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick up. the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than tripl!!. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis Boue)I 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks you . to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would flush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San f:rancisco's outd:ited sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of 
71 % of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw ·sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
are sold. the Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco should and must meet state and 
federal requirements to ·stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expcctecJ to force (he City to complete the 
project. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointipg a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile. inflation will be at work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it 10 ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. If Measure. T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and at a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the work go on. Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

Le11,:11e ,f W,mw11 Voters of S1111 Fra11cisco 
Sh11fter A 1•,•1111e Co1111111111ity C/11/, 
Citi:e11s Ji>r // /Jeuer E111'iro11111t·111 
Frie11rlr <!{the Earth 
K//thlee11 V//11 Velrer, Exec. Director 
San 1-'rtmcisco Ecolo/!.J' Cemer 

Ar{jumcnts printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official a911mcy. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INI.TIA TIVE 
· PROPOSITION V 

INITIATIVE· ORDINANCE: Shall the 'aoard of Supervisors set t~xes paid exclusively by 
larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local. revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases In taxes and fees paid by residents? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
cost of providing these services. it taxes several 
sources and it imposes special fees. The· tax rates 

· and special fees are set by the Board of Supervi- • 
sors. No· single tax source is -required to provide a 
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
to provide services and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporatio11s and businesses. These increases 
would have to produce at least 60% of all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that . . . 

Controller's Statem~nt on "V" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted. 
in my opinion, the cost of government would be in
creased by· an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in inflation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics, Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
_ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged 11,9r1. 
Assuming this trend will co111inue for the next fiscal 
year, an increase to the current cost of government of 
approximately $190,622.000 would result. 

"In addition, this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes paid by corporations and other business be 
high eno11gh so 1ha1 the revenue produced thereby shall 
be not less than 60'.'r of all reven ucs from City taxes 
and user fees. This feature would not. in and of itself. 
im:rcasc or decrease the cost of government. It would 
have the effect of increasing the laxes on business by 
approximately $144.321,000." 
72 

year. Smaller businesses would be cx~mpt from this 
law. New or increased taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at le;1si 80% of the annual budget. must 
be used to pay for services to residents. The annual 
budget must increase with illf1ation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which· reduce their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
60% of revenues from all city ta){es and fees to be 
paid by large businesses, You also want 8091: of to
tal reve11ues to be used for pay for city services, 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

How Proposition V 
Gof On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 

· Proposition V lo be placed on · the ballot had 
qualified and would be placed before the voters on 
June 3. 

Grnss Roots Alliance, the proponents of· the initia
tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce. controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions, congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $100 million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this. the Chamber of Commerce pressured the. 
Board of Supervisors and other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax 
in~rease. measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could have gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our health care, and 
other public services, but instead it stayed in the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966. Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60% then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V". 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our own interests, against the Chamber of 
Commerce and, the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the· people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
NancJ• Kelly, Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF· PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to Y 011. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

· A. No. Big Business can afford to pay 60o/c of the 
tax share. Until • 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to pay increase.d taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off local · Cl\Slorners and the tourist industry. 
They will not giw up this marker simply because of 
increased business taxes. Government studies show 
taxes are not an important factor in decisions by busi
ness as to where to locate. Small businesses won't pay 
any more tax at all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business raises its prices nil lhc lime, 
whether or not its laxes arc raised. Gas prices have 
increased regardless of public criticism and taxation 
proposals. Inflation is caused by the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans to get back some 
of that money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. Yes. Snn Francisco possesses "home rule" taxing 
power. No 2/3 requirement can therefore be imposed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted to San Francisco 
by the slate constitution. No special voting require
i11ent is needed for San Francisco to irn pos·e taxes. A 
simple 1111tjority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 re,1uirement established by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "special" taxes; business· taxes are not 
"special" taxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "tied 
up in court." Taxes can be ·collected even though they 
are being challehged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must resqrt to lies. Don't believe them, 
Vole YES on Pro1111silio11 V. 

Sub111i11ed by: 
Gan· Titus 
for The Grnss Root~ Alliance to Save Our Services 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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CORPORATE ·TAXATION INITI.AT'IVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V would solve San .Franclseo's ftnanclal 
crl~s. In this post-Proposition 13 era, with Jarvis· II 
·coming our way, our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools, · hospitals, and parks are already .in 
desperate shape. Proposition V would provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services for the people 
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
. provide fundamental public services to• city residents; 
We need and deserve quality public health care, 
childcare, schoois, • housing,. transportation, parks, fire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible, at no extra cost to the.lndlvldual taxpayer. 

P·roposition "V" would maintain and improve ser~ 
vices. It requires that at least 80% of the city's budget 
be spent on services, and requires the budget to rise 
with inflation. Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality services at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation of 1974. · 

Proposition V makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
fares and may mean lower taxes and user. fees for city 
rt.'Sldents. It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people, but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V • means big corporations · return to pay
Ing a reasonable share o( taxes. Fifteen years ago, Big 

· Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore· the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. 

· · The 38,000 small businesses in San· Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small busi
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year; over 82,000 people vot
ed YES to Tax the Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submiued by: 
Jennifer Biehn, Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian · 
Sam Jordan. Small Businessman 
The Rev. Jose l11is Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced to increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requjres. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to· consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One w.ay or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. 

Becaus.e Proposition V requires business to pay in
. creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. Dy discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job · market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in. the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job layoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will _decide to locate in San _Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. · 

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis
cal problems and believe the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0, P. Q, R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in· the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V, on the 
other · hand. is a negative ·measure full of lies. decep
_tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason . 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. _It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith Brecka, Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker, 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlci,al agency. 
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V ·· 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes, San· Franciscans, not the corporations, will pay 
the most. 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our .tax base - out of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure would do. 

If Proposition V passes, BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 

. buildings with them, we can be sure these com·panies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes· will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in~ 
creases. PROPOSITION V T_ELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most irnpoi:tant, Proposition V tells small, large and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take your jobs, money, products and ser
vices elsewhere .. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do, this measure will increase our current 
$127.000,00Q budget deficit by 100 percent. By forcing 
us to spend al least $135,000.000 more each year, 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A ~ILLION DOLL".'R mark. 

Twice in the past few years the voters of_ San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo
sition·v. yet here we go again.-Don't be fooled. 

I urge you to vote NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15,000,000 in taxes to the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base, fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V , 

Proposition V is a weak at1ert1p1 to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from sellling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion· of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets are tight and 
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want to IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million . . . at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no matter who 

pays it first. In the long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased taxes on ·San Francisco's business 
community means the prices of the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will have 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries and b_cnelits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent of the City budget be used for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 percent 
for city services. What do the proponents or Proposi
tion V plan lo do with the remaining 20 percent'? 

(Conti1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

(argument against "V", continued) 
They also ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport and Hetch He\chy actually earn mon
ey for the City. Obviously. these people don'.~ under
stand even the most simple _budgeting procedures. 

The San Francisco Board. of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 

· Proposition V's proponents want to. return to wasteful 
spending and an entire restructuring cif the way we . 
organize the city budget. · 

When · business. costs go up. everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs· are lost. Once · 
again. the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In the end. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help . . . the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, member, Sf'. Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Louise Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
William K. Koblentz, Attorney 
Cyril Magnln, Merchant 

Argument• printed.on thl1 pogo ore tho opinion• of tho author1 and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIA Tl VE, ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be ii Ordained by the People of the Cily and. County of $.an 
Francisco: . 

Restoration of a Fair Corporate . Tax Share to Support City 
Services and Jobs · 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
a serious decline in the share of -city taxes paid by the 
giant col'J)Orations. · This has been a maJor factor causing the 
quality of our public services to deteriorate. It is the duty 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for example, liealth care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance to the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life. 

,At the same time, the tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our city's right to home· rule taxing 
power, and attempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community we said· we wanted when the majority of San 
Francisco voters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
to take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more s~rvices and take a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
•giant' corporations . .These corporations can afford to pay -
and they should pay. · 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regard 
money paia in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's well-being. This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
·corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes that disguise the 
transformation of public money into private profits, like 
Yerba Buena. 

THEREFORE, 
(I) The board of supervisors, every year, shall set the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall be not less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that year. These tuxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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required by_ (2). below? "'.it~out ra.ising t.he rate of any tax 
or user fee paid by md1v1dual city residents, and w1tho,ut 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents. 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts shall be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes to 
provide · services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise-each year with inllution. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscal year 
1973-74. Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer 
price· index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go to provide services to city residents. 

(3) A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 

' well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the tax base needed to support city services. 

Therefore, each year that a busmess drops its total payroll 
within the city more thun $100,000 compured with the year 
before, that business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue tax to the city. · 

(4) The revenues, user fees, services, depurtments atid 
bud&cts covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
district, community college district, and housing authority, us 
well as the City and County of Sun Francisco. 

User fees are all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fores, water und sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this· amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby directed 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the· San Francisco Charter shall apply 
to this ordinance. (Co111i1111ed 011 Page 92) 



. CONTINUA.TION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) i>ursuant to Division 31, Part 5, of the Health· 
and Safety Coile of the State of California (Section 52000, 
ct seq,), as it may be amended, 10 provide funds for mort
gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement 
of homes in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Section 2. ·said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex
clusively from the revenues and rcccii>ls derived· from or 
with respect to the home mortgages or from .or with respect 
to any notes or other obligations of lendins institutions with 
respect to which. the bonds are issued. Said bonds arc not 
to be secured by the taxins power of the City and County 
of San Francisco. The principal of and interest on saiu 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of 
any thereof, are not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the 
City and. County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
charge, hen or encumbrance upon any of its property or 
upon any of its income, recciP.ts or revenues, except the 
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city nnd county for the 
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for
feiture ihcrefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortga~cs or from or with re
spect to any notes or other. obligations of lending institu
tions with respect to which the bonds nre issued shall be 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The special revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to b·e held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined 
and declared as herein provided a~d in all particulars· not 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for an·d governing 
elections in the City and County of ·san Francisco, and the 

•.· polls·,for• such election shall be. 1104 :remain open during the 
· ti(ne required by said laws, . . . 

Section 4. The said special revenue bond election hereby 
called shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with the State of 
California General Election 10 be held Tuesday, June 3, 
1980, and the votin_g precincts, P,Olling ()laces and officers of 
election for said State of California General Election be, 
and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for such special election hereby called, and .as 
specifically set fortli, in the official publication; by the 
Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and election 
officers for the said State of California General Election. 
· The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec
tion shall be the ballots to be used ill said State of Califor
nia General Election and reference is hereby made to the 
notice of election setting forth the votin~ precincts, polling 
i>laccs and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis
co on or about May 15, 1980. 

Section 5, If at such sf)ecial revenue bond election it shall 
appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea
sure set forth in Section I of this resolution voted in favor 
of 11nd authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors,· voting on the measure, vote in· favor thereof, · such 
measure shall 6c deemed approved. 

Section 6, This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby called need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall be administered by· the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the ch,icf ad-. 
ministrative of!it;er and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((,111d 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
fu1\c11ons and personnel or the telephone exchange and 
which shall be 111 charge or and administered by the direc
tor of pi1blic works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director or public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for .engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 

'assistant to the director of public works. each of whom shall 
hold office al the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or eq1-
ployee shall possess the same po,~i;r in the ~ity and county 
111 makilll!, surveys, plats and cerllf1cates as 1s or may from 
tiine to lime be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty s_urveyors, and his ~flicial acts and all plats .. su~v~ys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as 11re or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans . and estimat_cs. required by the 
supervisors in connect1011 with any public, 1111p~c)~emcnls. c.x
clusivc of those to be made by the public ut1h11es commis
sion, shall be made by the director of publi~ works,. and he 
shall, when requested to do so. furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department or public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector or the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 

which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. · 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relatin~ to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; .(b) to . receive, study and give prompt allention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkin~ data and to analyze and interpret 
traflic accident information; (d) to engage 111 tramc rcsean:h 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department. for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided. however. that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within fif
teen ( 15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. The department shall not. 
with respect lo any traffic control devices. implement .~uch 
plan unti_l the recomn~endation . of the traffic bur~au has 
been reviewed or until the filtccn (15) day penod has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. lirin lir 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or fire protec
tion, be connected wit~ the police or fire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same. 

(Co111i1111ed) 
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(Prop_osltlon C, Continued) · 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any. way overload or interfere, with- the proper and efficient 

· operation of the .circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon ,which such connection shall be ·made and· the 
compensation . to be pr.!<1 therefor shall be fixed b).' the 
board of sueervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
Qf the chief of t~e department. · 

Depanmenl of Public Health, which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regular!).' licensed 
P.hysician or sur§eon in the State of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
ereceding· tiis appointment thereto; provided, however, that 
the physician or surgeon requirement maY. be waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall. be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The· chief administrative officer shall have power to ap• 
point and lo remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public heallft, including. but . not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf. Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt .from the civil service 
provisions of the charter, The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a pc:rson who ~s·sesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to ·manage the insti-
tutions of the department of public health. . 

The director of pµblic health shall have power to arr,oint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service rrovisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shal -be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who 11ossesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications and exper
ience necessary 10 manage the San Francisco General Hos-
pital. . 

Health Advisor)'. Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated .. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however •. that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the ierms 
of one rhysician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 an<I 1935, respectively. und the term of one member in 
1936. · 

Such board shall consider· and report on probh:ms and 
mailers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to 11t,: func1ions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendutions of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. . . 

Coroner's office. which shall include the funclions und 
personnel of the exiirting office of coroner as established al 
the time this charter shull go into effect. . 

County Agriculturnl Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county · u~ricultural commissioner' and shall in
clude functions established by stale law and those assigned 
to it by or in uccordnnce with provisions of this charter, . 

Department of Weights and Meusures; which shall include 
the functions and personnel of lhe office of scaler of 
weights and measures us established 111 the lime this charier 
shall go into effect 

Convention Facllltles Management Department, which shall 
-Include the city and county's convention facllliles, lncludlug 
but not llmltt-d to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Mos
cone .Center, and shall consist or a' general 111a1111ger 1111d 
such employees as may be necessary to carry 0111 the func
tions and duties of said department. The chief administrative 
officer shall have charge of the dep11rtmenl of convention 
focllllles m111111gen1ent. 

The chief 11dmlnsllr11tive <► fficer · shall 11ppol11t II genernl 
manager of the co11ve111io11 fiicilllles 111111111geme11l de1111r1111e111 
wl10 shall hold office 111 his ple11s11rc. The geneml 111111111ger 
shall be the 11dmlnlstratlve he11d and 11ppolnting officer· of the 
deportment of convcntiou facilities 111111111geme111. Subject to 
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the approval or the chler administrative officer, the general 
manager .shall have power to alter, repair, manage, operate 
and maintain all or the city and county convention racllllles, 

• Including, but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic :Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. All contracts ·or orders -for work to be 
pcrronned on convention racllltles shall be awarded and 
executed by the . general manager with the approval of the 
chief administrative officer and shall be administered by the 
general manager. 1 · 

It . shall be 'the tunctlon and duty or the department of 
convention radlltles management to manage, operate and 
maintain all or the city and county convention facilities, In
cluding, but not limited to, Brooks Hall, .Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. . 

If In the election of June 3; 1980 two or niore proposi
tions amending section 3.510 or this · charter receive the 
nwnber of votes necessary ror their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shall 
Incorporate their provisions Into one section. 

7.400 Director of Property 
The di[ector of property shall be t~e head of the depart

ment of property. He shall have char~e of the purchase of 
real property and improvements required for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property 
and improvements thereon owned by the city and county, 
except as otherwise provided -by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or· otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall be his 'duty, in 
additio~, ·. lo assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
res~ns1b1e officer. . 
. ((He ~ha~I have charge of the management of the exposi

tion aud1tor1um.)) 
Except for the Convention Facilities Management Depart• 

ment, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropri11tion ordin
ance~ to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or leases through the director of property, He shall 
make a preliminary valuation of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same 10 the 'department requiring 

. such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent apprai§ers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to lhe board 
of supervisors and recommend accertance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be institutecl for the acquisilion· of 
such property. . 

The director of property shall maintain complc1e records 
and maps of all real propertr, owned by the city, which 
shall show the purchase price, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each parcel, with reference lo deeds or grants 
establisfiing the city's title. . 

He shalf annually report to lhe· mayor, the controller, 1he 
chief administrative officer, and the supervisors the estimat: 
ed value of each parcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief udministrative of
ficer relative 10 the advantugeous use, disposition, or sale of 
real properly not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of lhe city 

and county, including positions crealed by laws of lhe State 
of California, where the compensation is r,aid by the city 
and coun1y, shall be included in the class1tied civil service 
of the city and counly, and shall be filled from lists of' 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepling: 

(I) Posilions in which allorneys and physicians are em
ployed in their professional capacily 10 perform only duties 
included in lheir professions, out exclusive of any adminis
trative or execulivc posilions for which such professional sta
llls constilules only part of the qualification 1herefor; 

(2) All employees of lhe San Francisco Unified School 
(Continued) 



( P,roposition C, Continued) 
District who serve in the capacity of paraprofessionals and 
t~chnical instructional assistants employed by the San Fran
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed P,ersons be granted status and those who 
are on existms eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate lielp or student nurses, or part-time services, 
where the compensation including the value of any al
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year following fiscaf year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adjust ihe one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with 
the averaBe percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
classifications under the provisions of section 8,400 and 
8,401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that 
such part-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the appointing officer, wlio 
shall set forth the schedule of operations showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more- thun seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, includine a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot l'ractlcally be lilied from 
exi~ting el_i&ible lists. T~~se provisions shall not be used to 
split or d1v1de any pos1twn into two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; . 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by the city 
and county when such positions arc exempted from saiil 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from said classified civil service for a 
sp~cilied. period ?f. said temporary service, by order of the 
c1v1l service comm1ss1on; · 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
are specifically exempted. from, or where the appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons · under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by th is charter, shall 
continue under this charter. · 

Any person holding II salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by erection or appointment, who shall, dur
ing his term of office, hold or retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the United States, or of this 
state, or who shall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. · 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specifically exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all. acts necessary to pro
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specific~ m Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall tie held by employees of the city and 
county,. with the exception of the clircctor, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, und occupants of part-time positions tor which a 
total compensation of less thun $80.00 per month is provid
ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and county al said buildings and im
provements shall be subject to the civil service provisions of 
this charier and the compensation thereof shall be subject to 
lhc salary standardization provisions of this charter, m like 
manner and extent in all respects as positions and compen
sations of employments in the city and county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary. contained in 
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative . officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service of any 
public utility hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
right to operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to. such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the ci,·il 
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue to operate said utility 
under said lease or other temporarr, arran_gement. Should 
the city permanently acquire said utility, sa1<1 persons shall 
come mto the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed permanently 
appointed thereto under the civil service provisions of the 
charter and shall be entitled to all the benefits thereof, all· 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(1) and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken over into the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement. who come into 
the employ of said utility afler the temporary acquisition of 
same, snail be subjec.t to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said 
lease or other temporary arrangement. 

(I) All persons employed m the operating service of any 
public utifity hereafter acquired by the city and county, at 
the time the same is taken over by the cit)'. and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. · 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity with the civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise .provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time, 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service up
pomtee assigned to the airport department under the pubfic 
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective dute 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice rights as · an appointee of the airport department, 
provideii that civil . service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, incfuding the 
airport department, immediately prior lo the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner and to · the same extent as though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been crcatecl a 
separate city function under the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap
pointee assignl'd to an exposition 1111ditorl11m and whose Job 
function is placed under the Convention Facilities Man• 
agcment Department shall be continued without loss in cMI 
service rights as though said job fuucllons bud not by 
amendment to this cl111rter been placed muter the jurisdiction 
of the chief 11dml11istrntlve officer, 1111d shull not lose those 
civil sen-lee rights which relllte to l11yoff from 11 permanent 
civil sen-Ice position In the event of lack of work or lack of 
fund.~. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

Depal'.tment of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be m charge of and administered by the direc

. tor of public works, who shall be appointed l>y the chief 
'administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. · 

The direct~r of P.Ublic. works s~all appoint a dep_uty direc
tor ·of public works for operauons, a deputy a1rector of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant t<Hhe director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at· the P.leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
f)!lrform -the · duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess 'the same power in the city and county 
m making surveys, · plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to· time be given by- law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and~ his official: acts and all plats, surveys and 
cel'.titicates made by him shall . have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect' as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
su~rvisors in connection with anY. public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested t_o do so, furnish information and 
data.for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall. be the duty of 
the tax collector io note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. . 
· The department of public works shall have powers and 

duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street d_esign or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) !O collect,. compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkmg data and lo analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic (>lanning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the · city and county and the stale as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit lo the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive s1ibmission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit 10 the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect lo any traffic• control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

Department of Electrictly, which shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corpo'ration may, for the purpose of police or lire protec201c8d
lion. · be connected willi Ifie police or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city 11nd county upon pitying a fair 
com~ensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the derartment of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or mterfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to he paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of surerviso.-, by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of tlw 01 partmenl. · 

Department o 'ublic Health, which shull be administered 
by a director o, henlth, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the State of California. with not less 
'BO' 

than IO years' practice in his professiori immediately preced
ing his appointment · · thereto; .provided, however, tlial the 
pliysician or suricon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office al his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power 10 ap
point and to remove an assistant· director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
·ministrative and. business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exemP.I from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who possesses the educational and admin"istrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have eower to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for ailmlnlstratlon and 
finance, a deputy director for program planning and evalua
tion, a deputy director for community health programs, an 
administrator ((of)) for San Francisco General Hospital and 
an -administrator for Lagun11 Honda Hosplt11I. ((who shall)) 
These· positions sh11II be exempt from the civil service provi
sions of· the charter ((. The position of administrator)) 11nd 
shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who eossess ((es)). the educational and 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions 11nd 
Institutions of the department of publrc health; provided, 
however, th11t any person who h11s civil · service status to 11ny 
of these positions on the effective d11te of this amendment 
sh11II · continue to h11ve chill service st11tus for s11ld positions 
under the civil service provisions of this ch11rter. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shaU be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms· of four years; provided, however,. that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves. by lot so that the terms 
ol' one physician and one -lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall 1:onsult, ·advise with and make recommen~ 
dalions lo the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing lo the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. . . 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established al 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a$ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by slate law and those assigned 
lo ii by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charier 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charier receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other ~rovision of this charter, the city 
allorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions nmcndlng section 3.510 of this charier receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith
standing 1111y other provision of this charter, the city attorney 
shall Incorporate their provisions into one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a dej>uty director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the . pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall iJesignate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m makins surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to tame be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, ano his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All . examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish . information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 
. The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block. number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. . 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relatins to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
P,Olice department. in the promotion, of traffic safety !!duca
taon; · (b) to receive, study and gave prompt a11ent1on to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and i>arkins data and. to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage 111 traffic research 
and· traffic i>lanning,, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating 10 street traffic control devices; 
provided,• however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it, 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart• 
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The depariment shall not, with re
spect to any traffic. control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

Department of Electricity; which shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or fire protec
tion, be connected will) the police or fire sign~I or tel~
phone system of the city and county upon paymg a fair 
com{Jensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall_ r_equire the approv!11 
of the chief of the department of clcctric1ty and shall not 111 
any W!!Y ov~rload. or _mterfcrc_ wit_h _the proper and eflicic1i1 
operation of the circ111t to which 11 1s connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be mJdc and the 
compensation to be paid _therefor shall be tixed by !he 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

Department of Public Health, which shall be admi~istcred 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon. in the State of California, with not less 
than IO years' practice in his profes~ion immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, that the 

physician or surieon requirement may be waived by the 
board . of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 

. administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. . 
The chief administrative officer, shall have power .to ap

point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who · shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtfi, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant. director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to afi>oint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
i>ital. The administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
shall have the power to appoint and remove associate admin
istrators. ((who· shall)) Tht-.<le positions shall be 1•xempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((, The position of 
administrator)) and shall be, held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrator)) persons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divi
sions and Institutions of the department of public health; 
provided, however; that any person who has cMI service sta
tus to any of these positions on the effective date of this 
amendment shall continue to have civil service. status for 
said positions under the civil service provisions of this 
charter. · 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the bo.ard shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of' one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ancl 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. · 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other {Jrovision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of ,June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, lhen notwith
standing nny other provision of this charter, the city ultorney 
shall incorpornte their provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
. . in this charter, said officer or member shall be entitled to 
'.•' be compensated at his. regular rate of. pay as provided for 

herein for .said extra time served, or he sliall be allowed the 
equivalent time off ... • 

In any computation in the administration of the ·San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compensation, as defined in any provisions relat
ing to the retirement system, is a factor, compensation for 
overtime .provided for in this section shall be excluded, and 
no such overtime compensation shall be deemed as compen_. 
sation for any purpose relating to such relirement provisions. 

Officers and members of the uniformed force shall be en
titled to the days declared to be holidays for , employees 
whose compensations are fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule or compensations adopted by the board of supervi-

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.401 of the 
charter, as · additional days off with eay. Officers or 
members required to perform service in said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herein computed or shall· be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pay in the judgment of the tire.commission. . 

For payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which fal[s witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per• 
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
J>«:rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<! by . dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by · the number of single tours of duty 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the tire fighting com
panies in said fiscal year. . · 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 

along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly ancf northwesterly along .~t. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevaro to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California 'Street; thence easterly 
along California. Street to Van Ness Avem1e; thence 
nortfierly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert. Street; 
thence ea§terly along Filbert Street to Leavenw·orth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and . 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point . 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
Bay; thence generally westerly and . southerly along 
said shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless. 
specifically ,designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description shall refer to the center line of said 
streets •. boulevards and avenues.· respectively. 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall c·omprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street and the shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay; · thence easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broaclway and an easterly straightline extension there- . 
of and including all piers north of said intersection; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front Street; 
thence southerly along Front Str~et to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street, to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Sutter 
Street; thence westerly along Sutter street to Powell 
Street; thence southerly along Powell , Street to Post 
Street; th~nce westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street: thence northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street; thence westerly along California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
nortfierly along Leavenworth Street . to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designate, to the 
contrary. all references to streets. avenues and ways 
contained iry the for~going description shall refer to 
the center Imes· of said streets. avenues and ways. re
spectively. 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk ·Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
nortfierly. and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevard to Presidiq Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly· 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
soutfierly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along 'Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market St'reet; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Waller 
Street; thence . westerly along Waller Street to' Divi
sadero Street; thence northerly along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of ·commencement. Unless specifically desig
nated to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Sevent~enth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence southerly and . southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy .Boulevard: 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaugfrnessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Del Vale. Avenue: 
thence followmg a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Prive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to · Twenty· 
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro. Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to · Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market Street; ihence northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 
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. northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street: 

thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street: 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street; 
thence westerly along Fulton Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specilically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets. drives, boulevards 
and avenues contained in the fore~oing description 
shall refer to the center line of sa1il streeis. ·drives. 
boulevards and avenues, respectively. 

SIXTH. SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Churcli 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly~ along 
Market Street lo Seventh Street; thence southeasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
soutliwi!sterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 101) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama · Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso ' 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue;. thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerfy . along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references. to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPERV(SORIAL DISTRl<:T. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to 'Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street lo Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street · to Suiter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street · to Market Street: thence northeas
terly along Market Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street lo Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street tq Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the point of in lersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly along said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and county. and including 
all piers and crews or vessels; thence along the south
ern boundary of the city and county to the point. of 
intersection with the center line of the• James Lick 
Freeway (State Rou~e IO q; thence gcnera_lly northerly 
along the center hne of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to · the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town
send Street; t,hencc northeasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to the point of commencement. Unless 
specificallY. designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets ani:f ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line of said streets and wavs. 
respectively. · 

EIGHTH SU,PERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com-
. prise all of that portion of the city and county com~· 
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick freeway (State Rou!e IOI); thenq!_,gcner
ally northerly along the center lme of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280)' and along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South
ern Freeway. (l"nterstate Route 280):. ihencc gem·rally 
westerly and southerly along the center line or the 
Southern freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter
section with the southern bourdary of the city and 
co~nty;_ thence easterly along said boundary to the 
pomt ot commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of tl~at porti~n of the city and county commencing 
at the mtersect1on of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Honoway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest
erly along Ocean Avenue lo Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Wav; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upla1id 
Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano way to fernwooa Drive: thence 
nortficrly along fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; ttiencc northeasterly along Brentwood Aven uc 
to Ycrba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Yerba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence nortlJerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point or the 
southernmost intersection with• Del Vale Avenut!; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park _to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard: thence south(:astcrly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San · Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street lo Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precila Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to M irahel 
Avenue: ihencc easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street: thence easterly along Bessie Srcct lo Precita 
Avenue; thence easterly along Precita /\venue It) 

Alabama Street; thence southerly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-
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len Avenue to Peralta Avenue; . thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line· exten'sion 

· thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI); thence gener
ally soutnerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern . Freeway (h,1terstate Route · 280) along the. 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway {Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly ancl southerly along the center line of the South-_ 
em Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection 
with the_ southern · boundary of the city an~ c<;>Unty; 
thence we~.terly along said ~oundary 19 the. point of 
commencemen,t. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boul~vards, avenues, 
ways and drives',contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the· center line of said street. boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, re~pectively. , 

TENTH SUPERVISORIAL I:>ISTRICT, shall: comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly · alorig .Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to• Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north
westerly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Wi1y to 
Upfand Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard. to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortnerly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Verba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Ver
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Cas.itas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; . thence 
nortnerly along Ludlow Avenue !O Juanita Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 

. Boulevard; thence northwesterly along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly .straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to_ Eighth Avemie; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way to · Fourteenth Avenue; · thence . 
northerly along Fourteenth Avenue 10· Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega Street to Forty-first 
Avenue;. thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
Pacheco · Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and a' straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said sho.reline to the southern boun
dary of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevarcls, avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description shall refer to the center 
line of said streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. 

ELEVENTH . SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall 
comprise that -P.ortion of the city and county not oth
erwise describecl as constituting the first, second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. 

The board of sul)ervisors shall by ordinance. adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial · districts herein set 
forth in the year followmg the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken. commencing with 
the 1980 census, as 'provided in th!! Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all 
the, re,q~irements. therein, pro~ided, however, that the 
red1strictmg provided for herein shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one · vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. 

Each member of the board of supervisors, com
mencing with the general municipal election in 
Novemoer, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with
in a supervisorial district, and must have resided in 
the district in which he or she is el\!Cled for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she tiles a declaration of candidacy for. the 
office of supervisor, and must continue to reside there
in during his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment ·10 this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect
ed by. districts at the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be held in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M 

11long Columbus Avenue to Mason Street; thence along 
Mason Street to Washington Sire.et; thence along Wash
ington Street to Powell Streeet; and thence along Powell 
Street to Market Street,,the point of commencement. 
(2) A 'line conimencing nt Pow~II and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street td Jackson Street; then along 
Jackson Street to Hyde Street; t'hence along Hyde Street 
to n terminal al Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
Streets alon~ Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence 
along Wnslungton Street to Powell Street; thence along 
Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen
cement. 
(3) A line commencing at Market and California; thence 
along California Street lo a terminal at Van Ness Avcn-
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ue; returning from Van Ness Avenue along 'California 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 

To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the 
cable car lines designated in I, 2 and 3 above, the public 
utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines at 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I, 1971; provided, however, that nothing herein contained 
shall prevent the commission from increasing at any time 
the said levels of scheduling and service. · 

((The fare on any cable car line shall not exceed the 
local fare established under the provisions of section 3.598 
of this charter for other types of c:irrier equipment em
plo).'ed in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal 
Railway.)) 
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(c) In the evenl of the unification, consolidation or 

merger of the San Francisco Municipal Railway wiih any 
privately owned street railway system or with any portion or 
facility thereof, no line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus hne or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 1s 
now or will be owned by the Clly and County of San 
Francisco, and is now or will be operated bf the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abaniloned nor shall 
the service be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors within thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

I 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is clisappoved by at le11st nine votes it shall 
not becom,e effective and services ~hall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by- nine votes of said 
board lhe recommendation sball become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendation provided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to lhe board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service on any line of street railway. bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, · 
construction, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property . necessary or convenient for 
the development or improvement of any airports and 
heliports owned, controllccl or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued 6y the city anii 

county for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for "ny other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) Including, but not 
limited to, transfer to the general rund during each fiscal 
ye11r or twcnty-Ove (25%) percent, or sui;h lesser percentage 
as the bo11rd of supervisors shall by ordinance establish, of 
the non-11lrllne revenues 11s a return upon the city and coun
ty's lnn,stment In said airport, "Non-airline" revenues means 
1111 airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges to airlines for use or airport 
facilities. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter, ii is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

3,674 Funding the Retirement System 

Notwithstanding any other provisions in this charier, the 
retirement board shall determine city and county and district 
contributions on the basis of II normal contribution rate 
which sholl be computed 11s a level of perccntnge of compen
sation which, when applil'CI to the future compensation of the 

average new member entering the system, together with the 
required member contribution, will be sufficient to provide for 
the payment of 1111 prospective benefits or such member. The 
portion of liability not provided by the normal contribution 
rate shall be amortized over II period not to exceed twenty 
(20) years. All expenses Incurred In the implement11tlon of 
this section, including but not limited to the valuation, Inves
tigation and audit of the system 11s may be required, shall be 
paid rrom the 11ccumulatL'CI contributions of the city and 
county. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing July I, 1980 the amount of 
such tux shall be one and one-half (11/2%) percent of the 

· payroll expense of such Association,. plus one and one-half 
(I½%) percent of the total distribution ·made by such Asso
ciation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall not be construed us requiring any 
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of thi~ tax be a con
dition precedent to engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This tax is imposed for gen-

. eral revenue purposes and in order to reguire commerce 
and the business community to carry a nur share of the 
costs of local .government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

Section .2. Article 12-D of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Busi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, I004.05, 1004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, I004.I0, 1004.11, 1004.12, !004.13, 
and 1004. 15, thereof lo read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Merchant or IJroker. 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of a com

mission merchant or broker. the tax shall be $ 16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0,0~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each add1t1onal $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fructional parl thereof in excess of 
$4,000. The rate of the tilx set forlh hercina~ovc ~hall 
remain in effecl until lhe first day of the month unmediale-

ly following the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the rrocceds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available lo meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $8,00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,00D of gross receipts 
or factional purt thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how
ever, that commencing January I, 1977, the tux shall be 
$11.00 per year or· fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
e. xcess of, $5,000;_ provided, howcve!, thal during the period 
commencmg April I; 1980 and endmg June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional parl thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $ r,ooo, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
rcceipL~ during the period in excess of the lirsl $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandis<; by a 
person to the extent that the person (I) docs not engage in 
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the ~usiness of manufa~turing, refining, fabticating, milling, 
tr.eattng or other processing or the goo(ls, wa~es or merchan• 
d11ic; bp11ght ~n~ so,d; and~ does not cause said goods, wares 
or. merchandise to be _manufactured, refined, fabriis.ated, 
milled, treated or .otherwise protessed; • (2) does not obtain 
or retain title to said goods, wares or merchandise except in 
~ne or _more <?f the follow!ng situa~ions: while such may• be 
tn transit, or tor short periods of hme before transportation 
commences or afler it ceases; and (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or mer~handise except during 
one or more of the · following situations: while such goods, 
wares or merchandise are actually in transit, or• for short 
periods of time before transportation commences or after it 
ceases. 

(c) "Gross receipts" shall mean, ·for the purpose of this 
. section, all commissions charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, cl'edits and proP.erty of any kind or nature received 
for the performance of any service, act or employment as a 
commission merchant or 6roker, or in connection with the 
business of'being a commission merchant or broker, and all 

· •trading profits, without any deduction therefrom on account 
of truding losses, labor or service costs or other costs of en
g11ging in business, or any other·expense whatever. 

1 Sec. 1004.02. Contractor, 
(a) For every person engased in business as a contractor, 

the t.tx shall be as follows: (i) with respect to gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submitted a 6id 
prior to August 17, 1968, there shall be no tax whatsoever; 
(ii) with respect to gross receiets from contracts on which 
the contractor submitted a bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per 
veur or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or fess of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for e.tch ndditional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross receipts froru contracts 
on which the contractor. submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or frachonal part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross receipts ·frorn contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between· July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year 
or frnctiomil part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts. from contracts on 
which the contractor submitted. a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or .fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
contractor submitted a bid during the 8eriod comruencing 
April I, 1980 and ending June 3U, 198 , the tax shall be, 
$30.00 per year or fractional pnrt thereof for the first 
$!0,000 or less of'gross receipts m the year, plus $3.00 for 
each .idditional $1,000, or fractional , part thereof, of gross 

· receipts during the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided rurtner thnt for the period commencing July I, 
1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fraction.ii part 
thereof, lbr the first $10,000 or less of gross rcceil'ts in the 
year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
first $ I 0,000. 

(b) The term "contmctor" as used herein means any per
son (except an owner ·who· contracts for a project with 
another person who is licensed by the State of Cahfornin as 
a contractor or architect or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his professional capncily) who in any capacity 
other limn as an employee of another with wages as the 
sole compensation, unclertakes to or offers to undertake to, 
or purports lo have the capacity to undertake to, or submits 
11 bid lo, or docs himself or by or through others construct, 
alter, repair, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolish any building, highway, road, railroad, · cxcav11tion, 
or other structure, project, development. or improvement, or 
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to do any part thereof, including the erection• of' scaffolding, 
or other structures or works in connection therewith. Tlte 
ter~ "contrnctor". docs not. include any person engaged in 
busmess as an architect or engmeer. · · • 

(c) The meaning of the term· "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be . that . sci forth in Section· 1002.6; provided 
thut such .term shall mclude the total contract price for the 
work performed under the contract to which Ilic contractor 
i~ a party, without deductio~ for subcontracts, and irrespec
tive of whet~.cr the contract 1s one on a fixed price or on a 
cost-plus basts or one under the terms of whicli the contrac
tor acts as agc":t for the owner. The term "gross receipts," 
howev~r. shall mclude only receipts from contracts wnich 
cover Jobs or projects with con~truction sites located within 
I.he city limits ol the Cit~ and County. 

(d) The term "bid' 11s used herein .means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. 
(a) Subject to the limitations stated therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating a 
hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house, 
lodging house, house court or bungalow court, and . every 
person engaged in the business or renting or letting rooms, 
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping. or 
lodging in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fraction11l part thereof for the first $15,000 or less of 
gross receipts ilcrived from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess or $15,000. The rate of 
the tax set forth hercinabove shall remain in effect until the 
first di\Y of the month immediately following the month in 
which the Controller reports .lo the Bo.ird · of. Supervisors, 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
arc legally avail11ble to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fracttonar part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less. of gross. receipts, plus 
$ 1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional parl thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending Jun~ 30, 1980 the tax sh.ill be $15.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional. part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the first $10,000; provided further 
that commcncmg July I, 1980 the tax shall be• $15.00 per 
year or fractional purl thereof lbr the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000,. or. fraction.ii part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period m excess of the first $ I 0,000. · 

(ti) Nothing in this section shall be construed to require 
that. a registration certificate be obtained or a tux paid by 
11ny person engaged in the business of renting or letting 
apartments in a ~tructure consisting of less than four units. 

(c) At the time the tux provided for herein is remitted, 
the Tax Collector may rec1uire the registrant to furnish 11 
st_atem~n~ of the number of such businesses conducted by 
lum, g1vmg the street address of each location, number of 
units at each location, and the amount of gross receipts at
tributable lo each locution. 

(d) T~e Tax Collector may require a person cn~ugcd in 
any \msmess taxed by this section to furnish such mforma
lion as. may be necessary in order for the Ta'x Collector to 
determme the nature of the ownership of the business, and 
the. am~mnt ?f interest which parties to the ownership of the 
busmcss chum or possess. Notice of such determination 
made ~y the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or pnrltes affected by his determination. in the same manner 
as n~!!ces of clcfici_ency determination arc served under the 
prov1s1ons of subsccl1on (I) of Section ID I 0. 
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Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cle1nln1 and Dyeing, Agent, Collec• 

tor, Un~n S~pply. For ~very pers.on enga_ged i~. the business 
of wash1!)g, 1romng, drying, cfeamng, dyemg, . s1Z1ng, blocking 
or pressmg any clothmg, wearing apparel; garment, linen, 
fabric or . similar material, or similar articfo of personal 
pr~perty, whether a~omplished l>Y hand, machine or any 
com operated machme opera.led b_y such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishmg or letting -the use of 
any towels, lmen, aprons, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
oilier article of a similar nature; or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee or 
charge, the tax shall be $30,00 eer. year or fractional part 
thereof for. the first $15,000 or less of_ gross receipts plus 
$2.00 p:r· year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part ·thereof in excess of $ I S,000; provided tliat 
a person engaged in a business subject to tax under this 
sect!on, who,, at the same location . is also engaged in any 
busmess subject to tax· under Section 1004.08 of this or
dinance, or, at the same location makes minor alterations or 
repa_irs to th_e _clothing, ~earing apparel, gar!Jlents, linens, 
fabrtcs or .s1mtlar material bemg washed~ ironed,. dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
separate business tax and obtaining separate registration cer
tificates under this ordinance for the conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi
nesses at the location and upon the basis of that computa• 
tion pay a combined business tax and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the tax set forth hcreinabove shall remain in 
effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month . in which tlie Controller reports to the Board · of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to· meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional· part thereof for the 
first $1S,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for 
each ad~itional $1,000 of gross r~ce1pts or fractional part 
thereof m excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$ I0,000; provi<led, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $ f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 1f1ereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000 and provided that commencing July I, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part t~ercof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ I.SO 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part tliercof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000. 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. 
(a) Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter, for euch 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or -lending credit or arranging for the loan of money 
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on lus 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whctlier 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items .aforesaid acts as rrincipal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October I, 
1973, said tax shall be due and payable annually on or 
before the last day of the month of February next succeed
ing each respective annual period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the due date of October I. 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calendar 
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in 
such business during the period commencing April I, 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to .such 
tax prior to April I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year 
1980, shall instead be $800.00; · provided; however, that for 
persons engaged in such business during the period com• 
mencing July I, 1980, and ending December 3J, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax prior to July I, 1980, said tax, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; provid-

. ed, however, that no such taxEayer shall be subject to tax 
under this section in excess of $800.00 for the cafendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the Erovisions of . subsection 
(a) shall not apply to the business of lending money or ad
vancing credit or arranging for the loan of money or the 
advancmg of credit as. principal or agent, where the obliga
tion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or to com
pensate for the advance of credit is secured by a lien on 
real prop~rty, , or s~me i~terest in real property, nor shall 
the prov1s1ons of this section apply to the 6usiness of pur
chasing, either as principal or agent, any d'ebt or evidence 
of de6t ~cured by _any li~n upon real property; nor shall 
the _prov1s1ons of this section apply to any tra11saclion in
volvmg the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
tax imposed under the provisions of subsection (a) shall not 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
wlii~h consi~ts of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons, engaged in busi-

. nesses such as are described in this subsection shall be sub
j~ct to tax under Sec\ion 1004.07. Persons covered _by Sec
tion, 1276.1 of the Pol,1cc Code shall pay tax on their inter
est income under Section 1004.07 and shall pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08. 

(c) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus
tomers or suppliers of t~at other business; nor shall the tax 
apply to a . person. engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of custome_r or supplier . exists, when the 
~rson confi~es such bu~iness deal.ing to other persons who 
either stand m the relation of parent or subsidiary to him, 
or ~re ~ co~stituted ~s to have sub~tant!ally commo~ own
ership w11h him; provided however, 1f said other busmess is 
subject to a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, all interest and other charges received as a result 
of Ifie activity described, in subsection (a) shall be included 
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject to a lax measured by gross receipts, it shall pay 
a tax under the provisions of Section 1004.07 for engaging 
in the kind of activity described in subsection (a), If a per
son described in this subsection as exempt from the tax im
posed under subsection (a) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect to persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. 

Sec, 1004.06. Pcnomd Property Rental. 
For every person engaged in the business of leasing or 

renting any tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed by other provisions of. this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional purl thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each ad~itional $1,000 of gross receipts or fr.actional part 
thereof m excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Exr.ense 
Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally available 
to m~et appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, 
at wluch time the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipis or fracllonal part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I0,000 or fess of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, or frac-
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tional part thereof in excess. of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the J)Criod commencing April I,· 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
tional ~rt thereof for the first $10,000 or fess of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
oi' fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the P.er
iod in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, that' 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in -the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional. part thereof, of gross receipts during , 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. · 

For the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
ty" shall mean personal property which may be seen, 
weighed, measured, felt or· touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. · -

Nothing in this . section of this ordinance shall be con
strued to require th~ inclusion of the amount received for 
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas
ing or renting' of mobile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property $UCh as railroad locomo- · 
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use · 
of which is made wholly outside the 'State of California. 

-
Sec. 1004.07 Other,Buslnesses. 
(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call- . 

. ing, occupation, vocation! profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, ' the 
tax shall be $48.00 per :itear or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. -The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove· shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from tlie levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, _ are legally 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts; _plus $2.00 p~r year for each add\tional $1,000 
of gross receipts or- fractional part thereof m excess · of 
$12,000; proviaed, however, that commencing January I, 
1977,' the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first srn,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that' during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30~ 1980. ,he tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year: plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 · or fess 
of gross receipts in- the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractjonal part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tl1e first $ I 0,000. 

(6) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin~. oc
cur,ation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood 
embrac1;d within this section shall consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing all such activi(ies. Any ~erson engaged in any activities 
embraced within this section, in addition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections. 

Sec. 1004.08 Rct11II Sales. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise specifically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind P.ersons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in· the computation of the 
a'!'~unt of tax du~ hereund~r nor to be required to pay the 
m1mm11m tax. This exemphon shall not subject such blind 
persons to the provisions of. Section 1004.0T of this ordin~ 
ance. The rate Qf the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the mon!h in whi~h t~e c'?n!roller reports to the 
~ara of Supervisors that, m his opm1on,_ the proceeds der
lVed from the levy of the Payroll Expense_ Tax imposed by 
O~m~ance No .. 275-70, _ are legally available . to meet appro-

. P,nat1ons made by the · Board of Supervisors, at which 
hme the tax shall ·be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $15,000 (?r less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per 
year for ea~h additi9nal $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 
dunng the period commencing April I, 1980 and ending 
June -30, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional 
P.art thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $1.50 for each• additional $1,000, or fractional 
P.art thereof, of gross receipts during the · period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sliall be $15.00 per Y-ear or fractional. part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the 
year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
P.art tliereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the-first $10,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale• at 
retail means a safe of ~oods, wares or merchandise for any 
purpose other than resale in the regular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages at the same location in 
two or more b11sinesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in tbe better eye, with correction; Such blindness 
shall. ~e ce~tifie~ by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
spec1ahzes m diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as lo such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling". shall be deemed lo include the activities of "bund
ling and selling," "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling," and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed·· to 
require tfle inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
the seller !O points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forwarding. 
(a) "Freight forwardinf shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload _ lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
as agent or bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
for such service. 

.(b) For every ·person engaged in the business ·of freight 
forwarding or maintaining any storage or warehouse for. the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess ·of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the_ Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his orin
ion, the proceeds . derived from the tc'vy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. ,275-70, arc legally 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, al which time the tax shall be $24.00. per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, _plus $2.00 p~r year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or frnct1onal part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 

(Continued) 



( Proposition Q. Continued)· 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $ 1;000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,()00; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and end_ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year. plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional l'art. thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $10,QOO. 

Sec. 1004.IO .. Telephone,.Gas, Electric and Steam Service. 
(a) For every f)erson engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $ 1.60 per year for each additional $ I ;ooo of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Boarcl of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
ihe levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof· in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com• 
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; provicled, however, that during the period com• 
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax sliall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
plus $1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of the 
first $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" shall 
have the same mcaninr, as in Section 1002.6, except that 
only those receipts derived from providing services within 
the City and County shall be included, ani:1 further except• 
ing that, with respect to telephone services, only receipts re
sulting from-intrastate telephone service shall be included. 

Sec. I 004.11. Transporting Persons for Hire. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the transportation of persons 

or property for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
vclucle upon any public highway in this State, either direct
ly or indirectly. 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 
motor· vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for the operation of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1ethcr the vehicle is driven by such 
person or the person to whom the vehicle is furnished, or 
engages either m whole or in part in, the trnnsportulion of 
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Operator. The term "operator" docs not in
clude any of the following: 

(i) Any person transporting his ~wn properly in a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _lum u~lcss h~ . 1:1akes u 
specific charge for the transportation. Tlus subd1v1sion docs 

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. · 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who occasionally 
transports property for other farmers, or who transports his 
own .farm products, or who transports laborers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any nonprofit agricultural cooperative association, or
ganized and acting wuhin the scope of its own powers 
under ChaJ)ter 4 of Division 6 of the Agricultural Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
in the transporting of its own property or the property of 
its members. 

(iv) Any person whose sole transportation of persons or 
property for hire or compensation consists of the transporta
tion of children to or from any public or nonrrofit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
providing such transportation does not exceed one hundred 
clollars ($100) in any calendar month. . 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicle in u procession to a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
ofintermcnt to a garage or pince or storage. 

(vi) Any registered owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while 
operating the vehicle, transports persons to his work or lo a 
place through which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without comJ>ensation, if he is not .jn the 
business of furnishing such trans}>ortation. · · 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of cotlecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any .such matter in a motor vehicle owned or operated by 
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health und welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) T11x Imposed. 
I. Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor velucle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business tax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provided in this 
section. This tax is imposed for Ifie privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco fqr the purpose of such business, cmpfoying or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining un office in the 
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required to be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ccti<?n duri,ng uny tax period without first. ob
tammg a rcg1stra11on certificate. 

2. The business taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly within the City and County; 
(ii) From a pince or places outside the City and County 

(including u place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places withm the City and County; 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
to u place or pfoccs outside the City and County (including 
a pince or places outside the State of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places also within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (including a place or places ouside the State of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Mcnsurc of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purP.ose of such business, 
the ta" shall· be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in. e"cess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set 
forth hereinabovi: shall remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 
Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his 
<>pinion, the P.roceeds · derived from the levy of · the Payroll 
l:"~nse Ta" imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legall)'. 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boarct of 
Su~rvisors, at which time tbe ta" shall be $24.00 per year 
or -fractional part thereof for the first $ I 2,000 or less . of 
gi:oss receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receiP.IS or fractional part. thereof in e"cess of 
$12,000; proviited, however, that commencing January .1, 
1977, the ta" shall be $22.00 per year or· fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per , year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 

· or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and• ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of. gross receipts during 
the period, in e"cess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I; 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or . fess . 
of g_ross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $10,000. · 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. 
Whenever an operator engages in the transportation of 

passengers partly within and partly without the City, and 
County of San Francisco, the tax imposed by this section 
shall apply exclusivel)'. to the pcrtion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operations within the City and County of 
San Francisco. For purpose• of this section, gross receipts at• 
tributable to operations within the City ana County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percenta~e of an operator's total 
gross receipts, including gross receipts from tlie transporta
tion of ~rsons to and· _from a place or places outside the . 
State of California,• which is equal. to that percentage ·which 
the - mileage operated with the City and County of San 
~rancisco bears to the entire mileage over which !he opera-
uons e"tend. . 

(e) Exemption for Certain School Buses. 
No ta" hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

any motor vehicle . for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day to transport 
students or members of bona fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising ad.ults to and from public or private 
schools, school events or· other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or. · source of compensation to the 
operator. This ·e"emption shall not subject such operation to 
tlie provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. Tmcklni; - Hauling. 
(a) Definitions. · , 
l. Operator. The term "operator" is used in this section 

as defined in the Motor Veliicle Transportation License Tax 
Act of California, with reference only, however, to persons 
cngagi!)g in the transportation of property for hire or com
pensation. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor V chicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "tractor" as used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in the Vehicle Code of California. 
· (b) Tax Imposed. Every pe'rson whose business in whole 

or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
tor vehicle for the transportation of proP.crty for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets aQd highways in the City and County for 
the purp!lse ~f su~h business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided m tlus section. 

(c) Mcnsurc of Tax; Reporting Period. The tax required 
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to be paid by this section shall 'be reported and paid an
nually. Every person engaged in the business subject to tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum tax of $12.50 per 
year. The tax. required to be paid under this section sliall 
be measured as folfows: . -

I. For each motor vel\icle, othe'r than a tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer, or dolly, used to receive or discharge1 pick up 
or deliver property within this . City and County, the tax 
shall be as follows: · · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, the 
tax shall be $,04 for each day or fraction thereof of its 

. operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.OS for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as seecified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided however, that during the · period 
commencing April I, 1980 a.nd ending June 30, 1980- the ta" 
shall be $.07 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, th·at 
commencing July I, 1980, the ta" shall be $,07 for each day 
~r fraction thereof of its operation as 'specified in subsec-
tion (b); , 

Where the unladen w~ight thereof is over 4,000 lbs., and 
not .more than 8,000 lbs., the tax shall be $.JO for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing· January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or frac,tion thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
!liat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
mg June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.15 for each day -or · 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, the 
ta" sball be $, 15 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ration as specified in subsection (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs., the 
ta" shall be $.I.I for each day or fraction thereof' of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided, however, . that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); P.rovided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the ·tax shall be $.16 for each day 
~r fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b). . · 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the tax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); · provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tfiat during , the period commencing · April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, th.e 
tax . s~all be $. !6 f<?r each ~ay or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified m subsection (b). 

(d) Method of Reporting. 
I. No perso11 shall engage in such business or perform 

any act req_uired to be taxed under this section durmg any 
ta" period without first obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. Al the close of each tax periocl such person shall file a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used ·during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and .shall pay on or before the last. day of Feb
ruary in the next su6sequent tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period. 

3. In making such statement, tl1e person may at his op• 
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"test week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the tollll of the tux due for 
the four test weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con• 
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ducted operations subject to tax ·under this section. If the 
person efccts to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such election 'shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as to the tax period for which such election is made. 
Any person electing to compute such tax on a test week 
basis shall' retain Ilic records used for such computation for 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a test week . basis to retain such records, the Tax 
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
cstaimatcd to be due from such person in the manner . 
provided by Section IO IO. 

4. The test weeks which may be used by II person in 
computing the tax imposed under this section arc the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in .July and the second full wccli in 
October. If a person docs not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he docs conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person docs not conduct operations subject to tax under this 
section during each of the four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be .used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior written application to and prior written 
approval· of the Tax Collector as to what_ alternate test per
iod or periods may be used. 

S. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
statement -required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be filed_ and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, di
solution or terminalton. 

(c) Exemption for Vehicles Operated Exclusl\'ely In Inter
state Cc»mmcrce. No iax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any day or fraction 
tfiereof when such vehicle is operated cxclus1vely between 
points within this City and County and points without" this 
State. 

(f) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle ot equiP.• 
ment aloni; the streets of this City and County if such 
operation 1s merely occasional and incidental lo a business 
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin• 
ning or ending af points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in any quarter, an<l a 
business shall be deemed to be conducted within this Cit>.: 
and County if an office or agency is maintained here or 1f 
transportation business is solicte<l here. 

Sec. 1004.13. Wholesale Soles. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance:, the tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, pl(•s $1.60 per_ year for 
each addition;il $1,000 of gross re~e1pts or fra~llonal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that bhnd persons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts in the 
comrutation of the a1!1'?unt of tax ~ue hereu~der nor be 
required to pay the 111m1mum tux. Tl11s e~e~pt1on shall ~ot 
subject such blind person to the provisions of Section 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tux set forth 
hereinubove shall remain in effect until the first day of 
the month immediately following the mo~th in whic,h th.e 
Controller reports· to the Board of Supervisors that, 111 his 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
Exr.ense Tax· imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000_ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per year for each adduon.al $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thcreor in excess of 
$20,000; provided,· however, that commencm~ J~ntiary I. 
1977, the tax shall be $ 18.00 per year or fractional part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$0.90 J>C:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; pro\'ided, 
however,. that during the J>C:riod commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof,· of_ gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July l, 1980, the tax sfiall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional parl thereof, of .gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000. 

(li) For the purpose of this section, a wholesale sale or 
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for the purpose of resale in Ilic regular course of busi-
ness. , . 
. (c) Whenever a person engages in the same location in 

two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section. a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of 1he 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Suell blindness 
shall be cerlitied by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section· shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. · 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturinq and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of 'han
dling and sellinR," "storage, handling and se_lling," "assem
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require tile inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which are ship~ed to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihe seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. I 004.15. Architects, Engineers, 
(a) For every person engaged in business as an architect . 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en• 
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (ii) witfi respect to Pross 
receipts· from contracts· on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proposal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be· $24.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the Ii rst $12,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 P.er year for each additional $1,000 of 
gi:oss receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a pror.osal between the. 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48.00 per year or · fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts· or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000; (iv) with respect to sross 
receir.ts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross receipts from contracts on which the architect 
or engineer submilted a proposal on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $Z2.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submitted a proposal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June JU, 1980 the 
tax shall \Jc $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 
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-$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period · in ·excess of the first 
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall bi: $30.00 per year or 
fractional part theraof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross. 
receipts in the year, plus · $3.00 for each . additional $1,000, 
or fractional flart thereof, of gross rec'eipts during the per-
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. · 

{b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which -a 
license is required under Chapter 3, Division Ill of the 
Business and · Professional Code of the State of California. 
The term "engaged in \msiness as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is re'luired under Cliapter 7, Division Ill of the Business 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

{c) The meaning of the term "'gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on ·a cost-plus fee 
basis or one under the terms of which -the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

( Proposition V, Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not ,iny new or· revised Charter is passed at the same or 
a subsequent election. · 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted µnder Article XI of the state Constitution, 
superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no s,pecial tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs w~rk or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no apportionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the percentage ~hich workin~ time expended with• 
in the City and County of San Francisco bears to' his total 
working time both witliin and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. 

Section 3. By adopting this ordinanc~ the People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
ma).' exercise as to the subject mailer of this ordinance, in
clucling, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance. · 

In adof!ting this. ordinance the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm · and ratify the previously
adopted increase of- rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uance, and further declare that if any of such previouslY.• 
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both · taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. 

Section 4. Effective Date, Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. 

, 
two-thirds vote provision in Section .4, Article XlllA of the 
state Constitution (Proposition 13) docs not apply. Likewise, 
this ordinance supercedes any inconsistent prov1s1011 of Arti
cle XIIIB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4). 

,If any section, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held bY. any court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. 

Register to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

... ._ 

To assist handicapped voters, the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the le tiers is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
B 
C 

If you are not sure what your precinct number is, look at the mailing label op your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (See sample 
below). 

Polling place--------~ 
Party----------
Name-----------~ 
Address-----------

Precinct# 

Garage -- 272 rugs Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There arc 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address for each precinct as of the time of publication 1 

of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer iipply._ · 

2.) Our employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating of your precinct, call us at 558-3417. 

ALTEllNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling place is inacessible. you can vote 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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16th.ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

6001 A 6054A 6I05 ,'.\ 6340A 6720A 6773 A 
6002A 6055 A 6I06A 6341.A 6721.A 6774 B 
6003 A 6056A · 6107 A 6342 B . 6722A 6775 A 
6004A 6057 A: 6108A 6343 A 6724C 6776A 
6005 A 6058 fL. 6I09 A 6344 A 6725 A 6777 A 
6006A 6059 A 6IIOA 6345 A 6726 A 
6007 A 6060A 6.IIIA 6346 B 6727 C 

6061 A 
. 

6008 A 6113/6112 A 6347 A, 6728 A 
602516009 A 6062 A·· 6114A 6348 A . 6729 A 

6010A 6063 A 6116A 6349 A 6730 B 
6011 A 6064C 6117 A 6350A 6731 C 
6012A · 6065 B 6301 A 6351 A 6732 c 
6013 A· 6067 A· 6302 A 6352 A 6733 B 
6014A 6068 A 6303 A 6353 A 6734A 
6015 A 6069·A· 6304 A 6354A 6736A 
6016A 6070A 6305 A 6355 A 6737 A 
6017 A 6071 A 6306 B 6356 A 6738 c 
6018A 6072A 6307-A 6357 A 6739 B 
6019A 6073 A 6308 A 6358 A 6740A 
6020A 6074A -6309 A 6359 B 6741 A 
6021 A 6075 A 6310A 6360A 6742 A 
6022 A 6076A 6311 A 6361 A 6743.A 
6023 A 6077 A 6312A 6362 C 6744 B 
6024 B 6078 A 6313 A 6363 A 6745 B 
6026 B 6079 B 6314A 6364 A 6746 A 
6028 A 6080A 6315 A 6365 A 6747A 
6029 A 6081 A 6316 A 6366 A 6748 B 
6030C 6082 A 6317 A 6367 C 6749 C 
6031 B 6083 A 6318 B 6368 C 6750A 
6032C 6084A 6319A. 6369 A 6751 A 
6033 A 6085 A 6320 B 6370A 6752 A 
6034A 6086A 6321 A 6371 A 6753 A 
6035 A 6087 A 6322 C . 6701 A 6754 C 

6036A 6088 A 6323 A 6702A 6755 C 

6037 B 6089.A I 6324A 6703 B 6756 A 
6038A 6090A 6325 A 6704A 6757 A 
6039A 6091 A 6326 A 6705 C 6758 B 
6040A 6092 C 6327 A 6706 C ·6759 A 
6041 A 6093 A 6328 A 6707 C 6760 B 
6042 A. 6094A 6329A 6709 B 6761 B 
6043 A 6095 A 6330A 6710 B 6762 A 
6044C 6096.A 6331 A 6708/6711 A 6763 B 
6045 C 6097 A 6332 B 6712 C 6764 C 
6047/6046 A 6098 C 6333 A 6713 C 6765 B 
6048A 6099 A 6334 C 6714 A 6767 A 

6049A 6100A 6335 A 6715 A 6768 B 
6050A 6101A 6336 A 6716 A 6769 B 
6051 A 6102 A 6337 A 6717 A 6770 B 
6052A 6103·A 6338 A 6718 B 6771 B 
6053 A 6104 A 6339 A 6719 B 6772 B 
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POil lllQIITRAll'I UII ONLY 
SOLAMINTE PARA USO DEi. REGISTRAR 

illN:IM:M-'f.\' z lfl 
APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APl/CACION PARA BALOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTI Pree, No. 

~m,:~~hf=J mti~ Pol, AffP, 

1. PAINTl!D NAME 
BINol No, 

LETRAS OE IMPRENTA Arcp11ca1Ion MU~T ALSO BE SIOtlED IIELOW BV AP'P'LICAHT, Ballot Milted 
IEb'-1«£~ S gn1Iur1 will be comp11ec1 with :ffld1v11 on Ille In 1h11 omce. 

BIiiot Ralurnld 

2, l!Ll!CTION DATI! 3 JUNE 1980 Aff, R.corel 

I hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Billot for the elecllon 
Indicated above. 

tn1pec:tor'1 Notice 

I expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day of sI11n1I11ra 1nel Ragl1tr1t1on 
the election or unable to vote therein by reason of physical dis• Vartnlel II Corr.ot: · 
ability or other reason provided by law. 

ffil!«i:-HmtUf.t*A, Pl* Por la preont• ,o//cllo un• belot1 de DIie D1puty Reglllrar 

11nJ:J$Wrmzil• ~ *A<Eilez a 
VoI1nll Auatnt• pe,a ,. tlecr:itSn lnd/cade 
lrrlba, 

, ~t&~mt 1 l!ll:~~;1;r-~~-13*11n E1p1ro eotar 1111tnll d1 ml praclnto 
1/tctor■I •n 1/ d/i d• 11 111cc/0n o no 

titffl 1 Jltl~tli~f!Jf:g~ • podlf witer 11/f lfa/c1 u otr, r11tJn pre-
v1,11 por lo 11y, 

3, IALLOT TOH MA~i.ED TO Ml! AT: 
ENVIEME LA BAI.OTA A: l.!J D I prefer eltctlon mlltrlell In Englllh 
ilil!U~fillt1{-mfir4~ATi1~. : □ Prefllro m1llr/1/ee 11totor1IN ,n e1p1Wot 

D •*•lfl:.tQff.'1-
~ff.Bill! 

Zip Code 
lu111Po111t 

DATE: !f~IIM~llii\!nl~ - •• FECHA: 
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL F.IPJI . FIRltlA COAIPLETA DEL SOL/CITANTE 

5, Ill ~MA~ i; Registered San Francisco Address ot Applicant 
Dlroccl6n d•I 10//ct11nto rog/1tr11d11 on s,n F;ancl,co 
~tlili!/A:lEl/i¢.I IJ ◊.iil2illiPJI;ttt:itl: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI IJSTED SE HA CAMBIADO tnff.Bi'lm , JJ!.fiJf0-t£ill:;r-:1i1:1il':tf. 
Complete this section If you have moved end Com1,/0IIJ 111111 socclon 1/ uatod a, h• c1mbl1do y ifl:JBl-;JS!th.l:.Ztt:111: 1 if~«t1Jlt~ 
now r~~ld11 111 en address other then that l'flal o ahor, on otr, dlroccl6n dlsllnt• 1 /1 qua M• shown on your affidavit of registration. aparoco on au d11ctar11clcfn /urod11 di r•olstro. 

I moved on · 19_, Mo camb/e ,1 d• 111_, ~etl:-:lt.-~_J1_EH!f0 
My residence ·address Is Ml dlrocclr!n oa :fltJJ!.:(£1'1'1-f:t:bl:~: 

Ar111 PO/JIii Zip Code til~~!iJJ NOTA: Un votanto quo se c1mblo dtntro ·d• Joa 211 · 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior dlas antor/oros a 111/1 o/occi6n pu1d1 it.:tr.: M!£Jlt~;JS-»t1=--r·11. El r>-Ji'I@ to this election may obtain an ab• obtomtr b1tot11 11ua1n11. Un wit,nt• qui 

sente11 ballot. A voter moving more so cambta antes do l011 29 d/111 1nt•rlor11 ;If 1 llf~lll(-~/,t~i1' • ill1.fiUE 
then 29 days prior to this election do lo otoccl6n y quo no II r•gl1tro 1nt11 

llt*~~llililhi}4IJ~::-t·;IL B , ifii and who did not re-register prior to dll la /oc/la /Ina/ par, rag/alr11r,o d• 1111 
the registration closlng date tor this o/occi6n no puodo volar. 

:(1: iU,.IDJ-Q 11 WI-J!:l1if~1nRfliift 
election Is not ellglble to vote. IUl-:II- 1 ifi:fffl-1\"Hft .11½ • 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENV/ARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!Ii(\-1.i>t~: ' ROOM 1511, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 9'102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN IA SOUCITUD DE/fl ffEC/llfflt Ell IA DI/Cl/IA 1f1;1~~/,?/R~•;Jlti:iJl!.ll½n-tEJ ;t11iJ 
REGISTRAR'S OFFI~~ BY i5~0~ 

0
P.M., DEl ffEGISTIIAff ANTES DE IAI CIIICD 111,UIITD , ll/li!Z..P:: sc J.i1.w1=rLPn:mq(1tJ 

TUESDAY, May , , DE IA TAffDE. MAffTEI. ~ 7 M~Q 8 0 
El SEPT/MD DIA Alli tDN Al/A DE lA ~mitt.1U1-nlltlfJ.rl1&t1mt it,;n,1:J.:m. 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. EIECCI0/1. I 00 ,,, ... ~ .. ,,,. .,,~ ' 

I 
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JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

, ~ON 558-3061 
~r:,' 558-3417 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILING 1111..._ _ 

ADDRESS~ 

. . 
Republican Party 
16th A11embly Dl1trlct 

BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco 

. Calif. 
Permit No. 4 

Third Class 

LOCATION OF YOUR 
POLLING PLACE 

I I 

-Application for absent.ee ballot , 
.. appears on Page 9 5 · 

Aplicacion para papeleta de votante 
ause~te aparece e.n .la Pagina 9 5 
VOTER SELECTION COUPON 

CANDIDATES STATE 
PROPOSITIONS 

U,S, President YES NO 

U,S; Senator 1 
U,S, Rep. In Congress ~ 

State Senator 3 
State A11embly 4 

5 

Judge, Superior # 1 6 

Judge, Superior · # 2 7 

Judge, Munl, # 1 8 
9 

County Central Committee• 
10 
11 

1 
2, Wrlto your 
3. cholcoa on thla 

4 coupon and 
brine It to your 

5. votlne booth, It 

6. wlll mako 
votlne oa■lor 

7. for you, and 
8 • wlll roduco tho 

tlmo othora 
•Refer to your 1omplo ballot for tho numbor of havo to wait, 
County C■nlral CommlllH Mamban lo ba al■ctod. 

CITY 
PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO 

.6 

B 
C 
D 
I 

F 
. 
I_ 
J. 
K 
I 

M 
N .. 

0 
p --
Q__ __ 

R 
5. 
f ______ -----~--.. 
y ______ 

--··-----. ---· 

•••••• 
llftflJ~• 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

t~ vote by May 5, 1980. · · 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: . 

• are at least 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California. and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A-Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have t~ belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you i;onsider yours. you 
· can · say "Independent" or "I don't want to 

tell." . 

Q-lf 1 · don't tell my political p11rty_ when sign tip, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections _are held · in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I have picked II party, can I change it later? 
A-Yes, but you must ~o and sign up again. 

Q-Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again? 

A-Yes. if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General eiec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I have been convicted of II crime, cnn I sign up 
to vote? 

A-Yes. if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-Whnt candidates will voters be choosing at this 
primnry election'! 

A-All voters who arc signed up as 111embers of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman · 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator if you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Committees. 

Q-Whnt districts arc there in San Frnncisco? 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17. 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5. 6) · 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about ~he United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position? 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters lnformution 
Handbook about the people who arc state can
didates 'in this primary election? 

A-Because the positions these candidates are trying 
for are not city positions. They are slate and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-partisan office'! 
A-Yes, there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 

Q-lsn't this election a "presidential primnry" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political pnrty. you will· be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which Califomia 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidcntiul can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Whcre do I go to vote? 
A-Your voting place is printed next to yotir name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know what to do when I get ,to my vot• 
ing pince, is there someone there to help me? 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting place will help 
you. ff they can't help you. call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote? 
A-The election will be Tuesday. June 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-Whnt do I do if my voting place is not 011en'! 
A--Call 558-6161. 

Q-Cnn I take my sample ballot into the voting booth 
even if I've written on ii'! 

A-Yes. 

Q-Can I have someone help me in the voting booth 
ir I need help'? 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you 
have language difficulties. 

Q-Cnn I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 
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. YOUR .RIGHTS AS ,A VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes.· This is called a "write-in". If you want to 

and don't know how. ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do. I do if I cannot work the voting ma
chine? 

A-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-Can a. worker at the. voting place ask me to take 
any test? 

·A---:No. 

Q--Can I take time off from my job to go vote on 
election day? 

A-Yes .. if you do not have. enough time outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working days 'before election day that you need · 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at .the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q-Can I vote if I know I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar of Voters office in . 

City Hall and voting there or . 
• mailing in · the application s,.,1t with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). 

Q-What can ~ do If I do not have an application 
fonn? · 

A-You can send a letter or postcard asking for an 
absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should 
be sent to the. Registrar of Voters, City Hall. 
San Francisco 94102. 

Q-What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early 
• your address when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sign your name. and also print your 
• name underneath. 

Q~When. do I mail my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? ' 

A-.-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of V9ters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day. 
June 3. 1980. 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election day? 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF 'YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

.. WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Herc ·arc a few of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
. the general election the following November. ·There 

may be two or more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because tl1e purpose of a primary election · is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you arc 
registered. A voter w.ho has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
a prin1ary ballot that lists ONLY ballot m~asures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-:-Any- citizen can ask an officer, at 
the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you are going to be · 

away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote bccl1usc you arc physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to fill out. This bal
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. See page 
95. ' 
4 

I 

PROPOSITION.:_ This means anything that you 
vote on. except candidates: If it. deals with the state 
government, the'n it will have a number. - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT -The charter is the ba
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 

. are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the, voters. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a c1uestion: Do you agree or di.sagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people to vote on, An 
initiative is put on the ballot by getting a certain 
nu111ber of voters to sign a petition. 

PETITION-A . list of signatures ·of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. -
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.HOW TO VOTE ON THE.··V0T0MAOC VOTE RECORDER 
SPECIAL NOTE: ~llfiiJ /fl ~l'J:Ji1JM 
IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN 
YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER • 

A lfM~jJIJi:tf. 
tll:ffet\~, ltilfftil.llJJJfflJU~ll'UfriX • 

. STEP@ 

STEP@ 

Nota: Si hace algun err.or, devuelva 
su larjeto de votor y obtengo otra. 

UIINO IOTH HANDS 
INSIEIT THI IALLOT CAID ALL THI 
WAY INTO. THE VOTOMATIC. 
U1ando la1 do1 mano1, meta la 
tarleta d• 11otar campletamente 
dentra d•I "Vatamatlc," 

B~-tJi, 
~~~fflftil~~-~~H-ffiA• 

BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE 
STUB OF YOUR CARD FIT DOWN 
OVER THE TWO RED PINS. 

Pa10 2. · Aseg~re~e de que .101 dos 
oriliclos que hay al ljnal de la tarjeto 
colncldei, con 101 do1 cabeclta1 raJa1. · 

c~=tJ; / 

TUAN OVU P'DI Nllll ,~1 
VOTIAl.l.'MII 

ffi'M1Jti1:l!WHi!UYHffiAll'!i, ~~z=fL, ~ __ __,....., 
1t:M-=mt11!~ZJ: 0 

HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL (STRAIGHT 
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN 
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO 
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT 
USE PEN 01 PENCIL. 

Pura volar, soslonga ,el lnslrumenlo 
de volar y porlore con el lo torjola do 
valor on el lugar de los candidalos do 
su proforencia. No use plumo nl IJplz, 

D m=::tJ; 
ff,111e1v~~z®$il· , lil,J--:fLl"'lmru:tillA 
ff=fL:&W~ • 

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE 
ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING, 

Despuos do volar, 1oque lo torjeta del "Votomotlc" 

V p6ngolo bolo el clorro dol sabre. 

E~(!QtJ; 
mJ~®~z1:&, 1~®~lfltH:l, 11£A~N 
:f&JA]' iwrrli,!:!!UH'.E~ O 

;{1:111&-1:., ;r,r~f1mfllvlii~:&~~A1l!.~m 0 



PUNCH OUT BALLOi. CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE ATTACHED TO .VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: . 

To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the· hole at the -point, of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to vote, n_ot to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, · write the title . of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided forJhat purpose on the Write-In Ballot· Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". . ' 

All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. 

PERFOR.E LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL RE.GISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato· de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que seliala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo · cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que seliala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 

P.ara votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sobre de la Balota. 

Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el circulo que seliala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". . 

• Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si ustcd equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea· el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. . 
llltlfll!tttf ~JUe.HJ:.:z.tr:fLitd~J:. tr:fl. ; 'f -~,rn-'lili•l!tn • 
ii ttii ~: 

&i1M'r.lYh11'-Lr-11:rfiiJ:A:ftl!.UA, ffl.Q:OJ:.fiiilll!Yiffi:Z.~.Mitr:fl O 1m.-:ff;Jiif&JJxJ:JJ: 
NA~~~--~ 7 ~(£~~.l:.~meliffizmfl~~A~,~H~~~~~An1L1ffl~ 
~m~~~•m~Aft• · 

&~-SM~FDP:~fr.JMA 1 ffltf~Fio~M A~WH~~ mM:OOY-lffilE~t'.r.J:~r~Q A 
Yi'llill'r-latt~ftl!.l'r-JO!t~ 0 • 

, Uff:fiiJV!~ 1 ffl.f:E,Ul:.ililffi!mrt • YIS •~"HO• *tltrR 0 

~~.t~fl••~~JJffi~~,e~~•· · 
Ml~tl:ilUJJ:trRJln '~!&.!!X¥f:l.lT ; JJx~~T .. #l.lTi~m{lEQAl'r-J~~rnr-t ' ~ 

rett~~~~~~-~fT-l~~n,~*~-~~~· 
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1 DEMOCRATIC 
. PRIMARY El:ECTION 

June 3, 1980 

DEMOCRAT A 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

· Delegates to the National Convention· . 
Delegados a la Convenclon Naclonal *~11vc 

EDWARD M, KENNEDY 

I 

UNPLEDGED DELEGATION 

LYNDON ff, LA ROUCHE JR, 

JIMMY CARTER 

EDMUND G. BBOWN JR, 

United States Senator 
Senador de los Estados Unldos ~II~~~ 

RICHARD MORGAN 
Anti Busing Clergyman 
Clerigo opuesto al transporte de alumnos por medio de autobuscs 

...... b£Jl(~/JM~~ll11i 

;; FRANK L, THOMAS 
Cl Cl Electrician 
iii iii Electricista en w w a: 11ilHHICt: a: CD 
ell :z 

DAVID T. REES :Z Cl 
Cl U 

Mexico Oil Consultant u 
Consultor-Perlto, Petroleo de Mexico 
{,f.\~lll'./i1)IJ,W/(IIIJ 

ALAN CRANSTON 
United States Senator 
Senador de los Estados Unidos 
Wl&~,1/IJJ 

8-16 D-1 

ll;:J,:~, 'f]Jfi!i 
-1t/\0ff. )1- Jl.=: f-1 

'. 
Vote for One ~··1t. ~ 

Vote por Uno 
1=1P:J);!S:- . 

108 )Ii 
' 

110 )Ii 

112 )Ii 

114 )Ii 

116 )Ii 

Vote for One ~~J/t .:g 
Vote por Uno l=lf'3~--

121 • 
123 • 
125 ► 

127· • 



2 DEMOCRATIC 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

· June 3, 1980 

DEMbCRATA 
ELECCION PRIMARIA. 
3 de Junia de 1980 

..... .... ~ iz c:, c:, 

iii i en a: 
~ UI 
UI z :a: c:, 
c::i u 

.U 

......... 
w "' a: !ii 
::I t-s~ 
!!! ~ 
co ::I ~s 
!ii!!! 
Iii~ 

Representative In Congress, 6th District 
Olputado af Congraso, Dlstrlto 6 ~ lllmit-f•~ ~1'11 

TIBORUSKERT 
Lawyer/ Writer/ Lecturer 
Abogado/ Escritor / Conferenciante 
.illi, fl:*, M!Mi • 

PHILLIP BURTON 
Member of Congress, 6th District 
Miembro del Congreso, Distrito 6 
llll•l!lN, 1111'1111!( 

. BOB BARNES 
Community Organizer 
,Organizador de Distrito 
rill:ilUIUi:tt· 

State Senator, 5th District 
Sanador Estatal, Dlstrlto 5 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

j'l-1$tmll 

Member of the Assembly, 16th District 

M,•n·r~Ufli ;,11 ~ rtr.i_ 

Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 16 fl·lm:~J! ~~-i-1'MiT4~~ 
ARTAGNOS 

State Assemblyman 
Asambleista Estatal 
.1-H*lllA 

Vote for Ona ~~ tli 
Vote por Uno 

J:1i1;1' ,-

136 • 
138 • 
140 • 

Vote for One 
~~-~ Vote por Uno 

Vote Jor One @.~ ;g 
Vote por Uno Pl':! --

154 ). 

9-16D-2 
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DEMOCRATIC 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 198D 

DEMOCRAT A 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de Junlo de 1980 

Member, County Central Con1mlttee, 16th District 1¥.J:l=l~~JJff 
Mlembro del Comito Central del Condado- Dlstflto 16 ~-f-1'iWTM 

. JACK TRUJILLO 
Incumbent I En el cargo m, r,l,fl-1 ·/,1,1,01~,", ~um a-H1 

RON HUBERMAN 
Carpenter/Community Worker/Carpintero/Trabajador de la Comunidad j; /1j/ •iii/,',.\: 1:i'Ji·11· 

SUSAN J, HELLER 
Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!f f:l./';-1 · /;/1,,',Jl;•I' ~t-H-1 i!l'·t.' l I 

CHARLIE (CLARA) LEE 
Affirmative Action Officer/ Funcionario de Accion Afirmativa 11~JWl'-'t,;,;c1:-'\'i/d I 

PA.NS\' "PONZIO 
Legislative Aide/ Ayudante Lcgislativo ,',:/MIJJ'I' 

LINDA POST 
Marketing Specialist/ Especialista en Mercado J/ldi'1,wii< 

DENNIS R. PERON 
Community Activist/ Activista de la Comuilidad ,1i//,11,Ma•/JA-/; 

MICHAEL D, NOLAN 
Appointed Incumbent/ Nombrado y en cl cargo H:Cr,Jll1f:l,f\· /·/;11 .. u1!fl/ •~t-t:'Wi-kt1 

JOANNE MILLER 
Instructor: Visually Handicapped/ lnstrucJor: lmpedidos de la Vista ,111.1;,~iJi)t/,-/:,v~i:,11 

11;.1:~ 1nw . 
-:ILJ\O~;;"JJ = f.:I 

Vote for B Jrif®/\~ Vote por 8 

164 • 165 ~ 
166 • 167 • 168 • 169 • 170 ~ 
171 •• 
172 ~ 

LELAND S, (LEE) ME\'ERZOVE 
Journalist/Community Representative/ Pcriodista/ Reprcscntantc de la Comunidad iJr1J//"l!./l'/11il:/,1,1JtJ.; 173 ~ 

PETER PATRICK MENDELSOHN 174 -~ Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!1f:l,f\-f•;';11.1~~;1/ 19t-H 1 (-I-till 
TON\' FAZIO 

Small Businessman/ Pequeno Negocio 1/,;/V( 175' ~ 
SUSAN J. BIERMAN 176 ~ Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!fr:1,/\· J ·/;/,1u1~;q, ,t-id 1 (1-kl-l 
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PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Dflcina #1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Defensor de oficio en jefe 
/lll'h1"rl//,.l,•jffl'i:,1r 

RA\'MOND J, ARATA, JR. 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
~\I.JillS:, 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Dflcina #2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de· junlo de 1980 

••~~~l§i·z~ 

.. 

_.~l~~l§i·i= 
Deputy City Allorney 
Ayudante dei consejero legal de la ciudad 
1,11Jdill'1:,11 

RICHARD P, FIGONE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
Jtlt}j/).F;, 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oflcina #1' itf!1J~li%~Irz-

V. RO\' LEFCOURT 
Chief Trial Allorney 
Abogado Jefe de Juicios 
1111 'h1'i'l/i,. J:'rl>fl'1:,1, 

JERRY LEVITIN 
Municipal Court Commissioner 
Comisionado, Juzgudo Municipul 
)\l!:Jj/}J,i!-/,: l.i 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
Deputy City Attorney 
Abogado de la Ciudad Delegado 
1,\lldi/J'i:,1, 

INA G\'EMANT 
Deputy Attorney Gcnerul 
Procurador General Delegado 
\,\11,,J/};i,\iJ< 

Vote for One tmi111-!6 Vote por Uno 

213 • 
215 • 

Vote for One mt1~-!6 Vote por Uno 

220 • 
222 • 

Vote for One m14~-~ Vote por Uno 

227 • 
229 • 
231 ► 
233 ► 

THE NONPARTISAN PORTION OF YOUR BALLOT BEGINS ON THIS PAGE 
11-16-4 
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5 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE'PROPOSITIONS 

FOR 235 ;)Iii 
PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM. 1 Provides for a bond issue of.$495,000,000 to be used for this program. AGAINST 236 · ;)Iii 

FOR 237 ~ 2 VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980, Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 to 
provide farm and home. aid for California veterans. AGAINST 238 ;)Iii 

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi- YES 239 .. 3 fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture, Fiscal impact:. No im-
mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost a'l'.oidance. · NO 240 ;)Iii 

LOW RENT HOUSING. Eliminates present prior election approval for such state 
YES 241 .... 

4 public body projects. Substitutes public notice and referendum· procedure. Fiscal NO 242 ;)Iii impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen-
ditures for low rent housing, 

5 FREEDOM OF PRESS. Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for YES ·244-+ 
refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact. NO 245 ..... 

6 REAPPORTIONMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution YES 246-+ 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. NO 247-+ 

7 DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental aid to persons. in removing debris YES 248-+ 
from private property in Presidentially de~lared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or local costs. NO 249-+ 

YES 250-+ 
8 ENERGY FACILITIES. Legislature may authorize state revenue bonds to finance 

alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

NO 251 .... 
9 TAXATION, INCOME. Provides personal income taxes not exceed 50% of 1978 rates. YES 253-+ 

Ends business inventory taxation. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in-
come tax revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. NO ·254-+ 
Substanrial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-
mencing in 1980-8 I. 

10 RENT, Permits rent control only by voter approved local ordinances. Permits annual YES 256-+ 
increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscal effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance udministrution. NO 257-+ 
TAXATION, SURTAX. Levies a 100/o surtax on California oil companies' business in- YES 258 ;)Iii 

11 come; funds alternative transit, fuels. Allows inves11i1cnt tax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on amount of'tax credits claimed, state revenue increases of $150 - $420 NO 259-+· 
million (1980-81) and $165 ..:.. $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes 
distribute one-half of increase to local governments. , 

12 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

-. 235 1 PROQRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES Y RE, Jt1Jtk\llnf1J!f!r;'e::fii/i,!lltt/itl~II, 
CURSOS RENOVABLES, Hace posible una emisl6n de bonos de t.','1Jt~ril"ift\1L-1-·fi'.i'f,1'nc~:-1/illll/:'ilt1fi,il'ill11, 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa. .. 236 

.. 237 FAOOR -~ 

._ 238 co~~RA &It 

· 2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VHERANOS DE 1980. Hace posible una -JLI\Oli'.flJ!Vdl~,'iiJ1't:, 
emlsl6n de bonos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla t'Wt~li'-tft,: 1,:-,·,•i\J~~~l,'i, lfl/i}llftli/J/Jllilrn.ll'l:A 
para granJas y resldenclas para los veteranos de California, ll'~/i.!i!MfH}, 

• 239 FAOon -~ 

.. 240 co~~RA lilt -

... 241 FAOoR •~ 

.. 242 co~~RA 

.. 244 FAOoR •~ 

.. 245 co~~RA M 

• 246 FA:OR -~ 

♦ 247 co~~RA /!ffi' 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlta las autorlza, 
clones para la alteraci6n o modlflcacl6n del edificlo y los muebles 
del Capltollo hlst6rlcamente restaurados. lmpacio fiscal: Nlngun 
etecto fiscal lnmedlato. Podrla evltar costos futuros. 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Ellmlna la actual aproba• 
. cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dlchos proyectos de entldades publlcas 
estatales, Sustltuye el procedlmlento de avlso publlco y refer6n, 
dum. lmpacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electorales en una cantl• 
dad manor. Poslbles lncrementos tuturos en gastos para vlvl• 
endas de alqulleres bajos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlbe cltaclones de d11e11cato contra 
empleados de los medias notlclosos por rehusarse a dlvulgar In• 
formaci6n o fuentes. lmpacto fiscal: Ningun lmpacto fiscal 

·6 
slgnlflcllnte. 

NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en torma modi· 
ficada dlsposlclones de la Constltucl6n que se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de los dlstrltos del Senado, la Asamblea, el Con• 
greso y la Junta' de lguallzacl6n. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun efecto fis, 
cal dlrecto, · 

fl-lHO'll{l•l°f. 1m,11n11/fi:'.dl1•xlfl!~'Hl-l(•JO'Jlftj: 11! 
1111.·;·:ful~!,l'l:, ll1!Flr(\;',.ql: .!Jtftl(f~•n:iutlf'd\;~1. nf(I~ 
IW tl~l'f ~O'Jll/1 !(, 

1/fdllfUil, lWl'iJJHiZ 11!',il, Q11,Ji~t':1;11;~\i!!i 
;'rl'.!::J"(tlliUi I i'JJ1if1( /(.f0jl;/~~~O'J,il·IIIJ, 1 ~.tt.! Jl-11!10 
J1;-.111,l,l/;1;f'rl/j,;." ll-11f';-~;'.-~1: Jtk;liJl'.l!!M<tyH'fi'.Yh'(l)~. 
ll~1l fl'~i]l~L fl II th{O'JH( 111111,;,.mt /}II, 

IIIIV/i'i 111. W; tl:1'-1¥/illll("ltrT,WA ll 11.Jllif@i•HH 
N'l ,\:!.J/s 111;!1fii /nuJ:J. J'li. ill:JI\. lltif\'.l\;,'~,I: _l!l(·,r, :kO'J llt!Flr 
t4J~~!CI 

.:~l,1,•;n:1 rft:1Jiillill,}, I['.{l,$, li'.til'fll•ftdfi/:(/1,0'Jt.' 
-,w,.:x, mtlt.'4.\\,:ill1.t. lillf•r wM,1 .. i.:i11I,1•,:n:i ,r,n,· 
l/110-. 111if'i(v'."!': .111wct1n.t,1'11, 

• -248 FA:OR -~ 

i♦ 249 co~1RA &fl 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a . ·,1i!.1.l, ~A'!.!i·,·rniJ, ~111':,\1•!:;~J~\il~f,l!Hl!iif'<'ll-f nfK; 
personas para la remocl6n de escombros de propledad particular Al.::Jll·IJt:!t-JI/Jo 1:u1,A~!I/Xitf1/,t/Pi!t~J1({/W1, IH!Flr 
en areas mayores de desastre o emergencla declaradas por el 
Presldente. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun costo es1atal o local dlrecto. \\;'n': f-lJl·li•l:;Jtl!Ji1f'<"ll-l/!tWlfiH,Et~. 

• 250 FA:OR -~ 

• 251 co~1iiA &ft 
8 INSTALACIONES. DE ENERGIA. La Leglslatura podra autorlzar 

bonos de 1ngresos estatales para financlar, lnstalaclones de 
fuentes alternatlvas de energla y arrendar ci vender dlchas lnstala• 
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun etecto fiscal dlrecto. Poslbles 
costos lndlrectos futuros, aumentos de redltos y perdldas de 
redltos. · 

.-11/L. A 9 FIJACfON DE IMPUESTOS. INQRESOS. Dlspone que los Im• 
"""'Ill;'" 253 FAVOR Jt!ix; puestos personales a la renta no excederan 50% de las tasas de 
---------- 1978. Exenta a los lnventarlos comerclales de los lmpuestos sobre 
.-11/L. 254 EN 1nftY. la propiedad. lmpacto fiscal: Reduccl6n de r6dltos de lmpuestos a 
""'"Ill::"' CONTRA ""-""1 la renta de $4.9 mil mlllones en 1980-81 y reducclones sustan• 

clales de ahl en adelante. Reduccl6n sustanclal en gastos 
estatales lncluyendo aslstencla a goblernos locales, comenzando 
ea 19ao.01, 

.-11/L. 256 A tftlct, 1 O ALQUILER, Permlte control del alquller solamente por medlo de 
"""'Ill;'" FAVOR ~/JJI, estatutos locales aprobados por los votantes. Permlte aumentos 

anuales conformes a normas especlflcadas. lmpacto fiscal: Nin-""""-- 257 EN &Jt gun efecto fiscal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamentales 
~ CONTRA locales para elecclones y poslble admlnlstracl6n de aAravlos. 

.-11/L. 258 A 11 FIJACION DE fMPUESTOS. IMPUESTO COMPLEMENTARIO. 
~ FAVOR ff Jilt lmpone un lmpuesto complementarlo de 10% sobre el lngreso 
---------- comerclal de las companlas petroleras para financlar servlclos alterna
.-11/L. 259 EN ,;,,IM, tlvos y combustibles. Permlte un cr6dlto de lmpuestos por lnversl6n. 
""'"Ill::"' CONTRA ~ lmpacto fiscal: Dependlendo de la cantldad de crl;ldltos de lmpuestos 

reclamados, podrlan ocurrlr aumentos de r6ditos estatales de $150 a 
$420 mil lanes (1980·1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (1981-82). La ml tad del 

__________ aumento se repartlrla entre las goblernos locales. 

fl~il1;!;i1J:/1//i, 1):fliltt nf !'tlHi1Hi'fl·l/11.Wi0'1<',, VJ. 
-1',;_•fi/f.11/fJl:;jl'./\l'O'J(Jf.jl,;!,i'l:fUJ'.t:, ,W11fl11Wi•ltlli/li 
ii~,iQfr/li. 111ff';-~5'.l':1: 1!ttll(f/;•111if'd\;',~I. Jl~,lf<nffif.:fi 
JlllfU•n·;t,r,t~. lN/Jll/1/.AJmlR1-·fQ.A, 

,l!!fl/., A.fl., ilt/L'.t:il~f•l.!flMAIW1!1f1/..,f,,lfJ;'/.-,\-
1L·tJ\/i'/!i.'l•lffJl'1%Z ,,:+. ,rnNm·11r:i.1;~~.k1W1J 
:)!/11.. ll·Wd\;'n': -JLI\OiU\-lt,f•V,/111'./(tJl~~R 
~'l;A,1:1.Hi.l''i·l· JLlib~, v.!11;-~!);['\iJ~'t·, mf';-1(.fff·l 
1111 k J!l.l hl'I Jtlt;lilf';-l/·f0:1 Mill/Jo ii¾ I1,•- Ji.J\O iiJ\-

fll{,?, /1)fll1'1'n,ll;JiWi)l'.i.::j<.);.',\%:ih,1;ili/i/MI':../' 
/1F:l'1'1,i1!, Wlt''l'!:L:tf.11,1111!11, fll;fifN/1(1H-',l!n:i1~:•11·-, 

il1if'l\'\;','l': 1-IHlll';-l(filWdU!tfl:\;',~', l'flt) /JIIJl~.;lilf'<" 
11.1n·; ;11: iiiw H, 1~ 111tW: ,ii,n:i t y 111,11: 11 rt mitt 1m, 

,lt~ll., lllt/JIIHi.. li1t/Jt1/IH1i1l11:ii]0~1flj:'\':tl'l:A/1F 
ll'l:1'11,}Z-l'rll/Jllfli., IIIWJt-fil!lll1f/'i--{~nn•-1J,l(i;, 
W,i'rW:·r.'$~./!i., lltir'dt•,~!: iii!. •l'•J!r,1,111(:lll.l'l' i1t1rli;iI, 
1Iw.1f.1 11 rnI~~, 1111/ll. ll'l- ,r,: 1i:-H\ ·1d11 I'll 1.1:.:-~ -r-m ,~ 
C 1980-61) f11-l!V,-T··/i1'i,I,,n)'li11tlf(;,: L:'J-.,,j;, 
1~c 1981-82 ) , Jl:,f,,t,';'l'W1111,:xWf-l,lH,~f,Jt1•.Ji 1F'(Jft. 
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6 PRIMARY E~ECTION - JUNE 3, 1980· 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 261 ~ 
A MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of' San Francisco issue 

revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divi- NO 262 ~ sion 31, Part S, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide 
funds for mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

YES 264 ► B . Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San . 

~ Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole NO 265· 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be ·a debt or liability of the 
City? 

YES 267 .. ~ .C Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad-
. minlstrative Officer to manage the city's. convi:ntlon facilities including but not limited · 

~ to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general NO 268 manager and necessary employees and preserving civil · service rights of present 
employees? · 

YES 270 ~ Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra• D tion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for NO 271 ~ community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all. 
exempt from civil service? 

Shall the Administrator Qf San Francisco 'General Hospital appoint and remove YES 273 ~-E associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? NO 274 ~ 

YES 275 ~ F Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
investigators, start at 8 o'clock A,M. with no such officer or member being required to 

NO ~ work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a confldgration, disaster or sud- 276 
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 4.8, 7 hour work week nor the 24 consecu,tive hours? . . 

YES 278 ~ 
H Shall all temporary city employees with a period of sc'rvice as determined by the Board 

of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? NO 279 ~ 
YE·S 280 ~ Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service 

SysJem? NO 281 ~ 

YES 282 ~ Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Sup~rvisors be 2511/o of the ~nnual gross J salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? NO 283 ~ 

YES 284 ~ K Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and settjng forth appeal 

► procedures? NO 285 

,. 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE JUNIO DE 1980 
· PRDPOSICIDNES PARA CIUOAD Y CDNDADD 

SI-~ A 
NO rut 

BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: lDebe la Ciudad y Condado de San 
Francisco emlllr bones hlpotecarlos por suma no superior a 
$100,000,000 bajo la Olvlsl6n 31 Parle 5 del C6dlgo de Salud y · 
Segurldad del Estado de California para fondos de flnanclamlento · 
hlpotecarlo, para comJ)ra, construcci6n o mejora de cases en la · 

.-264 

.-2&1 
♦ 268 NO Dt 

._ 270 

._ 271 

.- 21a s1•~ 

._ ·274 NOM 

._ 275 SI Jt~ 

._ 276 NO /JiJI 

.-·218 SI-~ 

._ 279 NO &ft 

• 280 SI-~ 
._ 281 NO &Jt 

._ 282 SI Jt~ 

.- 283 ·NO ffift 

._ 284 SI Jt~ 

.- 285 NO &ft 

Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? · 

B lDebe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza,emltlr bonos 
para tlnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re• 
habllltar vlVlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pr~stamos y 
dlnero dlsponible por el ConseJo como alnico medlo de pago de 
bones y sin ser los borios deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad? 

C l Debe cruarse un departamento de Instalaclones de convenclon• 
es bajo el oflclal Jefe admlnlstratlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
·Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 
servlclo civil de empleados actuales? , 

D lDebe el Director de Salud P.ubllca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl6n y flnanzas, otro de programs y evalua
cl6n, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos, todos del servlclo 
civil? · · 

E LDebe el Adminlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla de! servlclo clvll los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F lDeben empezar a las B de la manana todos los turnos de trabaJo 
de.oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, exceplo lnvestlgadores de 
lncendlos premedltados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecullvo, excepto por conflagracl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48,7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H lD13ben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servJclo lljad.o por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? , 

lDeben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J lDebe ser el sueldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los benellclos 
anuales? 

K lDebe lntervenlr un funclonarlo do audlencla, empleado bajo con
trato por el Consejo de Retire, en ausenclas y retires por lncapacl
dad o permlsos y fljarse procedlmlentos de apelacl6n? 

6 
11~11p;41!A0.fli: :::;,t'itill!H>~i!H/ilHt/Jn/1Hli~'P:f'i:. 

tJ.;.JJ~ln:!i!l!l5l-m::-t·-•ni;wl/Jt, ~fil!M1-mii!--t•oo 
:7f;O~~A0.flt, Jllfli!l'-!Jtl!UIJ~t,li~, PJ~ttl!J~il!cll!Silfili 
!,t!~t't.Jli))At? 

ili~i1Hffl!itlillHll!fl«9lJftfr0.fll, 11111!;.l';-(i}:, Jllfi!!!~ 
1111u-~. tJUMlrt. ~w*11'111UsliilHl'1mM, ,nnue~• 
1Yrt/t!J\:n~i.1lin"'>::J1lll11~m1;11~ 1,1~1111u1, lfrtttrn'10.111:;i; 
!Mtil!ll:.t,:·1tH1:;11t'ffi? 

Kl!ii!U£ilil'l"/8/fi1&Wll!"filltlL-ft''.1tilll:fflVi'l'llll!llW'J , 
PJ'itmlili1Bclf./i.lrZff'ltillt!lli, -t!l.!l'iffl;j,jY!Jt.;(J;,t.Jtl;Mtr 
:,~. 0.l:i.\~'.1t~11/.~J!JiMt/1:.1t••I'.•, tl~lfri!lzff.nllll*Ul!tJ.I, 
~l!.1Jt!-mJ!:ff0.~J..1zffli;f111 

0.~~«littJ.,JM!iclt!!,J!i''fl:S~-iitrl&/.l!Jl.tiBcUJJllll.:t;H:. 
-f,itlliJ/,1!1WtUJJl!U:tH:, -f,nit.l~\!Mi!Eillf1JUJJllll:tfUP 
-t,llUi\ll'ii~i~tl!lll:1Wx.:tH:, siP.i1i5\l./t.~MU~z!ll.Ji!l 

Srl/f1lif-,1,tllli',~'tf.!,Jl!!,t!Mf:5t\MU~~Ji/:lllJi'i51\~~N: 
,l\l:O~JJ!:,U, 1J!JJ!H11~ Llllll\:!,1Jll{lT.Jl11l,\!·1W~'1'iH!fID? 

N'JIV;/,,J(1~/lfr1iil'JIV; U, lfii"ntb'~i~'H'r.U;.ttl~, lt!!iili'W 
.1:11°/\ll!iilll!\, {i/i!IEll:tll!J;;i;Kl!iili'.lm\li!lill't:::·!·V.Y1J,I/J', !lj'(J 

'It!t-J:.!k.!X. -};.!Jln\llJ&'Jl!M'1'111(Jl1,\\IIWl/11i'j~r,~.l~:tlf.;oJl{'1:z 
(I~, l\l!JiF.11:il/lJ;fl(i!:ill!ii4lHillJ1.4·l·M'/it1J,IJ!iJl~i1!1!'1::+V.Y 
1J,U:f(l1J Hlii!? 

/Mil'llll,\i'i:riJili0.''1/ U, 1U!11'11:JnOijJHf-1l1ili~,l/.ffffr 
/IJ(il!.X·, ill!iffiil'<~lf.!Mr!J;/IIW, M.l:r1~fil1:U? 

1li~,111UrMJ/Nil, 1rr.1u:;1'0'1",l.f1JZ.(/(, ffll'.i'J'J,lilil.J:
;1,ffltlillliln:n•i~z.:::·1-'!1: ? 

f!!jl[f-l;il~. 1umilftJ~EtJ~iim{i;, lllflt!ill!illftJ,,Jj/i: 
1-l',f,~flfrJrlj,f1IU1~ W.!i/lUH,•,V\/J,:ik)i!' llP.A,IJjj! I: w1n:Jf•or. '/ 



7. PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, .1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PRDPDSITIDNS 

Shall. the Board of Supc:rvisors of the City a~d County of San Francisco enact an YES 287 • L ordinance, pursuant .to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 9950?, NO 288 • imposing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 
feet of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 
and County of San Francisco? 

YES 290 • M Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be deleted? NO 291, • YES 292. • N Shall 2511/o. of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors 
shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city's • investment in the Airport? • NO 1 293 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing an additional YES 294 • 0 tax of.1.7511/o on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the CiWimd County of San · 
Francisco after July I , 19807 NO 295 • 

' YES 296 • p .Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
the mefi\bers and be amordzed bver a period not to exceed 20 years? NO 297 • YES 298 • Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the 
rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? 

NO 299 • 
YES 301 • R ORDINANci: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 

1011/o surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? NO 302 • YES 303 ~ ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 s per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? NO 304 • I ' YES 305 • T ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
NO 306 • 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that• the City shall 

meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance? 

YES 308 • V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively 
by larger businesses at rates sufficient 10 generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be. NO 309 • allocated for city, school and college district .and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases in taxes and fees paid. by residents? 

16 

II 



• 287 
• 288 NO .&fl 

~ 290 SI If~ 

• 291 NO &It 

• 292 s1•~ 
.. 293 NOlitlt 
♦ 294 SI •~ 
• 295 NO litlt 
• 296 sis,~ 
♦ 297 NOD 
•. 298 SI-~ 
♦ 299 NO Lilt 

.. 301 SI-~ 
♦ ·302 NO &It 
♦ 303 Sl1'~ 
♦ 304 NO LUt 

♦ 305 

• 300 NO!Ut 

• 308 SI-~ 
• 309 NO &!If 
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ELECCIDN PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUOAD Y CONDADO 

l lDebe promulgar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervlsores de la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco, segun el C6dlgo de Servlclo 
Plibllcos de California, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0.01) por gal6n combustible de motor (o 100 pies clibf .. 
cos de gas natural comprlmldo combustible de motor) vendldo en 
la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

M l,Debe suprlmlrse la llmltacl6n de tarlfas del tranvla de cable a las 
de otros tranvlas locales munlclpales? 

N l,Debe eslablecerse por ordenanza transferlr al rondo general 
como devo1ucl6n de lnversl6n de la Ciudad en el Aeropuerto el 

· 25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas aereas? 

0 ORDENANZA: l,Debe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Hotel con 
. sobrecarga de 1.75 sabre el actual lmpuesto de ocupacl6n de 
habltacl6n de hotel en la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco 
despues del 1 de Julio de 1980? 

P l,Debe fundarse el costo base del Sistema de Aetlro en la vlda 
media de trabaJo de los mlembros y amortlzarse en perlodo no 
superior a 20 anos? 

Q ORDENANZA: l,Debe enmendarse '1a Ordenanza de lmpuesto 
sobre Gastos de N6mlna aumentando el tlpo sobre n6mlnas Y 
sobre lmpuesto de negoclos a part Ir del 1. de Julio de 1980. 

R ORDENANZA: l,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto de 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecarga de 10% del lmpuesto por es
paclo en los estaclonamlentos? 

S ORDENANZA: l,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuestos de 
Negoclos lncluyendo lmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In• 
gresos brutes de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucratlvas? 

T ORDENANZA: l.Deben resclndlrse los Bonas de Alcantarlllado 
aprobados por los votantes el 2 de novlembre, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsponer que la Ciudad cumpla sus obllgaclones con los bonos 
vendldos antes de la fecha de vigor de esta ordenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: iDebe flJar el ConseJo de Super• 
vlsores lmpuestos de grandes negoclos que cubran 60%, al 
menos de los lngresos para vlendas, escuelas y coleglo de la 
cludad; reduclr lmpuesto de empleo; prohlblr aumento de Im• 
puestos y derechos de resldentes? 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
· Office Number I · 

· INA GYEMANT 
~y. occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor-
nia. · 
My education and quallOcatlons are: Born in San 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
keley, Hastings Law Scbool, selected for Law Review. 

I have hail extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for the At
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for t,he California _. Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me · first-hand knowledge of the 
probfems that exist in our Courts. 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent 'judge I ' 
will protect the ri~hts of victims and tlie safety of the 
general public while at the same time protecting the 
civH liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-hand- 1 

. ed adminis~ration of Justice. · • · · 
My supporters include eleven past Presi~ents, San Francis

co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human 'Rights President · Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW former Legal 'counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice. Commission past .Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com-

. munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann _Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occup~ti~n is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Mumc1pal Court . · 
My education and qualifications arc: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate witll trial and judicial . experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tem and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducing· court appearances for parking cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising a reporting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. · 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
. sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers, 
speakin$ before community groups and teaching at 
local universities. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from all political viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp, Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scott, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson C11ang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend· Ubalde, Del Martin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti 'Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinette, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Num~er I . 

V. ROY LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial· Attorney Superior Court,·. 
Public Defender's Office. · · 
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal· Law 
Sl'ecialist; formerly attorl1ey with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Communit)' Defender; · 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marriecl, homeowner; Police Liajson/Social Is
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a skill.ed administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to · preventing the 
revolving-door syndrome of·crime. 

I am the only candidate who: · . 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal. 

staff handlins 2700 cases annually; 
- is trained in business ·· administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices in courts every day working with 

judges, prosecutors and public. . 
· My sponsors are: Sheriff Michael Hennessey; Supervisor 
Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb; Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; - Leonel Monterey; Agar· Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel. Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Epliraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary, Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie .O'Connor; Tim Dayohot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 
' 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
. Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. · 
My education and qualifications nre: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law S-chool. 

I will instill confidence in the judicial system 
through honesty, courage and a firm _but imp.irtial ad
-ministration of the law. As a deputy city .illorney, I 
have protected o.ur interests for over nine years. We 
c.innot continu~ . to pl.iy politic.s with people's lives. 
We must contmue to believe 111 a no-nonsense ap-

. proach to justice. 
My supporters include: Dianne Feins1ein, John L. Molin

ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Hornnzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pclijgrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely I·loranzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williams. · 
This porllon of the pamphlet does 1101 contain II complete list of c1111did11tcs; 11 co11111lete list· 11p11c11rs on 
tl1e Sample Dollot, These slntcments nre volunteered by the candidate 11nd printed ul e1111did11tcs' expense. 
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my fellow 
Ju_dges to serve on the C~>Urt's Administrative . Co~
m1ttee. I am on the Executive Board of the Cahforma · 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Judicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Fraqcisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. ~ 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge b_y ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served m die 
Army and practiced law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR ·SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA ·DOOLEY 
My OCCUJ)ation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and quallficatlons are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been a t_rial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction · over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am the only 
candidate with proven legal exl?erience and knowledge 
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement has mad'e me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymona Reynolds (Retired); Yori W~da; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; Gwenn Craig; Mar~aret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Aileen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harry Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, ZepJ)elin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

·WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. . My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and qualifications arc: I am a native 
My education and qualifications nrc: I have been · a San · Franciscan, graduated from St. Ignatius '54, 
judge of the Municif)al Court since my appointment U.S.F. '58, U.S.F. Law School '61. Married, nine chil-
111 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Allorney, Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
lice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice· 

During my six years on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over .all civil and criminal departments. I recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment pro~rams. I under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tern Judge of the stand the necessity for effective JUd1cial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the· Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at 'the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
program conducted in conjunction with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. · 
Courtjudges. My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and mu111ties as indicated by my list of sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinelle Al!oto, Mor~is Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey, Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
stein. Revels Cayton. Dorothy Casper. Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney. John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch. Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella, Robert Jacobs, John Scannell. Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis. Pius Lee, Samuel ovo,y, Alexander Balfotir Chinn. Donald Friend, Ben-
Martinez. William J. Murphy, John B. Molinari. jamm James. Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy. Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina. Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens. Helen Hale Smith. Ling-
A Sutro, Michael Salarno. Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang. Theodore Kaplanis. Lois Caesar. Paul Fay, 
Toler. Lawrence Vaughan. Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh, 

1 
This portion of the pum11hlct docs not contain 11 complete list of cundldutcs; 11 complete list uppeurs on 
the S1unple Ballot. These stutements ure ~ohmteered by the cnndldute nnd printed ut cundldutes' expense. 
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HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS1. Shall the City a".'d County of San Francisco Issue revenue 
bond~ ·In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $.100,000,000 pursuant. to Division 31, 

.. Part 5, of .the Health and Safety Coda of the State of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing of the purchase, construction. or Improvement of homes In the City . 

· and County of San Francisco? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS 'NOW: California counties ·can iss,ue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying. building or improv
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $ IOO million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing housing 
mortages. These. funds could be used to buy. build, 

Controller's Statement on 11A" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the lisci._11 impact of Proposition A: • 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted, in my 

opinion, it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROP.OSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A . 

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND. ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO· FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. 

· WHEREAS, The' Board of Supervisors of the City · and 
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortga$e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Codc of the State of California; (Scction 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and. charges, would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $ IOO million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11A" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 
on · the question of placing proposition A on t~e bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9). Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

52000, et sc11,), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of Sun Francisco as follows: 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered and will be held in said City and County ol San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city and coun
tl the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, et seq.), as 11 may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition · A gives working San Franciscans a 
chance for better housing. It authorizes $100 million 
for- mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes'.' vote on Proposition A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current high interest rate. The 
lower rates · will help young families buy homes· in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City must take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A· will provide funds at the lower inter
est rate at no cost to the taxpayers. ·The bonds will 
be secured by the value of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit , 

-to sell these bonds. 
Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis

co. to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES an Proposition A. 

Submilled by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES _ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People . cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. · 

Proposition A and Proposition 8 will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds are exempt from federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loan 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds.can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and 8 are passed by the voters. 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and 8 are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND B 

Submi1ted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
· Endorsed by: 
League of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this poge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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PROPOSITION B . 
Shall the Board of Supervlsora; by ·ordinance,. Issue bor,d1 to establish a fund tp provide 
mortgage fina~clng for acquisition, construction or rehablHtatlon of housing In San Fran
cisco; the- repayment of loan• and monlea made available by the Board Is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonda l11ued shall not · be a debt or llablllty of the a¥ . . . 

Analysis 
By Ballot ._~implification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no autho,rity in the 
· city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 

bonds. Such bonds can · be sold only under authqri
ty of California state law. Any r.evenue bonds of 
this type w_hich are issued by the city must be ap
proved b~ a majority of the voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B would change the 
char.ter· to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying, building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on "B" 
City Controller John C. , Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted, in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PA~E 23 

would be· paid for by· mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the · procedures !'or the use of th~se . 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE ~EANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bonds 
for housing. Voter approval would µot be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors· to be able. to issue mortg.age 
bonds for housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' B 11 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. · 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Di~t. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are n·eeded at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room. 155, Cit~ Hall 

22 , 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

-VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 8 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi

tion B relates to Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the constrnc-

tion.of multi-unit resi_dential housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentill L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCi1111 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting hoine mortgages within the reach . of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. II would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately half the current 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San Francisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working· men 
and women in.San Francisco. 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of Shn Francis
cans. Presently, the City Charter. imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and. buildings they finance, 

Your vote for Proposition 8 will allow San Francis
co to .move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting. for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress· is considering legislation 
on local housing ·bonds, and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submilled by: 
Diam1e Feinstein 
Mayor 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION B 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be ndded 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed · in bold face 
type: 

Si.>c. 7.310 Bonds for linnncing the nc11uisitlon, construction 
or rchnbllitntion of housing. 

(n) Notwlthstamding the voter n11provnl re11uirements In 
Scctloi1 7,300, lhe bonrd or supervisors mny, by ordinnnce, 
from time to time nuthorlze the issunnce of bonds to estnh
llsh II fnnd . for lhe purpose of pr,ividing morlgngc liunncing 
for the ncqulsltion, construction, or relmhilitntlon of housing 
In the City nnd County of Snn Frnncisco, or for the 1mr11ose 
of refunding such bonds. The issu11nce of such bonds shnll 
be pursunnt to 11rocedures ndo11ted by ordinnnce of the bonrd 
of supervisors. The repnyment of principnl, interest and other 
chnrges on s11ch lonns to pro11crty owners, together with such 

I 

other monies ns the ho11rd of supervisors mny, in its discre
tion, nmke nvnilnble therefor, shnll be the sole sonrcc of 
funds pk•dged by the city nnd county for repnyment or such 
bonds, Bonds issued under the provisions of this section shall 
not be 1lcemi.'tl to constitute 11 debt or llnbility of the City 
nnd County of Snn Francisco or n pledge of the faith nnd 
credit of the City nnd County of Snn Frnncisco, 
hut shall he 1>nynble solely from the funds s1>ecilied in this 
section. The issuance of such bonds shnll uot directly, indi
rectly, or contingently oblignte the bonrd of su11crvisors to 
levy or to pledge nny form of tnxatiou whutcvcr therefor or 
to mnke nny 1111proprintion for their pnyment. 

(b) Nothing in this section shull nfTect the authority of the 
board of supervisors lo nuthorize the issunnce of bonds 
under 1111y other a1111licnblc 11rovision of this Churtcr or any 
other a11plicnble provisions of the general lnws of the Stnte 
of California. 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
PROPOSITION C . 

Shall a convention facllltle1 manageme.nt department be created un·der the Chief Ad•. 
mlnlstratlve Officer to manage the cities' convention facllltles Including but ·not Hmlted 
to Brook,. Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man• 
ager and nece11ary employees and preserving clvll service · rights of prese'1!t em
ployee•? 

. Analysis 
By Ballot Simplication Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The management of the ci-· 
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate, The Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposi(fon C would create a, new 
department for Convention Facilities Management. 
This departm~nt would have complete responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities. including but not 
limited to. Brooks Hall. Civic Auditorium. and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer. · The general 
inanager of this· department would be appointed by ' 

Controller's Statement on "C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion,;, in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-focc 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth-
eses)). · 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Renl Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public, Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory· Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Fuclllties 
Mmmgement 

The functions. activities and affnirs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, und the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~cd with 
specific ·!'urisdiction th_e~eof, shall subje_ct to the provisions of 
section 1.102 and section' 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: · 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
24 

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to· the new 
department from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat
ed which would have complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of th~ city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on ''C'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 
.on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot The Supervisors voted as follows; 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
10) . 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy 
, (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Dist. l l ). 

voters, recorder, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative oflicer. 

The public administrator. shall appoint and at his pleasure 
may remove tin attorney. I-le may also appoint such assis
t:1nt attorneys as n1ay be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the opi;ration of central 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 77) 



CONVENTION. FACILITIES MANA·GER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions. have become San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate eyen more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive, 
immediate and effective management. The City inust 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use of its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 

· Convention Center, now . under construction, in which 
the City is investing over $100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Mosco-ne Con
vention Center. The Department Manager will be ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra-

. tive Officer . .The rights of all existing Civil Service 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure tha,t the City's valuable con
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
S11pervi.wr Edward Lawson 

Endorsed by: 
_Q11enti11 Kopp, Supervisor 
Jol,11 Molinari, Supervisor 
Lo11il'e Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol R11tl, Silver, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, Supervisor 
Roger Boas, Chief Administmtivc Officer 
George Christopher, Former Mayor 
John Barbagelata 
Gorc/011 La11 
A /free/ Nelder 
Ronald Pelosi 
Peter Tamaras 
Thomas Me/1011 
lela11cl lmarus, Chnirmnn Mayor's Select Commillec 
Lo11is Batmale, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College 
Marvi11 Cardoza 
Rinaldo Carmazzi 
Bill Chester, Lubor Consultant 
William Dm1er, President Chamber of Commerce 
Je:,:i fatei•a, Publisher Mnbuhay Republic 
Jim f/er111a11, President ILWU 
Mrs. M11y/i11 Low 
Cyril Mag11i11 
Lloyd Pflueger, General Manager, Downtown Association 
Leo11arcl Rogers, President Western Merchandise Mnrt 
Albert Sm1111el1·, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C. the charter amendment 10 consolidate 
the City's convention facilities management operations 
in one department, is a step in the right direction 
towards efficiency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective. efficient and economical operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's attraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would be in a better position to max
imize the use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduling and staff utilization. Convention and trade 
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

agement and staff to coordinate their activities and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as "a catalyst 
for the generation of employment for city residents 
and for millions in local tax dollars. Proposition C 
will ensure that these facilities can meet those cxpcc
wtions. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by:-
S11per1•isor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph lanKdon 

Ar9umcnts printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and ha1re not been checked for accuracy by any official a9ency. 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEAL TH ADMI.NISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

Shall Director of Publlc Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com
munity health ·program, and an admlnl1trator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all exempt 
from clvll service? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from .the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition o· would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors · and the administrator of Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as. San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed , Charter amendment be adopt· 
ed. 'in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease. the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agriculturul Department; Health Advisory Board; and 
Coroner's Office. 

The functicins, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction or the chief ad

_ministr'ative -officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees clrnrsed with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, sh11II subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: . 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the Junctions and personnel of the •offices of registrar of 
voters, re~ordcr, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
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. ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status appointed to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
· the director of- public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi-
tal administrator. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the director of public health to have the 
power to appoint three deputy _directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 
the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Brill 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don 1-Ioranzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. J 1 ). 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an-

.nual appropriation ordinance. . · 
Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 

and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation or central 
garages and sh?ps, and ~hall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the oflice of the ri~lll-of-way agent and 
also. th~ control, management and lea.sing of the exposition 
aud1tonum. 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 80) 



FOUR-PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

.ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter. Amendment will not add any addi

tional positions, change any salaries, or increase 1iny 
costs. 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level aclministrators has · 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. · ' 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suiwble persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified . candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart-
ment, and the City at large. , 

In other major City Departments, 
port, Public Utilities Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol R111'1 Silver 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
/Jarry G. Drill, Supervisor 
Ella Ifill IJ111ch, S11pervi.l'or 
Nancy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Dori.I' Ward, Supervisor 
Rt>gerBom, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Silverman, Director of Health 
P<11ricia M. Fo11g, Member, Co1111m111ityAdvisory Board, SFGII-

AffirmmiYe Action Officer WBSIIA Govtrning Body 
E110/a M. Maxwell, Ex•lJirector Potrero Hill Neighborlroo<I Center 
Yori Wac/11, Executive Director B11chanllll YMCA 
Margllrete Co111101/y 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member A,Jvisot')• Dmml, SFGJI 
Shir/eyJ011e.1· Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Ce11ter 

011tpllliefl/ l111prove111e111 Progr(IIIIS, /11c. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enrica A. l/lba/a, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Cell/er 

011tpatie11t l111proveme111 Progmms, l11c. 
Arthur. Lm/11111, Clwir111a11, Mellllll Health Advisory Bollrd 
Eli:abetll B. De11ebei111, Co1111111111i/y Me11tal lle/llti, AdviJ·ory 

Bo11rtl Me111/1er 
Thomas J. Me/1011, Former CA 0 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Cha11cel/or, University of California S.F. 
Tltomas W. Gwyn, Director, Public Service Progrc1111.1· 
l/. B. F/1/rly, M.D., U11/versily of Califor11/a S.F. Associate 

Dean, SFGI/ 
Do11lll<I L. Fi11k, M.D., Chief. Medical St,tff SFGII 
Selig Gellert. M.IJ. 
Judge Dorothy Vrm Beroldi11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now, that this ·proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and· would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid nnd all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measul'e to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is anothel' a1tcmpt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again. and 
again. Voters should say loud and cleal' that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Mm;r;aret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Ap.ply for Your Absentee Ballot-Early 
See the inside back cover 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC' HEALTH ·ADMINISTRATORS 
. · PROPOSITION E 

Sball the Admlnl1trator of San Fra111clsco General Ho1pltal -appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll 1ervlce 1tatu1 for pre1ent 
holders of 1ald po1ltlon1? 

Analysis.--
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

. 
. THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 

· health appoints the .administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt · from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Pro'position E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to_ appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on '' E'' 

(.:ity Controller John, C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter· amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in

.. crease nor decrease the cost of government."· 

TEXT•OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-focc 
lypc; deletions are indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). ' 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory lioai'd; 
and Coroner's Office · 

The functions, activities und affairs of the city and county
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees charged with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subl'ect to the provisions of 

. section 11.102 and section 3.501 of i 1is charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall• include 
the functions and personnel or the offices of registrar of 

. voters, recorder,. public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrntive officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
28 

persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the administrator of San Frandsco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
to~s for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: . If you vote No, you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital _to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators . 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: _Supervisors. Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin_ 
Kopp (Dist. 10). 

m:1y remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneY,s _as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel or the bureau or sur.plies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation or central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of sur.plies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ,of the oflice of the ri$ht-of-way agent und 
also. th~ control, management and leasing or the exposition 
aud1tonum. 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
functlons and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor ?f. pu~lic works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
adm1mstra11ve officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 81) 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC HEAL TH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YESON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level s'taff to assist them 
in providing the. finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire · 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important reso'urces. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
SupervisorJolm L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
H11rry G. Brill, Supervisor. 
E/111 Hill H11tch, Supervisor 
N11ncy G. W(lfker, Supervisor 
Dori.1· W(lrd, Supervisor 

Roger BollS, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Silvemum, Di.rector of Health 
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board. SFGH -

Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Governing Dody 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wac/a, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
M11rgarete•Co11nolly 
Felix Agcaoili, M:D., Member Advisory Board. SFGH 
ShirleyJ011es Rliocles, Exccutivc Director S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Vert1 M. Rl11e 
Enrica A. Z11b11/a, Bourd of Directors, S.F. Mcdicul Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. . 
Arth11r latha11, Chairnrnn, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Elizqbeth B. Denebeim, Community Mcntul Health 

Advisory Board Member · 
Thomas J. Mellon, Former CAO 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Tho11111s W. G11:n1, Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fair~\', M.D., University of California S.F. 

Associate Dean. SFGH 
. Dona/cl L Fi11k, M.D., Chief. Medical Staff.SFGH 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
J11clge Dorothy Voll Beroldi11gen 

ARGUMENr AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator , of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and fire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrators al, the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
all highly paid. 

In the past two years, more than JO new positions 
with salaries of $22,000-plus . have been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the department's · 
major functions - mental health and the San Pran
cisco General Hospital - have been. under allack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year, the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and. Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisoi• Q11e111i11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lan,:_don 

Arguments. printed on this page are the opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Franciaco neighborhooda. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaiton trabajadoree en laa urnaa oloctorale■ 
de muchoa borrioa en Son Francieco. Pre1entoH 

ohoro en el cunrto 155 del City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for offlter1 and membera of fire fighting ~ompanles, except arson 
lnve,tlgatora, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hour, except In case of a conflagratlon, dlsa,ter or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consecutive houri? · . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The chartet states that 
members of the San Francisco Fire Department 
may work no more than 14 hours in -a shift and no 
more · than 48.7 hours in a week, except in cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift, which was passed· by 
the voters in 1975, has never been put intq effect 
because of court litigation. Firefighters and officers · 
now work 24-110ur shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Pr~position F would change the 
charter and set 24-hollr work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on_ the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would neither increase nor· de

. crease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-foce 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). . 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of department shall recommend and • the fire 
· commission shall provide by rule for work schedules or 

tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the · 
several ranks of the fire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
sucti officers and 111embers shall not exceed 48. 7 hours. All 
tours of duty est11blishcd for officers 1111d members assigned 
to the fire fighting eompanics 1111d · firefighting uuils excepting 
the nrson 'invcstig11tion unit, sh11II start 111 eight o'clock A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency rec1uiring the members of the department 
to renrnin on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shtlll be required to work more than. twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration·, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden 111111 unexpected emergency of 
30 

and 'officers. The 48.7 hour work week would 
remain in effect, except in cases of sudden, unex
pected, and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
San Francisco firefighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts, for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want San 
f:rancisco firelighters and officers to work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted on "f." 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as foll'ows:' 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1 ), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molim1ri (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. I l ). 

·u temporary nnture requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty oflicers and members of the uniformed 
force of the departmen1. Officers and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief' of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the limitntlon of 48.7 hours in nny 
nomml work week nor lwenly-four consecutive hours. Each 
such officer and each such member shall be entitled to lll 
least one ( I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 82) 



FIREFIGHTERS· WORK SCHEDU.LES 

. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important part of our fire

fighting organization· - the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters, an_d the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. The Proposition itself is 
lengthy, .but. the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the Fire Department has been us
ing for more than twenty years, and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked- will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of fire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who :ire responsibile for administering and 
managing the Department are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F, present Ian-

\ 

gu<tge in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat•. 
ed and highly-motivated firefighting organization _is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department administrators the 
tools necessary to . continue providing. excellent lire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
J/e11ry E, Berman. President 
fire Commission. 
J11c111ita Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner, 
Robert Nicco 

. Fire Commissioner. 

Curtis McClain 
Vice Prcsicfont 
Fire Commission 
1l1111e S. J/owde11 
Fire Commissioner. 
A 11drew C. Cciiper 

· Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "f" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975: the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 

· Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers 
and the lire lighters. 
· As of this date, al1110st 5 years later. to placate 

powerful political groups, Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kepi this law from going 
into effect. Among the spo,nsors and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before !he voters al the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
stein'~. Morris Bernstein. and. at the recommendation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters 1-landbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour 
shifl was an important rel'or111. Now. they have l1ip 
/lopped and 11re in support of this repeal of their law. 
Arc they being honest or arc !hey following the well 
travelled path of expediency'! 

VOTE NO ON "F", 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still valid. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month i'nstead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

to fight Ii res. 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will 1101 have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain 'is absent. his slot is filled bv a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at captain's pay. ·But 
the lieutenant's job then has to be filled through 
another "move-up". and so on down !he line. 

7. Firelighting by commuters will be reduced. 
Because of' their 9-day work month. firemen still l'.om~ 
mute from distances in excess of 100 miles. 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari have playeJ the same game 

with your voter mandated rrevailing rate law. They 
ignore it. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

J"hn J. Barbagelata 

Arguments printed on this page ore the opinions of tho authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION ·f 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition 'F . is another back-doo~ deal faced by 

the people of'San Francisco. 
, In 1975, you, the ·voters, amended 'the Charter to 
delete a detail, which .should not have been in ·the 
Charter in the· first place. that· required all work shifts 
lbr firefighters to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Qernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponso~ed by . then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Super.visor J~hn 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa
tigue -in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The voters agreed . with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently .. there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48.7 
hour~. at a time, when most other fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firefightt:rs costs taxpayers 
$2,000JJOO. A reduction from 56 hours to 48.7 hours 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs per 
year for the San Francisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48~7 work week. with. the recom
mendation of all members of the Board of Supecvi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work 
shift. . '· 

N,ow, the proponents want to reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But 
there is no . willingness on their part to accept any 
change in the work week - not even to base the 
work week on that of other California fire depart
ments upon which San Francisco firefighters' salaries 
are based; All of those cities _ except Oakland have a 
56-hour·week. · 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and shifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal, and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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After you have moved , phone us 

, f\.)1) 
We will mail you a registration form to fill out & mail back . , ~~ 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEAL TH BENEFITS 
\ PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the aoard 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary. or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
p9wer to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on .. H" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition H:. · 
"Should tire proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 
the maximum amount of which could be $3,765.000. 

"But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend- . 
ment ,to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
9f government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34' 

HOW TO USE 

\ 

time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on "H" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 

the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Disi. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). · 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. !). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

2 

~ 

Q- -Q 
,v ~,... i' 

THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 U■lng both handa, insert tho ballot cord oll tho wov into tho Votomotlc. . 
Slap 2 Bo sure tho two slots in tho and of vour cord fit down 911or tho two rod pin■, 
Stop 3 To voto, hold tho voting instrument •troloht up. Punch otralghl through tho ballot cord for tho 
condidoto• of vour choice, Do not uaa Pan or Panell, 
Stop 4 Voto all PDOOD, 
Stop 6 Altar voting, romovo tho ballot cord from tho votomotic. 
NOTE: If you moko o mistake return your ballot cord ond obtain onothor. 
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· TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMINT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION .H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes· vote 9n Proposition 1-f will permit long~term, 

temporary. employees to receive health care benefits. 

Cµrrently, some .5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive· no health care 
benefits or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will al.low the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of·years a tempor
ary employee must . be employed before they can 
qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

·The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
. pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 

This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. " 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy q. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Word 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Harr)' Brill 
Peter Ashe 
TomScon/011 

Keilh Eichman 
Leroy King 
Pat Jackson 
Bill Kraus 
Bill Mallen 

Tim Twomey , 
Phil Ke,1r11ey . 
Vince Cllltrt11ey 
Bill Bradley 
Carol Ruth Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred · 

ARGUMENT ·AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health 'service bei:ielits. But this measure 
raises two other questions, 

First, why does ~an Francisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 in a workforce. of 
28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5.000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees are hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. not just those with a "min-
imu111" number of years employment.· · 

Second. how can the City afford the costs of this 
proposal? Health benetits cost the City $44.50 a 

. month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 

: the City (and taxpayers) more than $3.765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time. 

Another prpposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment allowing - temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system, as opposed to paying for individual 
health plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submitted by: 
Supe1·visor Quemin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Marf!.aret Q. Warren 

Argumenta printed ~n this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 
NOTE: Additions or· substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 

type; deletions nrc indicated · by ((double paren-
theses)), 1 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. · 

A health service system is hereby estnblishcd as a depnrt• 
ment of the city and county government and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
inclusive. Said system .shatr be administered by a board to 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist of all permanent emritoyees, which shall 
include officers of the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Pi1rking Authority of the 
City and County of Sun Frarlcisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), and 11ll temporary em1iloyees with 
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more than such period of continuous service ns shnll be de
tcn1linl'tl by the Board of Supervisors by ordi1111nce. Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching of any recoi;
nizcd religious sect, denomination or organization and, 111 
accordance with its creed,' tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service board an affidavit stating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compensation cxeeds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise ftas provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The henlth service bonrd shall h11ve the 
power to exempt any pcrsou whose compensn'tion exceeds the 
amount deemed sufficient for self coverage and any person 
who othenvisc lms pl'ovided for 11dcqu11tc medical cnrc. 



SUPERVISORS' HEAL TH BENEFITS 
. . PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors ·become members of the Health Service Sys
tem? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 
Health Service system . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health-Service System. 

• THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
\ 

A NO V01'E MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the city Health Service 
system. 

Controller's Statement on • 1 I 1 1 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issueq the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 I'' 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch . (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 

, Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ), 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 

~ 

__ .IJ>:t!I workers a;e needed at the polls 

T -~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3 -Judges 

at each poll 

Salary '$32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFIT.S 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members_.· 

of the Board of Supervisors to ha_ve the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees.· 

Some Supervisors consider their work to be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which. they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
.penalized because they do not have another outside 
·job which p~ovides·health care benefits. 

According to the Controller, th~ total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members ·of the Board of Supervisors are-· 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Argumonta prlnt.ed on thla page are the opinion• of tho authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11dded 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

Workera are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co neighborhood,. 

Apply .now In room 155, City Hall 

8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supervisors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8.420 of this 
charter or 11ny other provision of this charter to the con._ 

· trary, members of t11e bo11rd of supervisors shall ~ members 
of the San Francisco City and County He11lth Service Sys

. tcpt, 

Se nec11it1n tr1b1Jadore1 •n 11• urn11 electoral11 
de mucho• barrio• en San Franclaco. Pr•••nte .. 

1hor1 en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 
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OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

,·with all-the items that go into this pamphlet, it;s possible we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 · 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & ~rogress 

(Look under "official advertising") , 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 
PROPOSITION J . . . 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual 9ro11 
salnry of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the I I members of the Board of Super- . 
visors at $9600 .a year. The salary of the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a year. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition ,J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 

. percent ofihe mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on 11 J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: • 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you voit' yes, you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year lo 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15,677.50. 

A NO voi:E MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salar,ies to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors Voted on "J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John, Molin
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. 1.0) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVISORS' .SALARIES· . ', ' 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
VOTE YE_S ON PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustment for the Board of Super
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation. has been 144% since 
that time, with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 
will buy $3.~24 worth of 1980 goods and services. 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay at 25% of the· 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and fair, The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - who have to support' themselves by working 
:__ to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" app~oach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has ifuportanl advantages: · I-) it was estab
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political 

· favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted by , the voters in I 976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has· had no salary in- _ 
crease - · since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-five 
(1965). No other San Francisco county administrator. 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient, can say the same. 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

San Francisco· pays its· Board of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries• range from $32.456 in San Mateo County fo 
$13.524 in Solano County. 

The raiiure of Supervisors' salaries · to keep pace 
with inllation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time . to maintain outside sources of 
'income, while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time, · 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply . in . debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur becaus_e he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative _duties. 

No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there W$!re no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

. i ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
·. I 

San Francisco's Supervisqrs are not paid .a fair 
,. : wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 

incr~asc. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

C<1r<1I Rlll/i Sill-er 
Doris M. Ward 
Na11n1 G. Walker 
Jo/111.l. "Moli11<1ri 
Ella I/ill l/11tch 

. . I/cirri• G. Brill 
Do11 )Jom11z11 

Deborah R. Rohrer 
Priscilla A /exC11uler 

• D.J. Sovigro 
Eric.Crawm 
Rich llm"L's 
Lydia s: S,111 Filippo 
Caroh'II Reith• 
lilli11i1 Si11g . 
Terrence R111111 
William n;//dle1• 
Jame.1· Mici,,w{ Moore 
Ric/1<1rcl Martin Schlackman 
Ti11101hy R. Wo!freo 

/Jr11ce Goranso11 
M ,irk Forre.wr 
Tht!lma Ca11a11,111gh 
Gorc/011 A r111siro11,: 
/Job l11rie 
B11rb,m1 Amato 
Dm•id Foll'ler 
Mic/we/ C/11111 
Andrew C. Cw11er 
)1111/ce /\-liriki/1111i 
-Cecil Wi//imm 
Ed1111rdo S1111clow1/ 
Bob JJ11st11111ente 
Fred Mariin 
Ch11ck Brrer 
Wilber Jl~11nillon 
Wallace Siokes 
Sr1111 S111ir/l 
Reel Korn1111 
John Squire 

Joan M. Graff 
Lincoln Chu 
AllllumyJ. Tllor111i11c1 
A r1l111r R. Sie,:l 
Don JJ, K<11es, Jr. 
Jon K111tji11<111 • 
John (''Jack•~ Tmjil/o 
Linda Post 
Vincent James Co11ru1ey 
E1oe/1'11 Wilson 
u,;!'' Kin,: 
Jeff Brown 
Tem1 lled11wml 
Keir°I, Eichman 
Bill Kraus 
Bill M11/le11 
Tim Tll'o111e1• 
Joan Dillon· 
M1111ra Ke11/e11 

Ja111es Core/lJuscl, 
Peter As!,,• 

P1111y Prato 
Her111a11 Gallegos 
l't11JackJ·o11 
Carl Williams 
Jol,11 J<1cobs 
Me/ioin lee 
J//ck Crowle11 

llaro/d Yee· 
Gmnl M tke11.1· 
Bob Barn• 
Andv K11tte11 
Riciuml Golcl11111n 
Willi<1111 Co/1/e111z 
B;•rr)11 lidecker 
J11cksm1 Sc/111/r: 
Jolin Kmifi11,111 
l'mr/a C. Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Ke1•in' F. Shelley 
An1111 Darde11 
Ros11/i11d Wo(f 

' 

I 
I I 

Arguments printed on this pago aro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not b_eon chockod for accuracy by any official a9oncy. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors lo 
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumven·t the 
City Charter. which riow requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J · 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 

· .proposing this measure arc trying lo follow the lead 
,of other groups of City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically, in the 
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a ''formula." which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. 

There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there are 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

the City. In 1965. when salaries were increased; 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 196S to 
642.400 in 1979. 

_In 1965, the Supervisors had no personal office 
aides. Since then, the positions of administrative assis
t.tnt und stenographic aide, one each for each Super
visor. have been created. cosling taxpayers $400.000 
per year in salaries and fringe benefits. 

The City is facing a dire financial crisis. Depart
ments are being forced to cut their bud.gets and 
reduce services. Proposition .I flies in the face of this 
reality and is thewrong idea at the wrong time. 

Subiniued by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Pau/Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the aut!,ors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-f11ee 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parent'he
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts, 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the .board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) ec111nl · 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the 11111111111 gross snhtry 1111id 
to tf1e in11yc1r, exclusive of benefits per year and each shall 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
of/ive thous11nd dollars ($5,000). 

The cit,y and county is hereby divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977, and continuing thereafter until new districts are 
established as hereinafter sci forth. such districts shall 
be· used for the election or recall of the members or 
the board or supervisors,· and for rilling any vacancy 
in the office of member of the board o( supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper
ate to abolish or terminate the term of office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the term of office for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts. as established herein, shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocenn and a stri1ight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street; thence northerly along Stnnyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly. along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard; thence northerly along Arguello 

· Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with the 
shoreline of the Pacilie Ocean; thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com
mencement. Unless spccilically designated to the con
trary. all references to streets. and boulevards con
tained in the forc~oing description shall refer to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards, respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVJSORIAL DJSTR/Cf. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city :ind county corn0lc8d
mencing ,1t the point of intersection of the shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary of tl{c Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point of iiltersection with Ar
guello Boulevard; thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard; thence easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street; thence easterly 

' (Conti1111ed 011 Page 82) 
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RETIREMENT" HEARING OFFICERS 
. PROPOSITION K 

Shall dlsablllty leaves, dlsablllty retirements or death a·llowances be heard by a hearing 
· officer employed und~r contract by · the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
. · procedures? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firefighters and certain other city employees for dis

. ability leaves, disability · retirements, or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
e_ment Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board .to employ 
a hearing ·officer to hear and determine requests for 

Controller's Statement on·' 'K" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. · it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION k 

NOTE: It is proposl!d that the following section be odded 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8,518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithstanding the 11rovisions of Section 3.671, sub
section (c) of Slaction 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8.516, 
8.547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8,586-4, 8.588-3, 8,586-4, or 
8.588-4, any application for disability leave, disability 
retirement, or death allowance made pursuant to· said 
subsection · of said sections of this charter shall be 
heard by a c1ualified and unbiased hcarinw officer em
ployed under contruct by the retirement board and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement board. The retirement board shall have the 
power to establish rules setting forth . the c11111lifications 
mul selection procedure necessary to appoint II quali
fied and unljiased hearing officer. Following public 
hearing, the hearing officer shall determine whether 
such application shall be grunted or denied. 

All expenses relating to processing and adjudicating 
the above applications, including but not limited to the 
cost of hearing officer, legal, investigative, nnd court 
reporter services, shall be paid from the compensntion 
fund. 

At any time within thirty (30) dnys after the service 
of .the hearing officer's decision, the 11pplic11nt or any 
40 

disability leaves. disability retirements, or death. al
lowances; 

· A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on I 'K'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne . 
.(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). · 

None_ofthe Supervisors present voted No. 

other 11fTectl>d party, including the retirement system, 
. may petition the hearing officer for a rehenrln·g upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other: 

11. That the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision w11s procured by fr11111I, 
c. That the evidence docs not justify the decision. 
d. That the petition has discovered new evidence 

11111terial to him, which he could not, with reason
able diligence, have discovered and produced at 
the henring. 

Upon the expiration of thirty (30) dnys after the pc• 
tition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is 
grunted, upon the expirution of thirty (30) days after 
the rendition of the decisioo or hearing, the decision 
of the he11ring officer shall be final. Such final deci
sion shall not be subject to amendment, modification 
or rescission by the retirement board, but shnll be sub-

. jcct to review by the retirement bonrd only for the 
1mrpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
and such finnl decision shull be deemed for 1111 pur
poses to be the decision of the retirement board .. 

The provisions of this section shall become operntive 
011 October !, 1980. 

( 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any other California city. . . 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote ·on disability claims of the/r co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to' be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of 
investments totalling nearly $ I billion (they are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, • dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case, the hearing officer will hold a public hearing, 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superio.r Court. 

At present. the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair, impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
p,tyers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e111in Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon · 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of. dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will, however, place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 

· an entirely new layer of government with an undeter
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is time that our elect
ed city officials start to • realize that our citizens want 
less government. not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high, bul you. the voter. substantially 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced. by great numbers. 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board, consisting of three city employees. three ap
pointees of the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been .entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type of process. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision of one individual would certainly 
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. Hebel 
Attorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the' authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT· HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

The authors of the cu_rrent Charter language 
governing the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and ,, 
democratic representation of the rightful parties at in
terest in the administration ·or the Retirement System. 
Employees. as the sole expressed beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair . representation by 3 of their 
own. while the City. unquestionably the major ben
efactor. has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting 
again.st the employee, which City employees have never 
questioned or contested, apparently the odds of 4 to 3 
are not enough. 

This proposal f~r an allegedly impartial hearing _of
ficer. to serve at the pleasure and on the payroll of 
the City. a method · unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which would- be disavowed· by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation. will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected · against the employee to 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder of their lives. 

The review of compensation for those in ·such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma-

. nipulation is treachery · and viola ti ye of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION "K ". 

Submiued by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee. S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K ·· 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're at it again! 

' The bureaucrats, never content with less government 
interference, want to ad~ yet another level of govern
ment lo our already overburdened system. This time 
it's .in the form of a hearing ot1icer for the retirement' 
board in San Francisco. 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
volers in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other' concerned citizen 
organiit1tions as well as by San Francisco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the· sys
telll. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire
ment board actions arc taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather than one individual. In fact. if any vote 
results in a tie. the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected. 

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff and overhead. are expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Ort1ce space. staff. equipment. 
health benefits. vacation pay. all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough o[ The present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. 1:0 provide an appeal ·process only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No 911 Proposition K. 

Committee For· A Sound Retirement System 
Leon Bl'tlscl1ern 

Argument5 printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been.checked for acfuracy by any official agency, 
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Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Francisco n~ighborhooda. 

~pply now in room 155, City Hall 



14 GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an' ordin• 
ance, pursuant to Ca!lfornla Public Utllltles Code Sections 99500 through 99509, impos• 
Ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
compres.sed natural gas when . purchased for motor fuel use) sold within. the City and 
County of San Francisco? 

Analysis 
· By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal a_nd state governments. The state Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 

,add a tax of one cent · per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public· transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks ,the voters if the city and county 
should add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor-

Controller's Statement on II L" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved. in my opinion. in and of itself, it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However. this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2,550.000 in additional revenues 
to the City ancl County of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every IOO feet of compressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES Von; MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city and' couniy to add a tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' L'' 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Eel Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist, 7). Don 
l-loranzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist, 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present votcp-No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Ear,ly 

See Page 95 
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:lC·GAS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

VOTE YES ON PROPOS~TION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway i_s an indis-
. pensable function of city government.· Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
California is sharply increa~ing. Approximately 600.000 
rides a day are logged on the Muni. So. too, are the 
costs of public transit increasing tremendously in San 
Francisco. Public policy, nationally, as well as in San 
Francisco. has placed public transit in a ,priority posi-

. tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public policy is the . principle of encouraging use of . 
public transit so _as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

· Since 1977, the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its people to add a 
penny a gallon tax tq gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will . 
mean an .estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for our 
Municipal Railway and help keep Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit .Muni riders and enhance energy, 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
P<lul Joseph L<lngdon 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have .not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

It'snot 
too late 

It's not too late to help your community 
get the funds it needs. 

It's not too late to answer the Census. 

\\e're counting on you. 
AllS\\lel"theCensus. . 

··~i.~. 

Census figures are used to 
determine the number of 
seats /or your State in the 
House of Representatives. , . 
And how $50 billion is going 
to b'e spent each year for 
social .services ,md public 
works including: 

Jobs 

Job training 
Low-cosl housing 

Aduli education 
Bilingu~I cdur,,tion 
He~lth services 
lJl,y rllrt! ccnll!rs 

Aid to the h,mdir.ipped 

St!nior ril 1?.l1ll pro9rd1ns 

Beller tr,msrorl.ition 
Police prolertiur, 

Bus11ws!:i dL1Vl'lopml1nl 

A Ce11sus 
quL1st1onni:1ire 
rel\\.'hed you 
by 11\dil 011 

M.irrh 28. 

Milil 11 h,,cl< 
lod,1y. Tlwn>'s 
still lmw lo 
he counll'd. 

Pie.1sc• fill i1 
IJUI rnmp\Pleiy. 
Th" 111for111,1111m 
1s slnrlly 
conhdl'nti,1\. 

Than!, you. 

We'n~ .:011111 hw on vou, 
Answer I he ccnshs. 

l'l•:NSllS'tkJ 



CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car. fares no.t .exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be deleted? · . · · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Canmittee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utiiities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on "M" . ' 

City Corttroller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be ·adopt• 
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could prepare . the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which, be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action, cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT Of PROPOSED' CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated 

! 
entllescs)) 

by ((double par-

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you waril 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railw~y fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on "M tt 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisor.s voted 11-0 

on the question cif placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker . (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 }. 

Norte of the Supervisors present voted No. 

, 3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

different management may use such tunnel, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for fiw consecutive 
blocks approaching each end thereof, each management pay
ing an equal portion of the expense for the construction, 
maintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 

:' (a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi- used by said ntilways jointly. The city and county in the 
i sions. limilations and restrictions in this charter contuined, operation of municipal rnilways may use any such tunnel, 
I shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and subway or _viaduct ellher singly or ,jointly with any privately 
! tracks; 10 permit two or more lines of street railways oper- operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
:

1

iating under different management to. use the same street, number of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and case of joint use -of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 

11

rcr.air of tf1e tracks and appurtenances used by the said the expense for the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
! railways jointly for such num5er of ,blocks consecutively. 1101 the tracks and appurtenances usl!d by said railways jointly. 
(fxceedin~ ten blocks; 10 regulate rates ?f speed and propose (b) In the conduct of the municipal railways thl!rc shall 
:such ordinances 10 the board of supervisors as arc necessary be maintain_cd and operated cable car lines as follows: 
;
1
10 protect the public from danger or inconvenience in the (I) A hne commencing at Powell and Market Streets: 

!operation of such roads. thence along Powell Street to .Jackson Street: thence 
I\ No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the along .Jackson Street to Mason Strel!l; thence along Ma-
lcxclusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, son Street to Columbus Avenue; thence along Col11111bus 
'/11 or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or Avenue to Taylor Street: thence along Taylor Street to a 
!acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess- terminal al Bay Street; returning from Day and Taylor 
11-ncnt upon private property for such· construction or acquisi- Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

!'•: .. :~.:~::~. ~•:•.~_:::.:•il:::_"P~':_::~ .... -..... -·-·· ···-··----------~ -~::":::::~• P:::::1 __ 
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: CABLE: CAR. FARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVO~ OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are !he cheapest bargain in town. For 50 cents, tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most fainous rail systems in the worJ~. 

It's. a bargain for tourists, but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers. 

The Charter now prohibi!s the Pµblic Utilities Com
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for cable cars. 

Why should taxpayers• si1bsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00. iind tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$ 1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PRO°POSITION M 

These revenues also would co.uni toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox income ne.ces
sary to receive state matching funds. At present, the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenger fares. ' 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a specia11 

weekly cable· car pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

·VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisorl'. Donald Horanzy. 

Carol Ruth Silver 
Nanc:y Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY y·ou SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along th~se transit -lines· who depend upon them. 
to go Downtown. MUNI is· one system. Why single 
out these lines and:,not those with t{igher subsid_ies'? 

2. It taxes tourists and· resi-dents. alike. If the objec
tive is to soak iourists and n_ot residents, a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel ta·x is· more eflicien t. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels, not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. · 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In fact. MUN I's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable c_ars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal business. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. lt will probably require new, wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits. these buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to t1ow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers· arid has barely enough buses 19 meet present. 
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines. perhaps yours, have their· service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Frandsco's voters 
- not .by the votes of totirists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them· 
uj) as a .fake, an expensive gimmick run for the ben
efit of the tourist industry. 

Vol.e Noon Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakery. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel Klussmann, Chair 
The Cable Car Committee 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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CABLE. CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also stick San 
Friinciscans. The cable cars . arc used by many San 
Franciscans for their basic transportation and not 
everyone has a fastpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else · pay an extra · fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable car passes for residents, which wouldn't help the 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater 
percentage of expenses from fares than most b

1
us lines 

and already bring·up•the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label: Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a. rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

.Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M ! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

. Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 
San Franciscans· one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable· Cars are an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should 1101 be singled 
out to ~ost . twice as much as any other public Iran-

sportation. We urge ·a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Sc1uare A~socialion 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

Is your voting place at the top of a hill? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long h<>urs ? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. 

--~==~J . ~ 



AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 
PROPOSITION N 

Shall. 25% of ·non•alrllne revenues, or a. lesser percent as the Board of Supervisors shall 
establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City's In
vestment In the airport? 

·Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

I 

THE WAY IT IS. NOW: All the airport revenu.es are 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would change· the 
charter ~o use up ·to 25% of the airport's income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 

· Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport 

Controller',s Statement on 11 N'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed, Charter amendment be adopt· 
ed. in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
.crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
five percent (25%) . of the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections, this could amount 
to approximately $9,000,000," 

TEXT 01F PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Addition~ or substitutions arc indicated by bold face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren
theses)). . 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject io the budget and fiscal provisions of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com• 
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in 'the 
city and countr treasury to be known as the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shaft be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond ,or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Serarate accounts shall be 
kept with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be ·appropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
some of the money that is earned by .the airport to 
be us_ed for general city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 N'' 
Oil March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris W,1rd (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9),. 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11), 

None of the Supervisors present voted N·o. 

maintenance. and operation of airports and related facilities 
pwned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension churges und 
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may cs-

. tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds· created to secure revenue bonds hereafter issued by 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment ol principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction und replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required by any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

. (Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 



AIRPORT REVENUE ·FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing, not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which are 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines, not the pcopl_e of San 
Francisco. · 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submilled by: 
Dia1111e·Fei11stei11 
Mayor 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Oflicer 
Andrew C11Sper 
Fire Chief 
SamD11c<1 
Assessor 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Roi Okamoto 
Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
John Walsh 
General Manager, Civil Service 
Jol,11 Fra/1/z 
City Librarian 
Mike lle1111essey 
Sheriff 

Cornelius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smith 
District Attorney 
Jeff Brown 
Public Defender 
Mervyn Silvem1<111 
Director, Public Health 
Ric/um/ J/e111h 
Director, Airport 
Tom M<1ll01• 
Director. llecrea lion & Park 
Wilbur II 11111il1rm 
Redevelopment Agency 
Edwin Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services 
Arthur C. T<1111owJr. 
Pacific Telephone 
W<1lter II 0<1dle 1• 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial crisis . is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't• there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by -our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of· the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and .on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service' would balance 
the budget. 

There is a _sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the po_or, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would .suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11r11ie1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociation, Locul 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
M"llie J. J11ckso11 
lnternutionul Vice President 
lntcrnationul Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1l'li11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell 
Laborers, Local 261 
TimothyJ. Two111e;• 
International Vice President 
Service Employees 

Ar9ument5 printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

"RGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITiON N 
Proposition N would allow the City to take advan

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from · the money it raises by charging airlines and· 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges the following year. 

Proposition N wouid allow the transfer of extra 
funds from non-airline revenues into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental agencies, food and maga.zine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo County 
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way: · 

Proposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. 

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be 
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing ·not. at the taxpayers' ex• 
pense. 

. Vote Yes on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervis-or Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Don Haranzy 
S11pervisorJolz11 Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism, organized labor, the airlines 
and. ultimately. the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid off. More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented, The mQdernization and 
replacement program . now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted, resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent ·of recent mandates 'for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce· other soul'ces of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San · 
Francisco's tourism. the city's number one revenue 
and job produce/', with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. 

For the past seven years. cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by ,the airlines -· al no cost lo the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could .affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
l'isking placing the financial burden of underwriting 

· on the taxpayer, 
The airlines already pay $2 million per year lo the 

City, $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes, and 
their landing fees have never been reduced and are 
now among the' highest in the U.S. 

Furthel'more. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility of the .caxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. Ri•tm 
Californiu Cublic Affairs Coordinator 
AirTrnnsport As.1oci111ion of America 
Gregory P. l/1irs1 . 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Llo)'fl A. l'jhll'ger 
General Mnnugcr 
Downtown Associalion Snn Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page aro tho opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by o.n)' offldal agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 
PROPos,,I0N 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be ·amended by lmpo1ln9 an addltlonal tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotels In the City and County of San Fran
cisco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: People who occupy guest 
rooms in· San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 
8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75.% 
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 0: 

."Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5.000.000 to the General Fund.'' 

TEXT QF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART III. ARTICLE 7, OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502,5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS. AND PROVIDING· FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 5fl2.5 Imposition of 11 one l\nd thrcc-(ourths pcr
ccntmn (1.75%) sm·chargc, There shall be an addith)flal tax 
of one and three-fourths percentum ( 1.75~;.J on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a· hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco ·on and after July I, 1980. 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or falls due on either 
a weekly, monthly or other term basis. the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
eight percentum (SW) herein imposed to the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: lf you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to be raised from 8% to 
9.75% an~ you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at 8%. 

How Supervisors Voted on "O" 
On March · 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing. proposition O on the· bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed· Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 

· 11 ). . 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of eight percentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposccl to the extent that it covers any por
tion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby. 
Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon ap'plication therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not inteno to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject mailer of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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ARGUMENT IN FAYQR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

San Frani;isco must shift a great'er portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "0" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's 'hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come to stay with us for short periods 
of time, not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "0" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's .treasury for essential city services. 

' Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and tire protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind of health. library and re
creational services which we believe the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Budget ct1ts have eliminated any relJlnant of fat in 
, the qty budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bon·e of essential indispensable. day~to
day services. 

Proposition "O" is one of the ·ways in which we 

can generate funds from non:residenls. It is an inte
gral part of a totat revenue progr/lm, Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City.· The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. Th.is is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your support 

The Constitution requires an. affirmative vote of two 
· thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "0". The business_ community. including the hotel 
industry. and organized labor support Proposition •~O". 
A vote for "O" is a vote to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

R1iger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
A11drew C,uper, Fire Chief 
Sam Ducfl,, Assessor 
John Frantz, City Libmrian 
Arthur Tt1111ow, Jr .. Pllcific Telephone 
W11lter Hoadley. V.P .. Bunk of Amcricu 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The , reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police, lire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood .and civic leaders, as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi-
tion 0. · · 

Constantly · increasing inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13. leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced al the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken 10 cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way can 'the City escape the need for additional 
revenue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have· to pay. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors, as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submitted by Supervisor Louise JI. Renne 

John C, Moli1111ri 
llt1rr11 G. Drill 
Do11·Jlorrmzy 
Nancy G, W//lker 
Dori.I' M. W11rd 
Ella Iliff f/111ch 
Ed1w1rrl l11wso11 
Endorsed hy: Sun Francis'co Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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-HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O ' will establish · a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the exi_sting 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5, 
million which will go into the General. Fund to help . 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries, parks, police, lire, health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry does· not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares, Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 
Bruce M. Cowan, Attorney 
Irene Yo1111g, Jordan Park 
Anne Bloomfield, Pacific HeighlS 
Bert Schwarzsc:hild, Eureka Valley 
Beatrice Laws, Haight Ashbury 
Evelyn L. Wi/so11, Parkside 
Jerome Vail, Bernal Heights . 
A1111 Fogelberg, Co.w Hollow 
Carlo/le Maeck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clark, Cow Hollow 
R11tlr Grava11is, Glen Park 

Jude P. L11spa, Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
Elsa Straight, Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Market 
Toby Levine, Mission District 
Emllj 8011r, Twin Peaks 

· P,11 }le/toll, Bernal Heights 
Waller /'ark, Duhoce Triangle 
Stephen StratJon, Diamond Heights 
J11t111itc1 Raven, Monterey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial crtsts is rea·I and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of tl-ie City At
torney, coroner. commissions on human rights -and on 
aging, .emergency medical services - and right on 
throu~h 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus. service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-reside"ts who make extensive use of city 
facilities• - and taps new revenue sources. II seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel . tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MmtieJ. Jackson, International Vice President. lnternational Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mar/i11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111e/l, Laborers, Local 261 
Timot/ryJ. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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'RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 
PROPOSITION P 

Shall the basic cost of the Retirement' System be funded over the average working Hfe 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? · 

. · Analysis . 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY 11; IS NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
·ment fund for city employees. The amount i~ based 
in part on the ·average number of years employees 
work foe the city before retirement. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. Jhe city 

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the numbe_r of years the city . takes to fund 
the employee retirement system . 

. A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city· to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system. 

Controller's Statement on '' P'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow• 

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter ~mendment be adopt• 

ed. in· my opinion. it would not in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. sirice no additional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. · the 
Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which · are not provided from the normal con
tribution rates are paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average working career· of . the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should the Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries. 
the annual payments will be made uccording to the 
following schedule-of contributions: · , 

Ycur 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions. 
-Unfunded liabilities ' 

20-Year Method vs. Current Method 
20-Yeur EANC Melhod• Curren! Me1hod Es1imaled (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual lncreusc in 
Payment Amount Payme1i1 Amount Annuul Payment 

(in millions) (-in millions) (in millions) 

$ 61.1 
64.4 
67.5 
70.4 
72.9 
75.l 
77.3 
79,7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74,8 
72.2 
69,6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
(15.4) 
(9,8) 
(4,6) 

.3 
5,1 

10,l 

Year 

·9 
10 
I)· 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Yeur EANC Melhod• Current Mcrhod Estimated (Reduction) 
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amoum Payment Amount · Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions} 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24,5 
89, 7 60.3 29 .4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56.1 39,0 
98.0 54.1 43,9 

· 100.9 52.2 48,7 
!03.9 50.4 53,5 
107, I 48,6 58,5 
I I0.3 46,9 63.4 
113.6 45,2 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40,6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 · (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 (32. 7) 
31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30,5} 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3, I) 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
33( one )20Y . monih ears 

TOTAL $1.732,8 $1.732,8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at 6W, 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6~f 

per year to 3W over first 5 years. and remaining 
consJant at 3'Yr per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the active employee group renrnins stable 
year to year." · 
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RETIREMENT ·SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN .FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations are being reduced in annual installments. 

I 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the dt.'Clining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on, present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P does is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using tod,1y's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years, thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar its we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal does not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes the&e 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. · 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these . times of high inflation, we should make this 
change lo avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on·Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Bo,as, Chief Administrative Oniccr 
A11drew C(l.fper, Fire Chief 
Sum Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Wo~ks 
Jol,11 W/l/s/r, Geneml Manager, Civil Service 
J/1/rll Fr/lntZ, City Librarian · 
Mike /le1111essei, Sheriff 
Comeliw.· Murphy, Chief of Police 
,trio Smith, District Attorney 
Jeff Brow11. Public Defender 
Mervy11 Silverm<111, Director, Public Health · 
Richard He<1tll, Director, Airport 
T/1111 M"lloy, Director. Recreation & Purk 
Wilbur H/llllil//111, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony T"ormi11<1, Port Commission 
Edwin s,irsjiekl, Director. Social Services 
Ar1l11,r T/ltnow, Jr .• Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoaclley, V.P., Bank of America 

A·RGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON P 
Proposition P would allow the · City to do what 

prudent mani1gers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage or the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition· P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It takes advantage of 
the reduced costs today, :1.t today's dollar value. and 
pays it off at a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important to know that the past debt as a 
whole does not change, nor arc bcnclits affected. The 
City is no~ increasing or <lccreasing its liability tu 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay off this kind of 

debt over periods of al least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wise business managers stretch theirs out for 
extended periods of time i11 order lo generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Slibmitted by: 
Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Na1191 Walker 
Supen,isor Don Horanzy 
SupervisorJohn L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial crisis is. real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there .. 
We have to deal with it, one way or_~nothel'. 

One way to deal with it is. to slash. ·vital. needed 
community services. We could .cut in hijlf the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments: · 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer ,police, fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service w9uld balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - · big 
business, ·non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities. - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped -:- all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services .. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement .system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R .(parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). · 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney, E~ccutivc Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keil/, Eickme111, President, IL WU Warehouse Union No, 6 
Mt1llieJ. Jiu·ksm1, lnternutional Vice President, International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1rii11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Business Representative · 
Tl11101hyJ. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST 'PROPOSITION P 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to . a 20-year amortization · plan _is 
financial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81, will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was 011 the ballot in November, 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now, the same act'uaries 
claim there w,ill be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976, $_97.8 million was budgeted as the 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time. the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 

. debt is approximately $500,000,000! 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 

cumulative· payment will have been $1.749,340,000 as 
compared to a cumulative payment of $'1.333,999,000 

· in 20 years under the present system. Thus, tax'payers 
would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While in fiscal year 
1980-81. they say there ·will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million. they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed. there will be an increase· 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example. in the 16th year after 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
.taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial misnrnnagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amoiints of money after the first year si1ving:. and. 
make no mistake about it. there is· only a first year 
budge! reduction; after that. the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Argument5 printed on thl5 page are the oplnlon5 of the author1 and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agimcy. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX· 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expens~ Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the 8u1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to In• 
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in. San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
ta·x is less than $500. then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on "Q" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-· 
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16,850,000 Lo the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workere are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francleco neighborhood,. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaitan trabajadorea en lae urnae electorale1 
de muchoe barrioe en San Francisco. Pr11entHe 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

creases to continue after July I. 1980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEt\NS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on IIQ" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gr.oss receipts business tax. Since 
the t"'.o ballot 1neasures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one. 

This ·explains why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot: it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari, Renne, Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion or 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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PAYROll.AND·GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT .IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q will increas.e . the • gross payroll tax 
from I.I to 1.5 percent and make similar chimges in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs. 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses categorically arc 
exempt. Proposition Q .. will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $.17 million a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operate all libraries, more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for a 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measure.s in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs ·away. The fact is that we have had an increase 
in total employment in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing ~usincss here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business. supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing tire. police and other services. 

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business jo"ins San Ftancisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submillcd by: 
Dia1111e Fei11stei11 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
A,ulre·w Ca:.per, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities· 
Rai OkC1111oto, Director, Plunning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Pub.lie Works 
John WCIM, Generul Manuger, Civil Service 
John Fram:, City Librariun 
Mike Jfe111ie:.:1·ey, Sheriff 
Come/ius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith. Distrift Attorney 
Jeff Brown, Publ_ic Defender 
Men')'" Sifremum, Director, Public Health 
Riclwril lfrmh, Director, Airport 
Tom MC11/oy, Director, Recreation & ·Park 
Wilbur fJC1111ilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
To1111 Taormina, Port Commission 
Ecl1vi11 S11rsfle/d, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tatnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
WC1lter 1/oadley, Y.I'., Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
support for the Muni" through new fares. Now· busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase' 
the payroll tax from I. I ~f, to l.5~f. and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these tuxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly in10 the transit fund lo 
help offset the Muni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our. Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 
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NEIGI-IDORHOOD WOltKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

Bruce M. Coll'all 
Irene Ymmi: 
£ioe/n1 L. Wilson 
Jer,;11,e Vail 
A 1111e IJ/00111/ield 
Bert Schll'arzschild 
A 1111 Foi:elberg 
Willimn S. Clark 
Ruih Grava11is 
.l11de I'. /.a.1pa 
Dorice Murphy 
El.1-,1 Strait 
Frederick Brothers 
fobl' Le1•i11e 
Pm·11e1to11 
Walter /'ark 
Stephen .Stra/1011 
Fred W11i:11er 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hol101v 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal l-leighls 
Dubocc Trinngk 
Diamond Heights 
Anza Vista 



PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN·FAYOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
Thjs ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing es.sential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has weakened City 
buying power while. Proposition 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain· basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders. 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in culling some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is ,a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be pfoductive. 

Substantial. amounts of additional revenue are 
required. Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
million to City resources 'and go far in maintaining, 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Brill 
DonHoramy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't • there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. n~eded 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departmcn ts and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N · through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenu·e sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increused taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts 'in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system umortization): Propo· 
sition Q' (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage rcven ue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11el' 
Exccu1ive SccrelUry 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
tLWU Warehouse Union No, 6 
Mauie J. Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. M<1rti11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
/Job McD01111ell 
Business Representative 
Timothl'J, T11•011,e1• 
lntcrmitional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page Qre the opinions of the a11tl1ors and have not been checked for Qccuracy by Qny official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROS_S RECEIPTS TAX 

· ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 
The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 

November, 1978, it was· defeated nearly two 19 one. 
The reasons for voiing No on Proposition Q are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax, and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Fruncisco businesses at a compeiitive disad
vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect· in· 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other. types ilutt employed. primarily · blue collar 
workers .. 

Pr?position Q is a penalty on employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the 
most illogical kind. of tax · imaginable. What incentive 

. is there to create jobs in San Francisco, to initiate 
hiring programs, to bring businesses into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today, practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to. locate in S~n Francisco are giant cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition . .Q does not just affect businesses either. 
It's· a consumer tax because higher payroll or• gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of Proposition Q try. to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes-
sage voters' · gave government in 1978 stop raising 
taxes and -:ut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on thl1 pago are tho opinions of the authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART Iii, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR . INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-8 OF PART III, MUNICIPAL 
CODE. (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, !004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. , 
Be it ordained by' the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Pay
roll Expense Tux Ordinance) is hereby amehcled by amend

. ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 
Sec. 903. Imposition of Payroll Expense tnx. A· tux for 

general revenue purposes is .hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, Imes, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services· in whole or in part within the City .and County of. 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such tax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (I%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; provided, that such tax shall be levied only 

sJ•pon that portion of payroll expense which is attributable to 
""fhe City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; 'provided further that the amount of such tax com-
60 

mencing January I, 1977 shall bc one and one-tenth (I· 
l/l0th%) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax 
shall be ·one and one-half (I½%) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and onc
half (l'/2%) percent of the payroll expense of such person. · 

The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one 
(1%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (I%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax 
shall be levied only upon that port10n of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which arc attributable to the 
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth ( 1-1 / I $0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (l-l/lO%) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association_ by way of salary to those having 
an .ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be· one and 
one-half I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half (l'/2%) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way of salary to 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; prn-

(Co11ti1111ed 011 l'aKe 85) 
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PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of a parking space In parking stations? 

Analysis 
By· Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' iT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots, 

THE. PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change . the· 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent, to a total of25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on ' 1R" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

''Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my · 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase· nor 
decrease the cost of government. · However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional r:evenues 
of approximately $4J50.000 to the City and County," 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION (i02.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill. Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

· Sec. 602.5 lm11osition of n ten pcrccntum (10%) surchnrgc, 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percent um ( IO'J/,) on 
the rent of every occupancy of parking srace i_n a parking 
station in the City and County of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total tax on the rent of every oc
cupancy after the effective date of this surcharge shall be 
twenty-live percent (25%). 

When rent is paid. charged. billed or· falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge •an adclitional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots, 

A NO VOTE MEANS: tf you vote no. you do not 
want the. city lo increase its parking tax·. 

How Supervisors Voted on .. R" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 

on the question of placing proposition R on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Britt .(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10). 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid. 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
fifteen percentum ( 15%) herein imposed to the .ex ten I that it 
covers any portion of the period .prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of fifteen percentum (15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that II covers 
any portion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling 
within said periods to the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Col
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall he deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including,· 
but not limited to, raising the rate or taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge. or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. · 

61 



I 
'I, 

I 
I 

: 
I 

I I 

i 
','I• 

! \ 
I 

I 
I I 

I 

I 

PARKING TAX· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
I 

Vote Yes on Proposition. "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others , who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair share 
·of the City's·costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate the 25% parking 
· tax we once had cou·ld add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order to maintain 
fire, police. health, and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtown parking is· equal· to one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
m:ore than enough to pay _this year's cost of the up
keep ofGo!den Gate Park. 

. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITIONl'R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more .. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas, this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive t_o 
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On the other hand. the $4 
million that Proposition "R" will raise for the City 
can i keep 100 San Francisco police officers· on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part of a fair. balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by_ organized 
labor, by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups, as the be~t alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. . 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submilled by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger8{)(1s 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Cor11eli11s Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew Cusper 
Fire Chief 
Ario Smith 
District Attorney 
JeffBrow11 

1 Public Defender 
Sam Duca 
Assessor · 
Mervy11 Silverman 
Director, Public Health 
DickSklllr 
Director, Public Utilities 
Ricllllrd Heath 
Director, Airport 
Rcli Okamoto 
Director, Plunning 

Tom Malloy . 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Jeff lee 
Director, Public Works 
Wilb11r llamilto11 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Walsh · 
General Manager, Civil Service 
Tony Taorml,w 
Port Commission 
John Frantz 
City Librurian 
Edwi11 S11r.ljield 
Direi:tor, Social Services 
Mike 1Je11iie.rsey 
Sheriff 
Arthur T11111ow, Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley 
V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR QF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking taxes this measure would 
impo~e is reasonable, indeed. under the critical· cir
~umstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13, coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting th~ vital public services (like poli~e. fire. 
libraries and parks) the'people have a right to expect. 

Constant efforts to cut· governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher. tax. on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise .H. Renne 

John L. Moli1111ri 
IJ11rry G. Drill 
D011 /lor1111z11 

E/111 J/i/1 ll1i1ch 
N1111cy G. W11lker 

Endor:sed by: 
S1111 Fra11cisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The . City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 

can't make I it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way. to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 

· (Cominued) 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not been checked f~r accuracy by any official agency. 
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(argwnentfor "R", continued) 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
tignters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal ,vith the ·deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S, 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities -- and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped -- all those 
who would, suffer most from l.!xtensive cuts in city 

·services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O · (hotel tax); 
-Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Scrvke A~sociation. Local 400 
Keith-Eick111a11 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mell tie J. Jc1ekso,1 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Marri11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machi1iists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111el/ 
Business Representative 
Ti11u11h1•J. Tll'Olll<'I' 
lntern:itional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by. those 

who use the parking facilities and 60('f of these users 
are residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 
incre,ise the Parking Tax from I 5~I to 25r; which 
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user; not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF .JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. · over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a resu It oJ' this loss or 
employment. this tax was reduced lo IWi after its 
enactment by the same Board or Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax encourages people 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods .. 
thereby increasing parking conge~tion. a problem al
ready aggravated by increased gasoline costs which 
force people lo park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation. 

The impact or the increased Parking Tax on shop
pers will force them out or the City to seek free 
p,trking at shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re-· 
tail sales ror San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. but also to patients al hos
pitals and clinics and to students at fee lots on cam-
pus. _ 

San Francisco is the only City in the state .of 
California that has enacted a pa;·king tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submitted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

Endllrscd hi': 
Supervisor i,ilirnrd l.t111·.1·011 
Supervisor /Joris M. 1Vt1rd 
1./oyd ,.1, l'.//11,•g,•r, Retail Merdian ts A"lldalinn 
Teamster Unions: 
1-i't111k /II. /Jun, Local 665 
Jack II. /Jook1er, Local 278 
Jim Rourke, ll<"lirl'li, L,,cal 85 
D,11•id h". /'011•,•I/, Local 665 
.Imm·.,· H. Kincaid, I .ocal 241 
1-: '/110111as 1/ich,·1•, 1.oc:il 265 
/11(1(/t'/im• S11111t1:i.,·, Local 1/6() 

Ar9umonts printed on this pa90 arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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NONPROFIT· PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION S 

ORDINANCEs Shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to Include a tax of $250 per 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipts ~•. non-profit Garage Corporatlo(ls? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued. by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not taxed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to tax nonprofit garage ·corporations 
on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income, The money would go into the 

Controller;s Statement on "S" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol).pw

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S:. 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopied. in my 
opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However. this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately · 
$1.769.000 to the City and County," 

city's general fund. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 

· 25 percent gross recejpts tax, 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want the city to charge a gross receipts tax for 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S · Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed Oil the ballot · by a City. 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Dedar,ation of Policy oil the ballot. 

On March 2L 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE. 
PROPOSITION S 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY, ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS; PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-8 of Part Ill. San Francisco Mun
iciP.al Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
adi:ling Section 1004. 16 thereto, readirig as follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. No!1profit Garage Corporations. 

For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit gar
age· corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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Francisco in constructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporation has issued revenue bonds, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income tax 
and which bonds or a porllon thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation wluch receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a public off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engagecl in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing .contained herein shull reduce or repcul the San 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herein reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to 
any person who is not a "nonprofit garage corporation," 
even· if said person is an operator, manager or lcasee of a 
public off-street parking facility. 

Section 2. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become ef
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt appro
priate amendments to Article 128 or Part Ill, San Francisco 
Municip~I Code to implement the tax on nonprofit garage 
corpora lions. 

I 



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES-
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS 

Proposition S · will generate from city-owned garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Suiter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but · the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
gelling some return to· the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid. by. those who utilize . non-profit operated, city
owned garages where the charges are usually lower 
than they arc in competing private f'acilities. Proposi
tion "S" will ·make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you wiH get the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must. ·do their sluire. Proposition "S" is a part. of a 
broad. balanced package of revenue proposals. The . 
Muni fare increase. the business tax (Proposition Q) 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber · of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They aH agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boal·, Chief Administmtiw Ollicer 
Andrew C,u11er, Fire Chief 
Sam D11w, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Oka111010, Director. Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works 
John Wal.1·h, General Manager, Civil Service 
John Fram::, City Librariun 
Mike l/e1111es.1·e1•, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorncy 
Jejj'/Jrow11, Public Defender 
Men~•n Si/vemum, Director. Public Health 
Richard He,11!,, Director. Airport 
Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park 

. Wilbur l/a111111011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taonrii11a, Port Commission 
Eclwi11 Sarsfield, Director, Social Services 
Arih11r Tc1111ow, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Waller Hoadley, V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT JN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 
The City's financial cnsts 1s real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the s.ervices 
provided by our recrealion. health. library. and social 
service departments -'- it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cul in half the budgets of the City Al
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting . lhe 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and lhe 
Muni almost exactly in hair. Fewl.!f police, fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. . 

There is a sensible way 10 deal with lhe deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make exlensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. I I seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased laxes on the poor. lhe 

disabled, the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel lax); 
Proposition P (relirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax): 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vole YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111er 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
Prcsidcnl 
lLWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mauie J. Jackson 
ln1crnational Vice President 
lntcrnulional Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J./1. Manin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
/lob McD01111el/ 
Business Representative 
Ti111iHh1•.I. T11·0111e1• 
lntcrn,itional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT· PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT· IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & 5 

San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
.parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund. to support police, fire, parks,. libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPQRTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Broce M. Cowan 
Irene Young 
Evelyn L. Wilson 
Jerome Vail 

. Anne Bloomfield 
Bert Schwarzschild 
Beatrice laws 
N. Arden Danekas 
Ann Fogelberg 
Chai'lo11e Maeck 
William S. Clark 
R11th Gravanis 
Jude P, luspa 
Dorice M11rpliy 
Elsa Str(lit . 
Frederick Bmtliers . 
Toby Levine 
Pat Helton 
Wa/terP"rk 
Stephe11 Stratto11 
Jua11it11 Raven 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside · 
Bi=rnal Heights 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury 
Cow.Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 

. Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market· 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista · 

Araumontl printed on thl1 page are tho ~pinion• of tho authora and have not been checked-for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that ou~ city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. . 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be ·accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in Sari Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The.next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! · . 
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7-111 PM 
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11 AM-HM 
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\111111 ~ 1'1 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
. PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue· Bonds approved by I the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obllgatlon1 on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordln• 
ance? · 

Analysis 
· By Ballot Simplification Committ~e 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November· 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds by the city. The money from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back ihe 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on "T" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact or Proposition T: 
"Should the . proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 

opinion, in and or itself. it would neither. increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, if ~dditional 
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs. to 
the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: tr you vote yes you want the 
city to stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The ·Ballot 
Proposition· T was placed on the ballot ' by a City 
Charter provision . which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 

place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question or sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the ballot. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Que.ntin Kopp. Harry Brill. Ed
·Ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

Rj::SCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the Cit~ and County or 
San Franc,isco 

Section I. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated at 
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over 
the constructiondhasc of said project. 

The estimate · cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Recision. 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2, I 976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effeellve date of 
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstandin13 obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date of this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. Effective Dntc, 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF at a primary electio.n to be con
ducted on June 3, 1980. 

Section 4. Submittnl 
The above noted ordinance is hereby submitted to the 

electors at the primary election to be held on .June 3, 1980, 
by the undersigned members of the Board or Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section 9.108. 
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I SEWER BOND- RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project 
was $1.S billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated to . be $2.1 bll• 
lion,. with reduced standards. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent annually, the. actual cost 
surely will be higher. 

We were also told that the city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share · is 
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~ufficient · to pay our . share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE 'YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your .water bill 

is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that 
are sold, the higher your sewer service charge. Unless 
th!,! project is stopped, your sewer charge will be at 
least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of operating the system, ail of which must 

be paid by local residents. A "YES" vote on Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do we 

need to spend • Two Billion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NO!" It· can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 

. less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should· 
be· wasted on the present plan .. The only way to bring 
things to a halt and to put pressure on the federal 
and state .governments to adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

Supervisor John Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Britt 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped, Inc .. will 
ultimately destroy a ~pecial facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally' recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped, rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems. al
lergies, seizures and are extremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelander. M.D., Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her fingers in her ears and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV. 
radio, or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." · . 

The five years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to 
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which 
would be depriving these persons of their r.ight to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our l~andicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school, day care and socialization programs, but · 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals coine from all over the world to train here. 

There arc altcrnntivc designs and sites for the sewer 
plant, b_ut there are no alternative facilities for 1.300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national montiment 
to the handicapped. • 

Margaret B. Do1iglas 
Commissioner, Department of 
Social Services. San Francisco 
John L. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou Longino/Ii 
Board of Directors 

Argumont5 printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE \'ES ON "T" 
Vote Yes on "T" to stop tne uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over '$6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. It will tear up our· neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset Coalition . 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond . 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, Sun Francisco City and County 
&I Crocker, Vice-President, Haighl•Ashbury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Michael K. Wong 
Dennis and Margie Antenore 
Sue C. Hestor, Member, Democratic County Centrnl Committee 
Shari Man11 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 

. Cu/viii Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen L. Lipse/1, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 
Victor Honig 
Judy McCabe 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen. Pt111/ Berrigan, Rel,, Chair, Citizens Advisory Committee on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommittee 
Peg OTey-Elber/ing 
Citizens for Representative Government 
Dave Jacobs, Independent Marina Residents Association 
Peggy Kopmann 
Leo P. Balley, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
Larry Erickson 
San Franciscan Democratic Club 
Caron Wyland 
Carl H. Rush Ill 
Anna Darden 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
Patrick Walsh, Rossi Park Protective Association 
Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved, San Francisco would 
be going back on its word, rescinding the vote of 
November 2, 1976, when 71 percent of the Sari Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of, sewer bonds to 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES, A B'UJLDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND.THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes. the City would be in 
violation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overnows. The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system. and rescind the bond authorization, 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $10.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can line us $25,000 a 
day. 

· San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means r~imposition of a building ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before. from March 14 to May 19n 1970. and 
again from May 18 to November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That 111e:1ns the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs, in addition to 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 

1 project itself. It also means sewage will continue to 
pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A. vote for Proposition T is a meaningless vote. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass, the court could simply appoint a receiver 
lo take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counlies. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. ·The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project ,will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SA VE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dia1111e Fei11stei11 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 

Argument~ printed on this page arc the opinions af the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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SEWER -BOND RES.CISSION 

ARG~MENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T will kill San Fra~cisco;s sewage clean
up. We urge you t<;> vote "Nor:• 

San Francisco, right now, today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay _and onto ocean beaches .. 

What is . raw sewage? lt'.s polite name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your ·toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical wastes. plus rain 
water running down your street, plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. 

But the problem is: there Is no place anymore that 
is really "away." 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is. self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal. 
Clean Water Standards. The Federal and Stat~ 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy tines each time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

untH the City rever~es itself. again. · And tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when we 

· are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony. 
a majority of the B_oard determined that the program. 
constructed as planned; would be the best. the . most 
cost-effective · option to clean up our sewage. treat it. 
and pump the treated residue out into the deep 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976. San Francisco voters expressed a strong 
desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 
Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by· ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We 
urge you to rcaffirn1 the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol Ruth Silver. Supervisor 
John L. Molinari. Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor 
Ella Hill Hatch, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

San Franciscans voted overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the Board. of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the Qonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to tines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations · of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections. effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes· and of- · 
lice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime. inflation, higher interest 
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates a11 utter disregard for 
public health and for the need to protect the com• 
mcrcial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more than 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing locai control. It <;ould also result in the 
program being financed 100% by San .Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal govern men ls. 

Vote NO on Proposition T. , Let's end a decade or 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
ing the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Contractors 
Electrical Jnd11.~t1:J' Trust 
Operating Engineers local No. 3 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any ~fficial agency. 
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SEWER BOND· RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop·. T. 

In 1972 · the Board of Supervisors, pursuant to State 
and Federal law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972, the t'ax to fi. 
nance the wastewater p_rogram. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax, became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills .. People were · angry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the ·Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only 
now it had seen the light of day. 

In a effort to appeal to the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project: tried to cut 
off funding for the project: and tried blaming other 
governmental agen_cies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old. sewer project is going to be 
built: 

(2) the city has suffered two building b11ns: 
(3) that the cost of the project, as a result · of the 

delays. has escalated • from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
an~ is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have live supervisors who want us. to 
believe that if we· don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built: 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (to us) \1/,ill escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government 'now pays 87.s~; 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick· up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than tripl_e. 

Also, don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the ti111e 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more lo build than the one we have now. 

Dennis Bouey ' 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T. asks you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and O_cean. It would tlush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San Francisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of 
71 o/r of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the' Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
are sold. the Wastewater Program will come to a hall. 
but pollution will not 

San Francisco should ,111d must meet state and 
federal requirements to stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expected to fprcc the City to complete the 
project. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointing a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile, inflation will be at work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses, would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. If Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and at a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the work go on. Stop polh11ion of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

Lea1:11e of Women Voll'r.1· of San Francisco 
Shajier A1•en11e Co11111111nity Club 
Citi:ensjiir a /Je//er Elll'iron111en1 
FrieJ1d1· of the Eanh 
Katl,/een Van Vel1w, Exec. Direclor 
SaJ1 Francisco Eco/01:y Cemer 
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CORPORATE TAXA:TION INITIATIVE 
PROPOSITION V 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall ·the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively by 
larger buslnes1e1 at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be 
allocated for city, ichool and college district and housing authority services; requiring an 

· employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases In taxes and fees paid by residents? 

. Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
~ost of providing these services, it taxes several 
sources and it imposes special fees. The tax rates 
and special fees are set by the Board of Supervi
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a 
minimum percentage of the entire, tax burden. The 
Board· determines the amount of tax money needed 
to .provide services and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. ' 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporations and businesses .. These inc.reases 
would have to produce at least 60% of all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that 

Controller's Statement on ''V" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing siatemcnt on the fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

hShould the proposed initiative. measure be adopted. 
in my opinion. the cost of government would be in
creased by an amount · in direct proporllon to the rise 
in inllation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Buri.au of Labor Slatisti'cs. Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged l l .9r;f, 
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase to the current· cost of government of 
approximately $190.622.000 would result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes · paid by corporations and other business be
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall 
be not less than 60~; of all revenues from City taxes 
and user recs. This feature would not. in and or itself. 
increase or decrease the cost of government. It would 
have the effect of• increasing the taxes on business by 
approximately $144.321.000," 
72 -

year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New ·or increased taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at least 80% of the annual budget must 
be u_sed to pay for services to residents. The annual 
budget must increase with intlation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
60%. of r_evenues from all city taxes and fees to be 
paid by iarge businesses. You also want 80'Ji'. of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

How Proposition V 

Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V to be placed on the· ballot had 

'jualified· .and would be placed before the voters on 
une 3. 
Grass Roots Alliance. the proponents of' the initia

tive l1ad lilcd signatures with Kearney on Feb
rnary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14.060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE ·TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce. 'controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions. congratulates itself in .its own literature about 
how it ~as saved business over $100 millio~ by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this. the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervis~rs and other city officials. Between 
1972 and· 1975. it succeeded in preventing business tax 
increase measures from even c~m1ing before · the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

Tha_t $100 million could have gone II long way 
toward improving our schools, our henllh care, . and 
other public services, but instead it stayed in the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966. Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60% then. 
they" can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V". 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our own interests. against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time. 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Nancy Kel~v. Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Cor1,orntio11s Lie to You. Vote \'ES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES'? 

A. No. Big Business cnn afford to pny 60% of the 
tax 'share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based , corporations make enormous 
profits off local CL!stomers and the tourist industry. 
They will not give· up this market simply because of 
increased business taxes. Government· studies show 
taxes are not an important f'a(:tor in decisions by busi
ness as .to where to locate. Small businesses won't pay 
i111y more lax at all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES'? 

A. No. Big Business raises its prices all the lime, 
whether or not its taxes 'arc raised, Gas prices have 
increased regardless of public criticism and taxation 
proposals. lnnation is caused by the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans to get back some 
of that money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 213 VOTE'? 

A. Yes. S1111 Francisco possesses "home rule" taxing 
power. No 2/3 re<1atireme11t can therefore be imposed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted to San Francisco 
by the state constitution. No special voting require
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 requirement established by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "special" taxes: business taxes are not 
"special" taxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "tied 
up in court." Taxes can be collected even though they 
arc being challenged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must reso,rt to lies. Don't believe them. 
Vote YES on Proposition V. 

Submitled by: 
Gt11:1• Titus 
for The Grass Roots Alliance to Save Our Services 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this po9e are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE. T·AXATION INITIATl·VE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V would solve San Francisco's financial 
crisis. In this post-Proposition 13 era. with Jarvis II 
coming our way. our city faces an unprecedented· cri
sis. Our schools. hospitals. and parks · are already in 
desperate shape. · Proposition V woul_d provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V m~ans better services for the people 
of San · Francisco. It is the 'duty of government to 
.provide fundamental public services .to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality public health care. 
childcare. schools. housing. transportation. parks. fire 
and police protection. Proposition .. V" makes 'this pos
sible. at no extra co'st to the Individual taxpayer. 

_Proposition "V" would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that at least· 80% of the city's budget 
be spent on services, and requires the budget to. rise 
with inflation. Proposition "V" would· enable the city 
to provi~e quality services at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation of 1974. 

Proposition V makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
fares and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big corporations return to pay
Ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen yea~s ago, Big 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San · Francisco. 
Now. they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. _Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only· the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small -busi
nesses are already hard-pressed . by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year, over 82,000 people vot
ed YES to Tax the Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION VI 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Bie/1111 Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Core!J, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rev. Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced to · increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for product_s and services. One way or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. 

Because. Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the form of higher prices, lower 
salaries and job layoffs. Obviously. no, new business 
will decide. to locale in San Francisco as we gai_n. a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis
cal problems and believe the M11yor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0. P. Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the business tax rate , is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these~ measures. Pr~position V, on the 
other. hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep- ~ 
lion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vole on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith Brecka, Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Offioer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 
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CORPORATE TAXATION:·:t•NITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION' Y '. 

VOTE NO ON P.ROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes. San .Franciscans. not the corporations, will pay 
the most. 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our tax base - out of San Francis
co. by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure would do. 

If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is tr-ue that Transamerica and Bank · of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them. we can be ·sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" wlio will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If ~ou hire more people, your taxes.· will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income, your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries. your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses tq reduce your work
force. redqce your sales and refuse to give· salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most important, Proposition V tells small. large and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take your jobs, money, products and- ser
vices elsewhere. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than· we al
ready do, ·this measure will increase our current 
$127,000,000 budget deficit by 100 percent. 'By forcing 
us to spend at least $135,000,000 more each year, 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark,;, 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo
sition .v. yet here we gb again. Don't be fooled. 

I urge you to vote . NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15,000.000 in taxes to the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

· Diamie Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Ofticer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a weak attempt to circumvent the 
vJishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets arc tight and 
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want to IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $ I 35 
million ... at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal w_ith a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no mailer who 

pays it first. In the long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased taxes on San Francisco's business 
community means the prices of the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the increased burden ·011 the employer will have 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries an<l benefits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent of the City budget be usc<l for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 percent 
for city services. What do the proponents or Proposi
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 percent'! 

(Confinued) 
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CORPORATE TAXATION. INITIATIVE 

(argllment against "V", continued) 
They also· ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport and Hetch Hetchy actually earn mon
ey for the City. Obviously. these peopl'e don't under-. 
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

The Sa,i Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 
Proposition' V's proponents want to return to wasteful 
spending ~nd an entire restructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. · 

When business costs go up. everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City, jobs are lost. Once 
again, the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us :in opposing Proposition ·v. In the end, it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help .. ; the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, mem~er, SF Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, Preside111, SF Bonrd of Supervisors 
lo11/se Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
William K. Kobletitz, Auorney · 
Cyril Magnln, Merchant 

Argument• printed on thl1 pClfl• or• the opinion• of th• authora and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V · 

Be it Ordained by I/re People of the City and County of San 
Fran,cisco: · · . 

Restoration of a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Services and Jolls . 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
a serious· decline in the share of city taxes paid by the 
giant ~~rations. This has been a niaJOr factor causing the 
quality of our public services to deteriorate. It is the duty 
of the government to provide to the· population fundamental 
community services - for example, health care for our sick 
and elderly, education -for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, _qualit}'. public housing, income assistance to the 
unemployeo, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
palluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life. 

At the same time, the tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our ctty's right to home rule taxing 
pawer, and auempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community··.we said we wanted when the majority of San 

. Francisco. v~ters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
to take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and lake a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and they should pay. · 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary IQ use our 
pawer of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regard 
money paicl in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the comm1,1nity's well-being. This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor s~ould it be 3:llocated to _scheme~ that disguise ~he 
transformation of pubhc money mto private profits, hke 
Yerbll Buena. • 

THEREFORE, 
( I) The bollrd of supervisors, every ycur, shall · set the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporutions and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall be not less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that year. These taxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
76 

required by (2) below, without raising the rate of any tax · 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and without 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents, · · 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; ·these may ·include the property tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. . 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts snail be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes to 
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined· bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscaf year 
1973-74. Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer 
11rice index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74.combined' budgets by that percentage to get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go to provide services to city residents. 

(3)' A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the lax base needed to support city services, 

· Therefore, each year that a business drops its total pllyrolt 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the ye!lf 
before, that business must pay 209/, of the payroll· reduction 
as a revenue tax lo the city. 

(4). The revenues, user fees, services, dcpartmcnls and 
bud~ets covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
district, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees arc all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fares, water. and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby directed 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply ' 
to this ordinance, (Continued 011 Page 92) 
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($100,000,000) pursuant to Division 31, Part •S, of the' Health 
and Safety Code of the State of California (Section 52000, 
et seq.), as it may be amended, to provide funds for mort
gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement 

· ofbomes in the City and County of San Francisco? 
Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex

clusively from the revenues and receil'ts derived from or 
with respect to the home mortgages1 or from or with respect 
to any. nqtes '?r other obligations of lendin$ institutions with 
respect to which the bonds are issued, Said bonds are not 
to be secured by the taxins power of the City and County 
of San Francisco. The principal of and interest on sail! 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of 
any thereof, are not, and shall not constitute, 11 debt of the 
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
(,harge, lien f~ en,cumbrance ~pon any of its property or 
upon any of Its mcome, rece1r.ts or revenues, except the 
revenues und receipts as described above. No taxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the 
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for
feiture iherefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortga~es or from or with re
spect to any notes or other obligat1ons of ·lending institu
lJons with respect to which the f>onds arc issued shall be 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The special revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, und the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the 

!:" r.olls'tfor•·.such election· shall be anrl"'remain ope~ duripg the,.;, 
time required by said laws, · · . · . . . 

Section 4. The said special revenue bond election 1he~el:lf 
called shall be,. and hereby is, consolidated with"the State, of 
California General Election to be held Tuesday, June 3, 
1980, and the voting precincts, P,olling !'laces and officers of 
election for said State of Cahfornia General Election be, 
and the sume is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for such special election hereby called, and as 
specifically set fortti, in the official publication, by the 
Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and erection 
officers for the said State ofCalifornm General Election. 

The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec
tion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor
nia General · Election and reference is hereby llijtde to the 
notice of election setting forth the votin~ precincts, polling 
places and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a newspaper of generai circulation published in San Francis-
co on or about May IS, 1980. · 

Section 5, If at such special revenue bond election it shall 
appear thai a majority of all the voters voting on the mea
sure set forth in Section I of this resolution voted in favor 
of and authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such 
measure shall be deemed approved. 

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby called need be given, 
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garages and shops, and ;hall be administered by the pur
chaser ·or supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure, 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office or the right-of-way agent ((and 
also the control. management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)), . 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
functions and personnel or the telephone exchange and 
which shall bl.! 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works. who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold oflice at his pleasure, 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of' 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for linancial mana~em<;nt and administration. and an 
assistant to the director ol public works, each of whom shall 
hold oflice at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
111 makin~ surveys. plats and certilicates as is or may from 
time to 1Jml' be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and his oflicial acts and all plats, surveys and 
certilicatcs made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All ,exam,inations. rlans . aml estimat,es. required by the 
supervisors 111 connection with any public improvements. ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works. and he 
shall. when requested to do so. furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department 01: public works sh:tll semi-annually notify 
the iax collector of the amount of each assessment that 

· becomes· delinlJUent and the lot and block number· against 

which such assessment ·is levied, irnd it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties rclatinp to street traflic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: . (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion: (b) to . receive, study and give prompt allention to 
complaints relating to street design or traflic devices or the 
absence thereof: (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parking data nnd to anulyze and interpret 
traffic accident information: (d) to engage 111 traffic research 
and traflic planning, and (e) ·10 cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. · 

The departrilent shall sub1,11it to the traffic bur.!au of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed pluns relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided. however. that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it, 
Failure of the said traffic burei1u to submit to the depart
ment its recommcndalion on any proposed plan within fir. 
teen ( 15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic 
approval of said traflic bureau. The department shall not, 
with respect to any traffic control devices, implement such 
plan until the recommendation of the traflic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the lirteen ( 15) day period has 
elapsed .. 

Department of Electricity. which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises. of any person. lirm or 
corporation may. for the 11urpose of police or fire protec
tion, be connected with I le rolicc or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city anc county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection und the use of the same, 

(Continued) 
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· .(Prr,P!'silion C, Continued)· . . : ·· · 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way .overload or interfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall· be made and the 
00mP.lnsation to be ·paid · therefor shall ,be filled . by the 
board of su~rvisors by ordinance upon the recommen<iation 
of Che chief of the department. 

De~rtment of Public Health,. which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
P.hysician or ·sur~eon in the · State of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in• his profession immediately 
precedins tiis appointment thereto; provided, however,· that 

· the physician or surgeon requirement may be waived by the ' 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
adminislr'!live offi~er and. shall hold office at. his pleasure. 

· The chief admm1strauve officer shall have power to BP.• 
point and . 10 remove an assisfanl director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of· public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco· General Hospital; ' Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health· Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be · exemP.t from the civil service 
pi:ovisions of the charter. The ~sition of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a l'_':rson who ~ssesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti-
tutions of the department of public health. ' 

The director of public health shall have power to areoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service provisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shall be held 
only by a physician or hospital· administrator who possesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications· anii exper
ience necessary to manage the San Francisco General Hos-
pital, . . . 

~ealth Ad.visory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians· and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for lerms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933. 
1934 an<! 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative · to 1hr. functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the cbiefadministrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall · include the functions and 
personnel of the exi!iting office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. · 

County Agricultural Department,· whi'ch shul( be adminis
tered by a county .a~riculturul commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights-•and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. · 

Convention F11Cllltles Mmmgement Dep11rtment, which slmll 
Include the city and county's convention focililles, Including 
but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Mos
cone Center, and shall consist of a general 11111n11gcr 111111 
such cmployl.>es as may be necessary to c11rry out the f1mc
tlons and duties of said department. The chief 11d111lnlstratlve 
officer shall have charge of the dep11rtment of convention 
facilities management. 

The chief ·admlnsltr11tive officer shall appoint II gencrnl 
manager of the convention facilities m111111gemc11t dep11rtment 
who shall hold office 11t his ple11sure. The gcnernl 11um11ger 
shall be the adml11lstr11tlve head 11nd 11ppolntlng officer of the 
department of convention facilities m11n11gement. Subject to 
78 

the 11pproval or the chief 11dmlnlstratlve officer, the general 
manager shall have power to 11lter, repair, manage, operate 
and maintain 1111 of. the city and county convention facilities, 
Including but not limited to Brooks Hall,, CMc Auditorium 
and Moscone. Center.· All contracts or orders for work to be · 
pcrfonned on convention facilities shall be awarded and 
_executed by the general manager with the approv11l of the 
chief administrative officer. and shall be administered by the. 
general man11gcr. . . 

It shall be "the function and duty of the department of 
co11ventlon facilities management to manage, operate and 
maintain all of the city and county convention facilities, In• 
cludlng, but not limited to, Brooks Hall, CMc Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. · . 

If In the election of June j, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3,510 of this charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shall 
Incorporate their provisions Into one section. 

7.400 Director of Property 
The director of property shall be the head of the depart

ment of property. He shall have char&e of the purchase of 
real property and improvements req111rcd for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property 
and improvements thereon owned by the city and county, 
except as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon lo the responsible officer. It shall be his duty, in 
addition, to assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
rcs~nsiblc officer. 
. ((He ~hal_l have charge of the management of the exposi

tion aud1tonum.)), 
Except for the Convention Facilities Management. Depart• 

~nt, each. department authorized by . the approval . of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase o! lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or leases through the director of property. He shall 
make II preliminary valuation of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such. property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend acccrtancc or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be institutcu for the acquisition of 
such property. , · 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of all real property owned by the city, which 
shall show the purchase price, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each parcel, with reference to deeds or grants 
cstablisning the city's title. 

He shall annually report to the- mayor, tile controller, the 
chief administrative officer, and the supc'rvisors the estimat
ed value of each parcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations lo the mayor and chief administrative of
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city 

and county, including positions created by laws of the State 
of California, where the compensation is r,aid by the city 
and county, shall be iucluded in the classified civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be filled from lists of 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting: 

(I) Positioris in which attorneys and physicians arc em
ployed in their professional capacity to perform only duties 
mcluded in their professions, out exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta
tus constitutes only part of the qualification therefor; 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Continued) 
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Distnct who serve m the capacity of paraprofessionals and 
t~chnical instru~tional assista~ts _employed by the San Fran• 
c1sco Commum\y College District; provided, .however, that 
presently employed persons be granted status and those who 
are on existm/$ eligibility lists as of December 3 I, 1973 be 
granted status r1ghis to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate lielp or student nurses; or part-time services, 
where the compensation including the value of any al• 
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year following fiscaf year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adjust the one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with 
the averaiie. percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
classifications under the provisions of section 8.400 and. 
8.401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed in the . annual . ~alary ordinance. Provided further that 
such part-lime pos1t1ons shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation ,of the appointing officer, wlio 
snail set forth the schedule of operations· showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more than seventy (70) hours _per month· and approval of 
the civil service commission, includinG a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot practically be filled from 
existing eligible lists: These provisions shall not be used to 
split or divide any position 11110 two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section;· 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by the city . 
and county when such positions are· exempted from said 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exefilpted from said classified civil service for a 
spe,cified. period ?f. said temporary service, by order of the 
civil service comnuss1on; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
are specifically exempted, from, or where the appointment is 

· designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 

· continue under this charter. · 
Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 

county, whether by erection or appointment, who shall, dur
ing lus term of office, hold or reta.in any. other salaried of
fice, under the government of the United Stutes, or of this 
state, or who sliall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specifically excm pied. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro-· 
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specified 111 Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the cuy and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall tic held. by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the ilirector, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions tor which a 
total compensation of less than $80.00 per month is provid- . 
ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and, county at _si!id bu,ildings ~i:id im
provements shall be subject to the civil service prov1s1ons of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject to 
the salary standardization provisions of this charter, 111 like 
manner and extent in all respects as Jositions and compen
sations of employments in the city an county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in 
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter, . • 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service of any 
public utihty hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires t!Je 
right to. operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits· of the civil 
service provisions of this charter for the' period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue to operate said utiliiy 
under said lease or other temporurr, arrangement .. Should 
the city permanently acquire s111d utility, said persons shall 
come mto the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and shall be· deemed permanently 
appointea thereto under the civil service provisions of the • 
charter. and shall be entit!ed to all the . benefits thereof, all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(0 and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who arc taken over into the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall. not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired. or operated by • the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement, who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, shall be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said 
lease or other temporary arran&ement. 

(I) All persons employed 111 the operating service of any 
public utirity hereafter acquired · by' Ilic city and county, at 
the time the same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity with Ifie civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas• 
silication held by, each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap
pomtee assigned to the airport department under the pubflc 
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice rights as 'an appointee of the airport department, 
11rovidco that civil service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, incfuding the 
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner and to the same extent as though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been created a 
separate city function under the airports commission. 

(i) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap• 
pointee· assigned to an exposition ,auditorium and whose job 
function is pl11ced under the Convention Facllltles Man• 
agement Department shall be continued without loss In civil 
service rights as though said job functions had not by 
amendment to this chnrter been placed under the jurisdiction 
of the chief administrntivc officer, and shall not lose those 
cMI service rights which relate lo lnyolT from II permanent 
civil service position in the event of lack of work or lack of 
funds. 
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Dep,rtment of Public Works, which shall . include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be m charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 
. The director of P.ublic works shall appoint a. deputy direc
tor · of public·. works for. operations, a deputy director . of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial. management and administration, and an. 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom. shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall <fesignate a deputy or olher employee to 
P.=rfonn the .duties· of city engineer. Said deputy or em- · 
ployee shall possess the same power in the city .and county 
in making surveys, plats and cer1ificates as is · or may, from 
time to 11me be· given by law 10 city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and-- his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates. made by · him shall have the same validity and 
be of the. same- 'force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations; plans and estimales required by the 
supervisors in connection with anY, public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the: QUblic utilities commis
sion, shall be made by tht; director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. · 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the taK collector of the amouni of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and , the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the taK collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax. bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relalini to street lraffic, • subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as lollows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
!)Olice department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, stucfy and give · prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze aitd inter
pret traffic and earkin~ data and. to analyie and interpret 
traffic accident informauon; (d) to engage in traffic research 
and traffic elanning, and (e). to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as mny be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the truffle bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street lraftic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau muy waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit lo the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plnn within 15 
days ~Iler receipt shall be considered an automatic apr.roval 
of satd traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spccl to any traffic, control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has oeen 
reviewed or until the 15-duy period has elarsed. . 

Department of Electricity, which shal be administered by 
a chief of department, The. premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or tire protec201c8d
tion, be connected with 1f1e police or fire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon pnying a foir 
comrensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that Ltny such connection shLtll require the approval 
of the chief of the del?artment of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to ~e paid therefor' shall be fixed by the 
board of superviso, · by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the .I; ;'.>artment. 

Department o 'ublic Health, which shall be administered 
by a director o, health, who shall be a rcgulurly licensed 
physician or surgeon in !he State of California, with not less 
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than IO years' practice in his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, that the 
pl'iysician or. sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by .the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to UP.· 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative. and busines~ management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtli, including, but not limited · 
· to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and _the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who sh.all be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public heahh for hospital services shall be held only by 
a pi!rson who pos.sesses tl)e educational and administrative 
qualifications and e~perience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. · , . 

The director of public heal\h shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for administration and 

• finance, a deputy director for program planning and evalua-
. tlon, a deputy dlr~tor for eommunhy health programs, an 
administrator ((of)) for San Francisco General Hospital and 
an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((wljo shall)) 
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi
sions of the charter ((. The posltion of administrutor}) and 
shall be held ({only)) ·by ((a physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who possess ((es)) the . educational and 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((Sun Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and . 
Institutions of the department of public health; provided.
however, that any person who has civil service status to any 
of these positions on the effecti'Ye date of this amendment 
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions 
under the cMI service provisions of this charter, 

Health A9visory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly · certificated. 
Members of the, board shall serve withoul compensntion. 
They shall be appointed by the chief adm'inistrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so lhat the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 anil 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. . 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jurisdiction of the department of public· 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations i>f such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and lo the chief administrative officer. · 
· Coroner's oflicc, which sh11ll include the functions and 
rersonnel of the existing office of coroner ns established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. · 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis• 
tercd by a county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in• 
elude functions eswblished by state. law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Meusurcs, which shall include 
the functions and personnel • of. the oflicc of seulcr of 
weights und measures as established at the time this charter 
shall ~o into effect. 

((II in the election of November 6', 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.5 \0 of this charter receive 
the number of voles necessary for their adoption. then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorpomte 1he1r provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of ,June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
lions 11111cndi"g section 3,510. of this charier receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 11otwith• 
standing any other provision of 'this charter, the city attorney 
shall.incorporate their provisi1>ns into one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold Qffice at the ()leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall ilesignate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em•· 
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
in makinj surveys, .plats- and certificates as is or may from 
time to time be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty .surveyors, and- his ollicial acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or. may be given by 
law lo those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All · examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connecl1on. with any public improvements, CK• 
elusive of those to be made by the public utilities coinmis
sion, shall be made by the director of llublic works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors: • 
. The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment thal 
becomes delinquent and the 101 and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and ii shall be the duty of 
the taK collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. · 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties. relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) 10 cooperate with and assisi the 
P,Olice department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) 10 receive, study and give prompl auention 10 
complaints relating 10 street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter• 
pret traffic and parkin~ data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage an trnftic research 
and traffic elanning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any departn\ent and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit 10 the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating 10 street traffic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart• 
menl its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic approval 
of said tratlic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has been 
reviewed Cir until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

D~partment of Electricity, whic~ shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for ,the purpos~ of police o_r lire protec• 
tion, be connected wllh the police or fire signal or tele
phone sys~em _of the city an~ county upon pa~ing a fair 
compcnsa11on lor such connec11011 and the use ol the same, 
provided that any such connection shall. r.cquire the approv~I 
of the chief of the derartmem of clectnc11y and shall not in 
any way overload, or _interfere. wit.h .the proper and cfticic~I 
operation of the circuit to which 1t 1s connected. The cond1• 
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid _therefor shall be fixed by ~he 
board of supervisors by ordmance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

Department of Public Health, which shall be admi~istered 
by a director .of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less 
than IO years'. practice in his profes~ion immediately preced
ing his appomtment thereto; provided, however, that the 

physician or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed ~ the chief 
~administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to BP.• 
point and to ·. remove an assistant director of public heallh 
for hospital services, who shall l?e responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management· of the inslitulions of 
the department of public heallh, including, but not limited 
10; the San Francisco General Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charier. The position .of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a pc:rson who P.)ssesses the educational :and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public heallh. · 

The director of public health shall have power to arpoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital. The admJnlstrator or San Francisco General Hospital 
shall h1n·e the power to appoint and remo\'e associate admfn• 
lstrators, ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((. The posuion of 
admi,nislralor~) _and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital· administrator)) pel'!lons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) dM• 
sfons and Institutions or the department or public health; 
pro\'lded, however, that any person who has cMI service sta• 
tus to any or these positions on the eff'ecffve ~ate or this 
11111endment shall continue to have civil service status for 
said positions under the civil sen-lee provisions of this 
charter. 

Health Advisory Board. There .is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly cerliflcnted. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by Jot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ano 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and i:eporl on problems and 
mauers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make rccommen-

-. da'tions to the -director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
.board shall be made in. writing lo the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. · 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established al 
the lime this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county ai;ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by stute law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which slrnll include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of' 
weights and measures as established al the time this charter 
shall go into effect. · 

((If in the election of November· 6, J979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.5 ID of this charter receive 
lhe number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other 1.1rovision of this charter, the city · 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of June 3, 1980 1wo or more proposl• 
tions amending section 3.510 of Ibis charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith• 
.~landing 11ny other provision of this charter, the city 11ttorney 
sl111II incorporate their protisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOS.ITION F 
in. :this ch~{ter; . said officer or niember shilll · be entitled to 
be compensa'ted at. his• -regular rate of pay as provided for . . 
herein 'for'saic.'I' extra· lime'served, or'lie shall be allowed:lhe 
equivalent !time off;' ' · '· .. ' . . " · ' 

In any computation in the .adminislration of the · San 
Francisco Cily and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which -the, compensation; ,.as defined in any provisions relat
ing co .the retire111ent :system, is a factor, compens111ion -for 
ovi:riime. proyidi:d , for in this sect.ion shall · be exs:luded, and 
no . such . overtime; Rompensation shall be deemed as compen
sation for arty' pprj:io~e relating 10 sue~ retir~ment provisions. 
· Officers· a!)d members of th_e uniformed forc.e shall be en

titled, to , the . 'dii).'s'' declared to be holidays_ for employees 
whose -compensations'' are fixed on a monthly basis in lhe 
~hed1lle or compen~lltioni1 adopted 6y the board of supervi-
• '. ; ; ' ' ..... ' '. I }'· ~, !, ' i ! l ' . I ' 

' : I : I ~ " 

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section - 8.401 of the 
charter, as additional days · off wilh pay. Officers or 
members required to perform service in _said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis . of straight time 
as herem computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pa)'. in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For ,payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which falls witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single · 
tour of duly. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
i>«:rformed on an assigned d~ off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<I by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by the number of single tours· of duty 

- as scheduled for the several ranks in the lire lighting com-
panies in said fiscal year. · -

: ~ ; T. CONTINUA'."ION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 

along Fulton Stree~ to Masonic Avenue; therice north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's·, Avenue; thence 
northerly and ,northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to· Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevarcl to .Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue· to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street, to Van- Ness Avenue; thence 
nortfierly ·. along .- Van.: Ness Avenue to Filbert· Street; 
thence ea~terly . along . Filbert Street . to Leavenworth 
Street;· thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point 
of. intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
Ba)'.~· thence generally westerly and southerly along 
saicl. shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all refe'rences to 
streets, boulevatds and avenues contained irt the fore
going description shall refer- to the center· line .of said 
streets. boulevard~ and avenues'. respectively. , 

THIRD SUPERVls·oRIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the' city and county commencing 
at the, poi~t of: intersection of a northerly straig~t-line 
extension. of Leavenworth · Street and the shorelme of 
San · · Franciscq '· 1,3ay; · thence· easterly and southerly 
along ~aid 'shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broaaway. artd: an easterly straightlirie e.xtension there
of' and· 1ricl'uding all piers north of said intersection; 
'thence westerly · along Broadway to· Front Street; 
tl\encc ~outherly al~hg Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to. Battery Street; 
thence s01\therly along Battery Street to Market Street; 
thence sbuthwesterly· along Marke.I · Street to Sutter 
Street': ,thence ,westerly : along Sutter street to Powell 
Street; , thence· s'ootherly · alo,ng Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence. westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth . 
Street; thence · northerly · along Leavenworth Street to 
Oilifornia · · Street:'·. thence westerly_ along California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to, FHbert. Street; thence easterly 
along· Filbert Street to · Leavenworth Street; thenc.e 
northerly along Leavenworth Stfeet to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
c·omrnry. all references to streets. avenues and ways 
contained in the .'foregoing description shall refer to 
the ~enter lines of- said streets, avenues and ways. re
specuvely. 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise ·all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk•· Street; thence eas.terly 
along • Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue: thence 
noriherly. and northwesterly along St. Jos1:ph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevara to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue. to California · Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
southerly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street to · Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly al_ong Market Street' to Waller 
·Street; thence westerly along Waller 'Street to Divi
sadero Street; thence northerly along D.ivisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence. westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton. Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
nated to the contrary. all references to streets. avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description -
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. · 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com-
. prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence southerly and southeasterly · along CJayton 
Street to Market Street; thence _generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Dnve: thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shauglinessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy , Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence followmg a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale ;\venue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along D_i,imcind Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly alqn'g Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence , northerly· · along 
Church Street to Market Street: the.nee northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 

(Continued) 



( Proposition J, Continued) . 
northerly along Divisadero· Street to Oak Street; 
·thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street; 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street; 
thence westerly ·along Fulton Street to the joint of 
commencement. Unless specifically designate to the 

' contrary; all references· to streets, drives, boulevards 
ancf avenues conlliined in the fore~oing description 
shall refer to the center line of sa10 streets, drives. 
boulevards and ave~ues. respectively. 

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing . 
at the center point of the intersection of ·church 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street !O Seventh Street; thence southeasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
southwesterly along Townsend · Street· . to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State .Route IOI) to the 
point of intersection with a noriheasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly· along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenµe to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street tb Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west: 
erly along Randall Street to San Jose A.venue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerfy along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of ·commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Stteet and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
fones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along . Market Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broad~ay; 
thence easterly ~long Broadway an~ an _easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the point of mtersec
tion with th'e shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly along said shoreline to th_e sou.th
em boundary of the city and county, and mcludmg 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the south• 
ern boundary of the city and, county to the _point. of 
intersection with the center !me of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI); thence generally northerly 
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town
send Street; thence nortlieasterly along Townsend 

. ' 

Street to· Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to· the point of commericement. '.Unless 
specificallY. designated to the contrary, aU references to 
streets ancl · ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the· center line of said st.reels. and. ways, 
respectively. . . · · 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall ·com
prise all of that portion of the city and counay com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line' of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Rou~e _ 101); · thence gen~r
ally northerly along the center lane. of the James· La&:k 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interch"nge with the 
Southern Freeway, (lnte~tate · Route 280) "nd along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South• · 
em Freeway (Interstate Route 280);·' thence generally 
westerly an<f southerly along the center line of the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) 10 the inter.;. 
section with the southern boundary · of the city and 
co~nty; lhence easterly along said .bound,ry . to the 
pomt of commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencipg 
at the intersection of the southern .boundary. of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence .easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
aloog Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence norrhwest• 
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly afong Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly, across Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwooa Drive:· thence 
nortlierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; ttience northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Verba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
i;iortherly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way;. thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thenc~ easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of ,the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale- Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street· 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along . Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission· Street: . thence north• 
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita. Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Sreet to Precita 
Avenue; thence easterfy along Precita Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence southerly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-

(Continued) 
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len Avenue to Peralta Avenue; thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a · straight-line extension 

· thereof. to the intersection of the- center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route 101); thence gener
ally southerly along the center· lin~ of the Jam':s · Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interchange with the . 
Southern Freeway · (Interstate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally. west
erly ancl southerly along the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection · 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of 

.. commencement. · Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avenues •. 
ways and drives contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line of said street. boulevard, 
.avenu_e, way and dr.ive. respectively. · 

TENTH SU.PERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north
westerly along . Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence· northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way ''to 
Upfand Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Ga,te 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortnerly along Fernwood Qrive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba B'uena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Yer
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along . Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
nortnerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly · along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intei:section of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to. ,Laguna Honda Boulevard; tf1ence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way .to Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
northerly along ·Fourteenth Avenue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way Ip Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega Street ·to · ·Forty-first 
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and a. straight-line extension thereof to the point. of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said shoreline to the · southern boun
dary of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the poilll of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards. avenues. ways and drives contained 
in the. foregoing description snail refer to the center 
line of saicl streets, boulevards. avenues·, ways and 
drives, respectiv_ely. 

· ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall 
comprise that portion of the city and courity not oth
erwise described as constituting the first. second. third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh. eighth. ninth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. · . 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance. adjust 
the boundaries· of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year following the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken. commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all 
the requirements therein. provided, however. that the 
redistricting provided for herein shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. 

Each member of the · board of supervisors. com
mencing with ... the general municipal election ' in 
Novemoer, 1977. shall be elected by the electors with
in a surervisorial district. and must have resided in 
the district in which he or she is elected for ,a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately _preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
?ffice ~f supervisor, a.nd must continue to reside ,there
m durmg !11s or her 111cumbency. and .upon ceas111g to 
be such resident shall b.e removed from office. · 

Should any provision of the amendment to this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the · amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California. or fail for any other reason, so. 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect
ed by districts at the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be held in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M 1 

ulong Columbus Avenue to Mason Street; 'thence along uc; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California I 
Mason Street to Washington _Street; thence along Wash- Street lo Market Street, the point of commencement. 
ington Street to Powell Slreeel; and thence along Powell To fully effectuale the inlenl of this section respecting the 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. cable car lines designated in I, 2 und 3 above, lhe public 
(2) A line commencing al · Powell and Market Streets; utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines at 
thence along Powell Street lo Jackson Street; then along the normal levels o,r scheduling and service in effect on July 
Jackson Street lo Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street 1, 1971; provided, however, that nothing herein contained 
to u terminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde shall preyenl the commission from increasing al any time 

W: I the saicl levels of scheduling and service. 
Sireets alons Hyde Sl_reet 10 ashington Sireet; I Jence ((The fare on an~ cable car line . shall not exceed . the 
along Washington Slreet to Powell Street; thence Ulong 
Powell Slreet to Market Street, the point of commcn- local fare cstablishe under the provisions of. section 3.598 
cement. of this charter for other types of carrier equipment em-

ploY,ed in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal 
(3) A line commencing at Market and California; thence Railway.)) 
along California Street to a terminal at Van Ness Avcn- (Continued) 
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(Proposition M, Conti1111ed) 
· (c) In the event of the unification, consolidation -or 
merger of the· San Francisco Municipal Railway with any 
privately owned street ,railway system or with any portion or 
facility thereof, no line of street railway, bus line, irolley 
bus hne or- cable car line, or any portion thereof,· which 1s 
now ~r will b~ owned by the City and County of San 
Francisco, and 1s now or will be operated by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abancloncd nor shall 
the service be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recom.mendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors witllin thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is ilisappoved by at )cast nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes of said 
board the recommendation shall become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap• 
proval of said recommcndat10n provided 'that the agency re• 
sponsible for public transit may without reference or rccont• 
mendation to the board of supervisors abandon or discon• 
tinue service on any line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 
has been in operation less thnn one year next immediately 
prece<ling such order of abandonment or cliscontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT 01= PROPOSITION N 
property _or interesi in real prope_rty for, .and the acquisition, 
construct10n, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, .utilities, equipment, 
appliances and dlher property necessary or convenient for 
tlie. development or improvement of any airports and 
heliports owned, controlleil or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or' 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment i":lo the gen~ral fund of the city· and co~nty of 
any sums, paid by the clly and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on. and principal of any· 
general obligiuion bonds heretofore issued 6y the city anil 

county for the acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((,)) Including, but not 
limited to, transrer to the general rund during each llscal 
year of twenty-Rve (25%) percent, or such lesser percentage 
as the board of supervisors shall by ordinance establish, of 
the non-airline revem~es as a return upon the city· and -coun
ty's Investment In said airport. "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges to airlines for use of airport 
facilities, 

-----------------------------------------------· TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P . 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11dded 
· to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face 

type: 

3.674 Funding the Retirement System 

Notwlthstaf!,ding 11ny other provisions in this ch1111er, the 
retirement board shall determine city 11nd county and district 
contributions· on the busls of II norm11l contribution rate 
which shall be computt.'CI us II level of percentage of compen
sation which, when applied to the future compensation of the 

average new member entering the system, together with the 
required member contribution, wlll be sufficient to provide for 
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion of llablllty not provided by the nor11111I contribution _ 
rate shall be amortized over a period not to exceed twenty 
(20) years. All · expenses Incurred in the lmplement11tlon or 
this section, Including but not limited to tile vuluatlon, inves
tigation and audit of the system us m11y be required, shall be 
paid from the 11cc11mul11ted contributions of the city and 
county. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing July I. 1980 the amount of 
such tax shall be one and one-half ( l'/2 % ) · percent of the 

rayroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-half 
1½%) percent of the total distribution made by such Asso

ciation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall not be construed ~s requiring any 
license whatsoever, nor. shall payment of this tax be a con
dition precedent 10 engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This tax is imposed for gen
eral revenue· purposes and in order to rc9uire commerce 
and the business ·community to carry a fair share of the 
costs of local government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

Section 2. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Busi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, !004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, !004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004. IO, 1004.11, 1004.12, 1004.13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Mcrdurnt or Broker. 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of ·a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0_D~ or 'less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 p~r year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractwnal part thereof m excess of 
$4 000. The rate' of the lax set forth hcreinabove shall 
re.;,ain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

. ly following the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, al which 
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part 
thefeof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or factional part thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how
ever, that commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be 
$11.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess of $5,000; provided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3,00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part lf1creul~ of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I, 1980 the lax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receip.L~ during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent th al the person (I) docs not engage in 

(Continued) 
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(Proposition Q, Continued). . . 
the ,businca. of manufa~turing, refiningt fabricating, milling, 
treating or other proccasani of. the gooas, wares or mcrchan~ 
disc-~uaht -~nd sold, ancf docs ·not cause said goods, wares 
or . mercliand11C .. to ~ manufactured, . refined, fabricated; 
milled,.: treated or !)lherwise processed; (2) does not obtain 
or: retain Iii.le to said aoods, wares or merchandise except in 
!)lie or ~ore ·of, thr.' follow!ng situa~ions: while such may be 
_an 1rans11, or for short -~raoas of tame before transportation 
eommenc:cs e>r ane, It ceases; a.nd. (3) 'docs not store or 
warehouse ·luc:h ~ :wa~ or. merchandise. except during 
one or more of th~ followmg, saluations: whale such goods, 
.wares or mcn:h1nd1se are actually . in transit, or . for shorl 
periods. of'• time. before ·transportallon commences or after ii 
CIDIICI· ' ... ·' 
. (~)- • .. o,_ recei~". shall. mean; for the purl>'?se of this 
sectlOn, all c:ommassaons charged or received, · all ieceipls, 
•h~ · c:rcdila ~nd proJ!CrlY of any kind or nature received 
for the· performance of any service, act or employmenl as a 
eommilsion merdlant or l>roker, or in connection with · the 
buai!'css of bejng a. c:om"'ission merchant or broker, and all 
lrld1n1. ~fits, without any de.duction therefrom on account 
of lf'!Ul~ng IOSSCI, l!lbor or · service cosls or other 'iosts of en• 
pglna·an ~inesa, or any other expense w~atever. 

. . . . , . 
· . Sec.· 1004,02, Contractor. · 
. (a)For evefy person engaged in business as a contractor, 

the tax shall be' as follows: (i) with respect lo gross receipts 
from contraCII on · which ·the contractor submitted a &id 
~r IO ~11gu1t 17, 1968~ there shall be no tax whatsoever; 
(II) with: rapect to. gross re~eipts from conlracts on which 
1he contractor submaued a bad between the dates of August 
17, .l968, an~ August .17, 1970, .the tax shall be $24 per 
~ar .. Qr· ~t~nal part thereof. for the first ~12,000 ~r, ress 
of . gross rcc:e1pls, plus $2.00 per year · f~r each add1t1onal 
$1,000 of ~ receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 

· of $12,000: '(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on whic:h the contractor submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the lax shall be $48 
per. year or fractional part thereof for. the first $12,000 or 
Jess of S?S receipts,. plus $4.00 per year for ·each ~dditional 
$1,000 of gro.ss. receipts . or. fractional part thereof an excess 
of $12,000; (iv)· with respect to gross receipts from contracl!I 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I, 
1971; and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional ~rt thereof for the first $12\000 or less of 
u..oss receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $'1,000 
of gross rccci,P.11 or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) wath re&PCi:t to gross receipts from contracts on 
which ·the contractor submitted a bid on or aller October I, 
1975, . the tax shall be $22.00 p_er year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 P!=f year for .each .additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fi'act1onal part thereof in excess of $10,000; llowever, (vi) 
with. rapect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
conlracto. r submitted a bid during the 8eriod commencing 
April I, 1980 arid ending June :m, · 198 , the tax shal~ be 
$30,00 pet year · or fractional part thereof for the . first 
$10,000 or. less of gross n:ceipls an the year, plus $~.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross • 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $ I0,000; 
provfded · furtlier that for the period commencin_g J.uly I, 

· 1980 the tax . shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
!hereof, for the first $10,000 .or less of gross receipts in the 
)'.Car, r,lus $3.00 for each additional $1000, or fracllonal part 
thereol', · of. srosa receipts during the period in excess of the 
first.SJ0,000. , . 

(b) The term "contractor" as used herein means any per- · 
son .(except an owner who contracls for a project wilh 
another pcl'liOn .who is licensed by the S1a1e of Cahfornia as 
a contraclor. or -archi~ect or regislered civil engineer acting 
solely in ~as professional capacity) who in any capacily 
other than as an employee of another with wages as the 
sole compcnsa1ion, un<lcrtakes fo or offers 10 underlake 10, 
or purports to have the capacity lo undertake to, or submils 
a '11d· lo, pr docs,himself or by or through olhers conslrucl, 
alter, repair, add 10, subtracl from, improve, move, wreck or 
dcmolisfi any building, highway, road; railroad, excavalion, 
or other structure, project, development or improvemenl, or 
,86 . 

to do any parl !hereof, including the erection of scaffolding, 
or other structures or works in connection therewilh. Tlie 
ter~ "contractor". does not, include any person engaged in 
business as an architect or engineer. · · . 

(c~ ·The meaning of the ler~ "gro~~- ,.receipls" as used 
herem. shall be that . set forlh m Section · 1002.6; provided 
lhat such term shall include the total contract price for lhe 
work performed under the contract 10 which tlie contractor 
i~ a. party, without deduclio~ for subconlracts, and irrespec
tive of whet~er the contract 1s one on a fixe~ price or on a 
cost-plus basis or one under the terms of wh1cli lhe i:on1rac
tor acts as agent for the owner. The 1erm "gross receipls," 
however, · shall include only receipts· from conlracls wllich 

. cover jobs or projects with construction sites located within 
lhe city limits of the Cit1 and County. 

(d) The' lerm "bid' as used lierein means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contracl, whichever occurs 
first. ' · 

Sec. l004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. . . , . . 
(a) Subjecl lo the limitalions stated therc!ln; for every per

son engaged .in the business of conducting or operaling a 
hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house, 

1 lodging house, house court or -bungalow cour1, and· every 
person engaged. in the business of renling or leuing rooms, 
apartments or olher accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging in . any such place, lhe tax shall be · $30,00 per year 
or fraclional part !hereof for the firsl $15,000 or less -of 
g!QSS receipts <lerived' from such · business or businesses, plus 
$2,00 ~r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipls 
or fractional parl thereof in excess of $15,000. The rule of 
the lax sel forth hercinabove shall. remain in •effect unlit lhe 
first day of the inorith immedialely following the monlh in 
which the Controller reports to lhe Board of Supervisors, 
1h01, in his opinion, 1he proceeds derived from the levy of 
lhe Payroll Expense Tax imposed by O~dinance No. 275-70, 
are legally available 10 meet approprialions made by lhe 
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or fractional parl !hereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for each addilional 
$1,000 of gross receipls or fractional part !hereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, thal commencing January I, 
1977, lhe lax shall be $11.00 pet year or fractional part 
thereof for lhe firsl $10,000 or less of gross receipls; plus 
$1.IO per year for each additional· $1,000 of gross rece1pls, 
or fraclional part !hereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, lhat during lhe period commencing Aprif I, 1980 
and ending June 3G; 1980 lhe lax shall be $15,00 per year 

· or fractional part 1hereof for the · first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipls in the year, plus $1.50 for each addilional 
$1,000, or fraclional parl !hereof, of gross receipls during 
the period in excess of lhe first $10,000; provided fur1her 
lhal commencing July I, 1.980 lhe 111x shall be $15,00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for lhe firsl $10,000 or fess 
of gr~ss receipls in lhe year, plus $1.50 for each addilional 
$1,000, or fractional parl !hereof, of gross receipls during 
the period in excess of tlie first $10,000. 

(o) Nothing in this seclion shall be conslrued to require 
lhal a registrnlion certificate be oblained or n lax paid by 
any, person engaged in lhe business of renling or letling 
aparlmenls in aslructure consisling of less lhan four uni ls. 

(c) At the time the lax provided for herein is remiued, 
the Tax Colleclor may require lhe re~istranl lo furnish 11 
slalement of lhe number of such businesses conducted by 
him, giving lhe slreet address of each localion, number of 
units al each localion, and lhe amount of gross receipls at
lributable to each localion. 

(d) The Tax Collector may require a person en~aged in 
any business loxed by Ibis section lo furnish such mformn
lion as, may be necessary in order for lhe Tax Colleclor to 
delermmc lhe nalure of lhe ownership of lhe business, and 
lhe. amounl ~f inlerest which par!ies 10 lhe ownership of lhc 
business cllllm or possess. Nohce of such, delermination 
made by lhe Tax Colleclor shall be served on lhe persons 
or parlics affecled by his delcrminalion in lhe same manner 
as notices of deficiency determination arc served under the 
provisions ofsubseclion (I) of Section 1010. 
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
Sec. 1004.04, Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec• 

tor, Unen Suppl,. For every person engaged in the business 
of washing, ironing, drying, cfeaning, dyeing, sizing, blocking 
or pressing any clothing, wearin$ apparef,· garment, linen, 
fabric or similar material, or similar articfo of personal 
property, .whether accomplished by hand, machine or any 
coin operated machine operated by such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishing or letting the use of 
any towels, hnen, aprons, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
other article of a similar nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee or 
.charge, the tax shall be $30.00 per year. or fractional part 
thereof_ for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided tliat 
a person engaged in a business subject to tax under this 
section, who, at the same location is also engaged in any 
business subject to tax under, Section 1004.08 of this or
dinance, or, at the same location makes minor alterations or 
repairs to the clothing, wearing apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or similar material being washed, ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 

. separate business tax and obtaining separate registration cer
tificates• under this ordinance for the· conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts· of all such busi
nesses at the location and upon the basis of• that computa
tion pay a combined· business tax and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in 
effect until the fi~t day of the month immediately following 
the month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that; in his opinion, the proceeds. derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $15.00 per, )'Car or fractional part thereof for the 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $ I 1.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or . less of 
gross receipts, plus $I.IO per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$10,000; proyicled, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $ f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, pl us $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractiona-1 part 1f1creof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in . excess of the first 
$!0,000 and provided that commencing July I, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ I.SO 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts ,during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000. 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. 
(a) Subject to the exceptions staled hereafter, for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of mone_y 
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on l11s 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any, kind is _taken _for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or d1scoun1111g 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whe1f1er 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, . 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items aforesaid acts as principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October I, 
1973, said tax shall be due and payable annually on or 
before the last day of the month of February next succeed
ing each respective annual period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant lo the due date of October I, 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calend~r 
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged 111 
such business during the period commencing April I, 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to such 
tax prior to April I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year 
1980, .shall instead be $800.00; provided~:bowi;l(er, ,th11t;for 
persons engaged in such .. business· ,during,.'-the· ... pe,i4:ld,.,coru: 
mencing July I, 1980, and ending -December. 31, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax prior to July I, 1980,.-said tax1 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; .provid-. 
ed, however, that no such taxJ>ay!)r shall . be subject to tax 
under this section in excess of $800.00 for the .cahmdar year 
1980; provided, howev~r, that for calendar years following· 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. , . · 

(b) The tax imposed under the J>rovisions .of ,subsection 
(a) shall not apply to the business of lending mQney or a.d
vancing credit or arranging for the loan. of . money or. the 
advancing of credit as principal or agent,. where the obliga
tion to repay the money lent or. debt incµrrcd or to com
pensate for the· advance of credit is secured. ~y :a lien on 

_real prop~rty, or ~me i~tcrest, in, real property,, nor shall 
the prov1s1ons of' this section apply to the 6usiness, of pur~ 
chasmg, either as principal or agent, any debt. or evidence 
of defit secured by any lien upon real property; ·.nor shall 
the _provisions · of this section apply to any transaction , in, 
volving the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
tax imposed under the provisions of subsection' (a) shaU not 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
wni~h consi~ts of the purchase of unsecured • accounts 

· receivable without recourse. All persons • engaged in busi
nesses such as arc described in this subsection .shall. be sub
ject to tax under Section 1004.07. Persons: covered . by Sec
tion. 1276.1 of the Pol.ice Code shall pay tax on their inter
est income under Sccuon 1004.07 and shall pay tax on their 
retail sales under. Section 1004.08. . . 

(c) The tax imposed under · the provisions ·of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct. of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with. cus
tomers or suppliers of that other businessi nor shall -the tax 
apply to a person engaged in such a business, .whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines such business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or .subsidiary to him, 
or arc so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject to a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, all interest and other charges received as. a result 
of tlie activity described in subsection (a). shall be included 
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and. if said other business is 
not subject to a tax measured . by gross ,receipts, it shall pay 
a tax under the provisions of Section l004.07. for .. engaging 
in the ki~d of. acti~ity descr[bed in subsection (a). If a per
son described m this subscc110n as exempt. fro111. the tax im
posed under subsection (a) engages . in the businc&s there 
taxed with respect to persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the c~emption shall not apply. , . 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rental. . .. 
For every person engaged in the business of leasing or 

renting any tangible pi:rsonal property and not, specifo;ally 
taxed ~by other provisions of tlus ordinance,.- the ,IIIX shall, be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part . thereof for the first 
$12,000 ~r. less of gross receipts, pl~1s. $4.00 .,per. year for 
ench ad?lltonal $1,000 of gross receipts .or. fractional part 
thereof Ill excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month .in which the con
troller reports to the Board of' Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Exr.ense 
Tux imposed by .O~dinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
lo m~ct appropnat1ons made by the Board of Supervisors, 
at wluch time the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less. of gross receipts, 
plus. $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in exccss of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
tax r.hall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of, gross receipts, or frac-
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tioilal part thereof in, excess. of $10,000; provided, however, 
~hat during_ the period commencing April .1, 1980 and end• 
mg June 30, . 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess or· gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional' part thereof, of gross receipts during the per
iod in excess of the first $10,QOO; provided, however, that 
.commencing July I,· 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or. fractional· part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in tlie year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the' first $ I 0,000. . 

F"or the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
ty" shall mean personal property which may be seen, 
weighed, measured, felt or touched,' or which · is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. · 

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall . be con-. 
strued · to require the inclusion of the amount received for 
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas
ing or renting of mobile transportation· equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping ·containers, the entire. use 
of which is made wholly outside the "State of California. . . 

Sec. 1004.0?Other Businesses. 
(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per )'.ear or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less • of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraciional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. ·The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller .. reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legallY.. 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boarcl of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be· $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of· 
gross receipt~, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provi<led, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for .each additional $1,000 of gross receipt~. 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $'10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional rart thereof,. of gross receipts during 
the period; in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

(I>) A person engaged in 111ore than one trade, calling, oc
curation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced within tf1is section shall consolidate all gross 
rcceirts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing all st1ch activities. Any person engaged in any activities 
embraced within this section, in addition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate rcgistriltion certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections, 

Sec. 1004.08 Retail Sales. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at- retail. and not otherwise specifically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts,. plus $2.00 per year for each a_dditional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fracllonal part thereof tn excess 
00 

of $15,000; provided that bl~nd P,ersons need not _include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts 10 the computation of the 
a~~unt of tax du~ hereund~r nor to be required to pay the 
m1mmum tax. This exemptton shall not subject such blind 
persons to the provisions of ·section 1004.0T of this ordin
ance, The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the · first day of the month immedi11tely fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
~ard of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds dcr
tVed from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
Ordinance No. 275,70, are legally available to meet appro
P,riations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tux shall be $15 per year or fractional part th.ereof
for the first $15,000 (?r less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per: 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 

. during the period commencirig April I, 1980 and ending 
June ]0, 191f0 the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the y.ear, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or .fractional 
part thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sliall be $15.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of sross receipts in the 
year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or. fractional 
part tliereof, of gross receipts during the period,. in excess of 
the first $ I 0,000. • 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at 
retail means a .safe .of ~oods, wares or merchandise for any 

. purpose other than rcsalt: m the regular course of business. 
(c) . Whenever a person engages at the ~amc location in

two or more businesses of the kind taxed iri this section, a 
joint . registration certificate shall be issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall .be measured . by the sum of · the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity. in the better eye, with correction.· Such blindness. 
s~all be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabiliiation of the Dcpar.tment of Education of 
the Stale of California, and· the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind-
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. ' 

(c) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling"· shall be ,deemed to include the activities of "hand
ling and selling," "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling," and "processing and selling." . 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require the inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to· the purchasers of such goods by 
the seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forwarding. 
(a) "Freight forwardinf shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
us agent or bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
bw~~rv~ · . 

(b) For every person engaged in the business of freight 
forwarding or maintaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,00[ The rate of the tax set forth 
,hercinabovc shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tux imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available lo meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in · excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
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1977, the tax shall be $22.00: per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or less of gross receipts. plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional .•$.1,000 of gross receipts, 

· or rractional part thereof in excess of $ I 0,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing· April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ IO;0OO or less of . 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of .gross receipts during 
the perio~. in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be· $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for th~ first $ I0,000 or [css 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or. fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. , • 

Sec, 1004. IO. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Service. 
(a) For every person engaged as· a public utility in the 

business · of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the lax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
purl thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax · 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each addi.tional $1,000 .of gross recei pis or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that during the period com
mencing April 1, · 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part tf1ereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing. July I, 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or 1css of gross receipts in . the year, 
plus $1.23 · for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, ·in excess of the 
first $20,000. 

(b) For· the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" shall 
have the same meanins IIS in Section 1002.6, except that 
only those receipts derived from providing services within 
the City and County shall be included, ancl further except
ing that, with respect to telephone services, only receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included, 

Sec. 1004.11. Transporting Persons for Hire, 
(a) Definitions, 
I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the transportation of persons 

or properly for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
velucle upon any public highway in this State, either direct• 
ly o~ indirectly. . . 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furmshes any 
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for . the . oper_ation of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1ether the velucl_e 1s . dnven. by such 
person or the person to wh,orn the. velucle 1s furmsh~d, or 
engages either Ill whole or Ill part Ill, the transportation of 
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. · 

2. · Not An Operator. The term "operator" does not in
clude any of the following: 

(i) Any person trnnsporting his o_wn property in a motor, 
vehicle owned or operated by _l11rn u~lcss h~ . 1~1akes a 
specific charge for the transportation. TIIIS subd1v1s1on docs 

not in a~y way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who· occasionally 
transports property for other farmers, or who transports his 
own farm products, or who transports laborers to and fron1 
'farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

· (iii) Any non profit agricultural cooperative association, or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under Chaf>ter 4 oT Division 6 of Ilic Agricultural Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
in the transporting of its own property or the property of 
its members. 

(iv) Any person whose sole transportation of persons or 
property tor hire or compensation consists of the transporta
tion of children to or from any public or nonprufit private 
school and whose total compensation from all sources for 
providing such transportation does not exceed one hundred 
clollars ($Hl0) in any calendar month. · 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicfe in a procession to a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
of interment to a garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registered~ owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while 
operating the vehicle, transports persons to his work or to 11 
place tlirough · which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any such matter in a motor -vehicle owned or operated by 
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation · for Hire. The term "transporturion for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) Tax Imposed. 
I. , Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business tax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provicfed in this 
section. This tax is imposed for the privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco for the purpose of such business, empfoying or 
loaning capitul on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any net required to be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ectiC?n duri,ng uny tax period without first ob
tammg a reg1stra11on cer1111cate. 

2. The ousiness taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly within the City and County; 
(ii) From II place or places outs\de the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places withm the City and County; 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places outside the City and County (including 
a place or places outside the State of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City und County 
to a place or places also within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (including a place or places ouside the State of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(r:) Measure of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the pu~lic streets and highways 
in this City ·and County for the purP.ose of such business, 
the .ta)t shall be $48.00 per )'.ear or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per. 
year (or each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction• 
al part . thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set 
forth hereinabove shall . remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 
Controller reports to the Board of ~upeivisors that, in his 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
fa~nse Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legall)' 
available to meet· the appropriations made by the Boar<! of 
Su~rvisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof ·for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of . gross receipts or · fractional part thereof in eitcess of 
$12,000; provided, however; that commencing January I, 
1977, the tait· shall· be $22.00 per· year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in eitcess· of $ I0,000;. provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I. 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional r.art thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof · for the first $ I0,000 or less 
of gross receipts in the year, plus · $3.00 for ·each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I 0,000. · · 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. . 
Whenever an· operator engages in the transportation of 

P-assengcrs partly within ana partly without the City and 
County of San · Francisco, the tax imposed· ·by this section 
shall apply exclusively to the portion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operations withm the City and County of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at• 
tributable to operations within the City and- County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percentai;e of an operator's total 
~ross receipts, including gross receipts from the trnnsporta• 
uon of persons to .ana from a place or places outside the . 
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which 
the mileage operated with the City and County of San 
~rancisco bears to the entire mileage over which· the opera-
tions extend. · 
. (e) Elemptlon for Certain School Buses. 

No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of 
any motor vehicle for any day or' fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day. to . transport 
stude.nts or members. of bona fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising adults to and from public ·or private 
schools, school e_vents or other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall no.t subject such operation to 
the provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. Tn,cklng- Hauling. 
(a) Definitions. · 
I. Operator. The term "operntor" is used in this section 

as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation License Tax 
Act of California, with reference only, however, to persons 
engaging in the transportation of property for hire or com• 
pensation. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California; · 

3. Tractor. The term "tractor" as used herein shall mean 
"truck tructor" as defined in the Vehicle Code of California. 

(b) Tax Imposed. Every person whose business in whole 
or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo• 
tor vehicle for the transportation of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that. business uses 
the public streets and highways in the City and County for 
the purpose of such business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided in this section. 

(c) J\1casurc of ·Tux; Reporting Period. The tax required 
90 

to be ~id by· this section shall be reported and paid an
nually. Every person engaged, in the business subject to tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum t~it of $12.S0 per 
year •. The tax required to be paid under this section snail 
be measured as follows: · · . ·. 

I. For each· motor vehicle, other than 11. tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer. or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up 
or. deliver property within. this City and County, the tax 
shall be as follows: · 

Where the unladen .weight thereof is 4000 lbs. o.r less, the 
tax shall · be_ $.04 for each day or fraction thereof of. its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, ·-1977, the tax shall be $.05 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and· .ending dune 3(), 1980 the tait 
s~all be $.0~ for ~ach day !)r fraction th.ereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that 
commencmg July I, 1980, the 1ax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b); ( . · · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 lbs.. and 
not more than 8,000 lbs., the tax shall be $. IO for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified. in subsection· 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I_, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
dial during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.IS for e11ch day or 

. fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax shall be $.IS for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ration as specified in subsection (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof• is over 8,000 lbs., the 
tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
dial commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for 
~ach day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
spbsectio~ (b); r,rovided, however, . that during the period 
commencmg Apnl I, 1980 and ending )une 30, 1980 the tait 
shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, that 
commencmg July I, 1980, lhe tax shall be $.16 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b). 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the· tax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its OP.Cration as specified· in subsection 

_· (b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $. I 2 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided,. however, 
tlial during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the ta~ shall be $.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as srecified in subsection 
(b); provided, however. that commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax sball be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation 11s specified in subsection (b). 

(d) Method of Reporting. , 
l. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act req_uired to be taxed under this section during any 
tax period without first obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. At the close of each tax periocl such person shall file a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the _number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the next sutisequent tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding lax period. 

3. In making such statement, the person may at his op
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"lest week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified fo 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total of the tax due for 
the four test weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks oT the tax period during which he con-

(Continued) 
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(Proposition Q. Co111i1111ed) 
ducted operations subject lo lax under this section. ff the 
person elects to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such election shall be irrevocable · and con
clusive as to the lax period for which such election is made. 
Any person electing to compute. such tax on a test week 
basis shall retain the records used for such computation for 
a period of two years from the· dale of tiling such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing 10 compute such 
tax on a test week basis to retain such records, the Tax 
Coll,ector may deti;rmine the amount of any additional tax 
estatmated to be due from such person in the manner 
provided by Section IOIO, 

4. The test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the tax· imposed under this section are the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in July and the second full week in 
October. If a person does not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or. ,riore of such lest 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding _week following 
such test week in which he docs conduct such operalions in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person does not conduct operations subject to tax under this. 
section during each of the four rest weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may. not elect to compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior wriuen application to and prior written 
approval of lhe Tax Collector as to what 11lterna1e lest per• 
iod or periods may be used. 
· 5. In the event lhe business is discontinued, dissolved or 

otherwise lerminared before the close of such lax period, the 
statement required by subsoction (d)2 hereof shall 1hereupon 
be filed and any additional lax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following dale of sucli discontinuance, dis
solution or termination. 

· (e) Exemption for Vel1iclcs Operated Exclusively in Inter• 
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for lhe 
operalion of any motor vehicle for any da,y or fraction 
thereof when such vehicle is operated exclus1vel,y between 
points wilhin this City and County and points wuhoul 1his 
State. 

(0 Exemptions und Exceptions. No lax hereunder• shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip
ment aloni; the streets of this City and County if such 
operalion 1s merely occasional and incidental to a business 
conducted elsewhere: provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls are made begin
ning or ending al points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in 11ny gu~rter, , a no, a· 
business shall be deemed lo be co~ducte,d ~1thm this C1tr., 
and Count_y if an office or agency 1s nwmlamed here or 11 
lransporrauon business is solictccf here. 

Sec. 1004, \3. Wboles1\le Sules, 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any goods, 
wares or merchandise al wholesale nor otherwise specifically 
taxed by odtcr provisions of this ordinance, the· tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the lirsl 
$20 000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.60 per year for 
eaci1 additional $1,000 of gross re~eipls or fra~tional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that blrnd persons 
need not include the lirst $20,000 of gross receipts in the 
computation of lhc amount of lax d_ue hereu~der nor be 
required to pay the minimum tux. TIJIS e~c~pllon shall ~ol 
su6jcct such blind person to the prov1s1ons of Scctton 
.1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the . lirsl ~ay of 
the month immediat.ely following the mon.th ,n wh1".h th,e 
Controller reports· to the Board of Supervisors tlrn11 in Im 
opinion, the proceeds derived . from the levy of the Payroll 
Expense ·Tax imposed by Ordrnance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meel appropriations 111adc by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the firs\ $20,000_ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per y~ar for c11eh ad~lwnal $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof m excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing J~nuary I, 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fractional part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$0,90 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross rece1pcs, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; rrovided, 
however, that during the ·Pt:riod commencing Apri l, 1980 
and' ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per. year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof. of gross receipts during 
the period, in . excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part !hereof for the first $20,000 or Fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, .or· fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000. 

(6) For the purpose of this section, a wholesale sale or 
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for the· purpose of resale in die regular course of busi-
ness. · . 

(c) Whenever a person engages in th.e same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed iri this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued r'or all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the better· eye, with correction. Sucfi blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the ffureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturinlj and 
selling" shall be deemed 10 include the activities of 'han• 
dling and sellinR," "storage, handling and selling," "assem-
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." · 

Nothing in this section contained shafl be conscrued to 
ree}uire the inclusion in the computa(ion of the amount of 

. the laK due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which are shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
the seller to points outside the Swee of California. 

Sec. 1004.15, Architects, Engineers. 
(a) For every person engaged in business as an architect 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en• 
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August )7, )968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (ii) witfi respect to gross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proJl'?sal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractional. part thereof for the first $ \2,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 

· gross receipts or fractional part chereof in excess of $12,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a proposal between the 
dales of August 1.8, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48,00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of _gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $) ,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 11rchitec1 
or engineer submitted a proposal on or after October I. 
1975, the tax shall be $22,00 per year or fractional p11rt 
thereof for the first $I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of grosi: receipts, 
or fractional part !hereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submitted a proposal during the period· 
commencing April I, 1980 and endmg June JO, 1980 the 
tax shall be $30,00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
1he first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 

· (Co111i1111ed) 
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from con tr.acts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or afler July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per· year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $)0,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during· the per
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. · · 

(b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged. in ari · activity for, which- a 
license is required under Chapter . 3, Division . (II · of the 
Business and Professional Code of the State· of California. 
The term. "engaged in business as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is reguired under Cliapt~r 7, . Division III of the Business 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning · of · the term "gross .receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the \otal contract price for the 
work performed . by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis or one . under the terms· of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

( Proposition V. Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the sal'ne or 
a subsequent election. · 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 

. superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part ·without the City and County of San 
Francisco, · no apportionment shall be made except. that the 
tax shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the percentage which workins time expended with
in the City and County of San Francisco bears to his total 
working time both witllin and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. 

Section 3. By adopting this ordinance the People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as to the subject mailer of this ordinance, in
cluoing, but not limited lo, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance: . 

In adorting this ordinance the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the prev1ously
adopted increase of rates of the. business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uance,. and further declare that ·if any of such previously
adopted increases should be · invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July I, '1980 as provided in this ordinance. 

Section• 4. Effective Date. Except as stated in. Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. · 

two-thirds vote prov1s1on in Section 4, Article XlllA of the 
state Constitution (Proposition .13) docs not aprly. Likewise, 
this ordinance superccdes any inconsistent provision ·of Arti
cle XIIIB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4). 

rf any section, part; clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. 

Register to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters. the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places to det'er
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit prednct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
B 
C 

If you are not sure what your precinct number is. look at the mailing label on your Voter l1iformation 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (See sample 
below). 

Polling place--------► 
Party----------► 
Name------------
Address----------

Precinct# 

Garage -- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco. Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer 10 the polling place address for each precinct as of the lime of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating of your precinct. call us at 558-3417. 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your· polling place is inaccssihlc. you can vole 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet. or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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16th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

6001 A 6054 A 6105 A 6340A 6720A 6773 A 

6002A 6055 A 6l06·A, 6341 A 6721 A 6774·8 
·· 6003 A 6056A 6i07 A 

1 6342 B 6722 A 6775 A 

6004A . 6057 A 6108 A 
·, 6343 A 6724C · 6776-A 

6005 A 6058 A 6109 A 6344 A ·6725 A 6777 A 

· 6006'A 6059 A 6IJOA 6345 A · 6726 A 
6007 A .. 6060 A· 61 ll A 6346 B 6727 C 
6008A 6061 A 6113/6112 A 6347 A 6728 A 
6025/6009 A 6062 A 6114 A 6348 A . 6729 A 

6010 A. 6063 A 6116A 6349 A 6730 B 
6011 A· 6064C' 6117.A 6350A 6731 C 
6012A 6065 B 6301 A . 6351 A 6732 C. 

·60l3·A 6067 A 6302 A. 6352 A 6733 B 
,,. '6014A 6068 A 6303 A. 6353 A 6734 A 

·i 6015A · 6069 A 6304 A 6354 A· 6736 A 
6016A 6070A · 6305 A 6355'A 6737 A 
6017 A 6071 A' 6306 B 6356 A 6738 C 
6018A 6072A . 6307 A 6357 A 6739 B 
6019A 6073 A 6308 A , 6358 A 6740A 
6020A 6074A 6309 A 6359 B 6741 A 
6021 A 6075 A 6310A 6360 A 6742 A. 
6022 A 6076 A . 631 l A 6361 A 6743 A 
.6023 A 6077 A 6312 A 6362C 6744 B 
6024 B 6078 A. 6313 A 6363 A 6745 B 
6026 B 6079 13 6314 A 6364 A 6746 A 
6028 A 6080 A . 6315 A 6365 A 6747 A 
6029A 6081 A 6316A 63,66 A 6748 B 
6030C 6082 A 6317 A 6367 C 6749 C 
6031 B 6083 A 6318 B 6368 C 6750 A 
6032C 6084 A 6319 A 6369 A 6751 A 
6033 A 6085 A 6320 B 6370 A 6752 A 
6034A 6086 A 6321 A 6371 A 6753 A 
6035 A 6087 A 6322 C 6701 A 6754 C 

. 6036 A 6088 A 6323 A 6702 A 6755 C 
6037 B 6089 A 6324 A 6703 B 6756 A 
6038 A 6090 A 6325 A 6704 A 6757 A 
6039 A 6091 A 6326 A 6705 C 6758 B 
6040A 6092C 6327 A 6706 C 6759 A 
6041 A 6093 A 6328 A 6707 C 6760 B 
6042A 6094 A 6329 A 6709 B · 6761 B 
6043·A . 6095 A 6330A 6710 B 6762 A 
6044C 6096A 6331 A 6708/6711 A 6763 B 
6045 C 6097 A · 6332 B 6712 C 6764 C 
6047/6046A 6098 C 6333 A 6713 C 6765·8 
6048 A 6099 A 6334 C 6714 A 6767 A 
6049A 6100 A 6335 A 671S A 6768 B 
6050 A 6101 A 6336 A 6716 A 6769 B 
6051 A 6102 A 6337 A 6717 A 6770 B 
6052A 6103 A 6338 A 6718 B . 6771•8 

·6053 A 6104 A 6339 A 6719 B 6772 B 
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,011 IIIGIITIIAfl'I UII! ONLY 
101.AMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

itt.a;IM: M-'f-\' z JI! 
' ' 

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S_ BALLOT 
APl/CACION PARA BAlOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTI Pree, No. 

<tilHfC~~ $$t~ Pol. AffJi. 

1, PRINTED NAMI! 
BaNol No, 

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA "f.Pllcallon MUST ALSO BE 81O11ED BELOW DY APPLICANT, Ballot Malled 
IEh~tt~ 8 gn■tur• will be compered wllh :llld1vll on Ill• In thll offlot, Ballot Returned 

a. ELECTION DAT! 3 JUNE 1980 Aff, Record 

I hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Ballot tor the election I n■pector•• Nollet 
Indicated above. 

I expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day or Signature •nd Reglatrallon 
the election or unable to vote therein by reason or physical di•• Vtrllltd 11 Correct: . ability or other reason provided by law; 

1"1-il'f-H~Uf.Pt,-:A, PJ.8 Por 11 pr111nt• 10/lclto un• bllot1 di Olla Deputy Rogl1tr1r 

1Jn.l:.1£1Wmzil• • :.fi:At1:il•z a 
Vot1n,. Au/Jfflte per, ,. f/acc/6n lndioadl 
Irr/bl, 

, fMtt,{tJi.~, l!li:rMtJJ;;r-~~-~•11n E1paro 1111,r 1u11n,. d1 ml pr1olnto 

' 
1/acto,1/ an 11 dfl de /1 1/1cclon o no 

~-' J!t7~1fi~fi)f~~. 
poder Wlllr 11// l(o/CI u otr, r116n Pfl• 
vloll por 11 /1y. 

\ 3, BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT: 
ENVIEME LA BALO TA A: l.!J D I prefer election meterlel1 In English 

M1a~ill1:1rnr-frl'*A-ftt: : D p,.r,,,o m111r11i. 1/lctora,.1 ,n 11p1Wol 

D :ft'~~~ipj:Qff-
~ff:B:il1.!l' 

Zip Code 
Ar11Po1t11/ 

DATE: !fJ/lf~(liii~lim )' 4, FECHA: 
f:IJl)l SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

FlltMA COMPLETA DEL SOL/CITANTE 
5. itiiiil!A~.i't Registered San Francisco Address of Applicant 

Olreccl6n d•I aollct1nt1 regl1trad1 ,n S111 Franclaco 
rtiililtA:<'1:1'i¢lil-O':,iDi'.fl:.W,z-tt:lt~. 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI USTEO SE HA CAMS/ADO ~u.JJ.~Ei10- , JJ!/llff,"i}-fttl:;;f-:/i1f,y,,(E 
Complete this section If you have moved and Co":fatoto osta a•cclon ,1 usted a, h1 c1mbt1do y ,tt.JllrilJIHrf\Jt.l:.ztt:lll:, iTil//0(1.$Jlt:M 
now re.side at an address other than that ros/ o 11hor11 on otra dlrocclon dlallnt• • /1 qu,· ffl. shown on your ·affidavit of registration. aparoco on au doc/,rac/611 Jurado d1 rtQlotro, 

I moved on 19-, Mo c11mb/'o ol d171l_, fit EXE- JL_t1r_Jl_t=l :ft0-
My residence eddrese 111 Ml dlrocclr!n oa :Jil. Jl!.;(f(!(J{Eitl:-M: : 

Are1 Postal 
Zip Code ilillf,1.q\,I! ~J 

NOTA: Un votanto quo 81 camb/11 d1ntro di loa 2ll 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior di/IS antortoros a uta ol11cct6n pu1d1 •lf.;ll.: •wJ1t?kilMllli1:::+1t. F.l f'-lifm to this el_ecllon may obtain an ab- obtanor balota 11uaorl10. Un vot1nto qu, 

eentee ballot. A voter moving more so cambla 1111110 do los 21' d/111 1ntertoro1 :l{·' "ri]'~l&-f~lmilllrJ O ilt~-fE 
t11an 29 days prior to this election do la o/occlfin y quo no 011 rog/atro anlN 

Jl:t""=itt*.lli/i'f/ji}@j~::::-1·1L 11 , ifii and who did not re-register prior to do la tocha /Ina/ Plfl roglllrllrll do HIii 

the regletrellon closlng date tor Ihle oloccl6n no puodo voter. J£i/-t:llll-iE.19¼n Wl~Jl:l1iWNnR:f.liiH: 
election le not eligible to vote. ,ups· , rUif'i-1'<1-i'.!I! J.!~. 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!lil\-1.i:i~: ROOM 1118, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 14102 

~PPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN tA SOUCIT/10 OEIE IIEC/11/ISE EM lA OllflMA rfl ,fili{ljR/,?f ill!,~ ~,;J(.(J: i1r~ 11 -1:: fl Z !)if 
REGISTRAR'S Offl~~ BY !~~ d.M., OEl IIEG/STIIAII AMTEi OE lAS ClltCO EM l'VMTO , nn~ sc Ji~WI=rlF/in!f~~<111 
TUESDAY, May , , , OE tA TAIIDE. MAIITES. ~ 7 M~O 8 0 

El SE/IT/MO DIA Alt~ 10/1 Al/A DE lA ~mlfl:1JJt11'flfilJIJ4tJIJC:mJut 111 ;r,11:}.:m • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. ElECCIDM. I "' ,,, .. ,, ,, ,,,, ., .. 
: I 
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JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102. 
~~I~ 558-3061 
flv~v 558-34 11 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILING ~ 
ADDRESS,,.-

Democ'ratlc Party_ ' 
16th At1embly Dl1trl~t 

BULK RATE 
·u.s. POSTAGE 

PAID.· 
San Francisco 

Calif. · 
Permit No. 4 

Third Class 

LOCATION OF YOUR 
POLLING PLACE 

I 

Application for abs·entee · ball·ot 
appears on POge 9 5 

Aplicacion para papeleta de votante 
ausente aparece· en la Pagina 9 5 

.. VOTER $ELECTION COUPON ·. r-----------------------------~ I . STATE CITY I 
I CANDIDATE~ PROPOSITIONS PROPOSITIONS I 
I YES NO YES NO I U.S. President _______ •---1-----11-----+-------1 

I U.S. Senator________ 1'----+-- A"'---+----
lal U.S. Rep, In Congress ~--- '2_____ ______ a. ______ _ 
!I Stat~ Senator________ 3 _______ .---- c ____ _ 

. ~ I State A11embly , . ,i_____ _________ o ___ _ 

. El . 5 _____________ 11_-----<--

,g I Judge, Superior # 1 _______ 6 ______ __,___ F --
&!) I Judge, Superior #2 _____________ 7 _________ H---+---

zl Judge Munl. #1 a _______ ---------- '-~---, . . -- --------------91 9 _____________________ L----+---; I County Central Committee• ~ ~-----·- --------- ~---·------ -----------

~ I 1, _________________________________ ,, _____ .__________ ------ -----------

S1 2; __________ ,. --------------------------- Wrlto your N .. -•-------------
!;I 3, ___ ------ - ------,---·------- ~~:~:~ :~~his o ____________ · __ _ 
VI 4•--------------------- ---·- ------------------------ brine It to your p _________ ------------

I 5, ___________ . --------------------··- ~~:r::ai:01h. II Q ______ -·---
1 6•----------------·- --·--- .. ·- ____ ., ___ --·· ·------- voling ooslor R .. --------·- -----------
1 7

8
';-------- ... -- ---- - - . ·- -------- er..vr:~u~:~ho L-----··--· ---- ···•-·· 

I ,;olo;-;;;-youro.;;;,-;;,~ b~II~; ,';,~;;~-,;.;;;.;.-,~;-- - ~:: ~~::II, ~---- .... ·----------
1 County Control Commlt~oo Mombor1 to bo oloctod. ~- ----· - ----------- -

~------------------~-----~---~ 96-16D 
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San ·Francisco 
Voter Information 
Pamphlet 
Primar~ Election 
June 3, 1980 . . 

Sam~ Ballot Pag{e ... 
s,= 
R"6 
,,. I 

1,1,110 f 
'' lit 

1 '"''· ,.,..._ 

American Independent Party 
~•ace & Freedom Party 

Libertarian Party 
· Nonpartl1an 

DOCUMENTS DEPT. 1.6th A11embly Dlatrld 

MAY 2 lJ 19aJ 
. SAN F'AAP,c1sco 
PUSLIC LIBAAFIY . 

· Jay Patterson 
Registrar of Voters 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

· to vote by May 5, 1980. 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: 

• are at lel!st 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A-Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you consider yours, you 
can si1y "Independent" or "I don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't tell my political party when I sign up, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
canclidate will "be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections are held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I have picked II party, can I change it later? 
A-Yes. but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again? 

A-Yes. if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I hnve been convicted of 11 · crime, c11n I sign up 
to vote? 

A-'-Yes. if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-Whnt candidntes will voters be choosing at this 
pri11111ry election? 

A-All voters who arc signed· up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman · 
• United Stales Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator if you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Co111111i11ces. 

Q-What districts arc there in San Francisco? 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16. 17. 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two U.S. c;ongressional Districts (CD 5. 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position'! 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
· A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558.-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the people who are state can
didates in this primary election? 

A-Because , the positions these candidates are trying 
for ate 11·01 city positions. They are state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-pnrtisun office? 
A-Yes; there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 

Q-lsn't this election a "presidential prin111ry" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party. you will be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidential can-
didate will be chosen. · 

Q-Where do I go to vote'! 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your name 

and address sent with this Voters· Handbook. 

Q-If I don't· know what to do when I get to Ill)' vot
ing place, is there someone there to help me'? 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you. call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote? 
A-The election will be Tuesday . .iune 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-Whnt do I do if' my voting place is not 011en'? 
A-Call 558-6161. 

Q-Cun I take my sample bullot into the voting booth 
even if I've written on it'? 

A-Yes. 

Q-Can I have someone help me in the voting booth 
if I need help? 

A-Yes, if you arc a handicapped person. or ii' you 
have language difficulties. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) 
A....:.Yes. This is called a .. write-in". If you want to 

and don't know how, ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do J do If I · cannot work the voting ma-
chine? ' 

A-Ask the workers and they will help y~ti. 

Q-Can a worker at the voting p,a~e ask me to take 
any test? 

A-No. 

Q-Can I take time off from my Job to go vote · on 
election day? . 

A-Yes. if you do not have enough time outside of 
working hours. You must tell' your employer 3 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q...:..Can I . vote If I know I wOJ be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or · 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page·95). 

. Q-What can I do If I do not have an application 
fonn? . · 

A-You can send a letter or postcard asking for an 
· absentee ballot. This Jetter or postcard should 

be sent to the Registrar of Voters, City Hall, 
San Francisco 94102. 

Q-What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot? . 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early • 
• your address when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• -then sign your· n_ame. and also print your 
· name underneath. 

Q-When do I mall my absentee ballot back to the 
· Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day. 
June 3, 1980. 

Q-What do I do If I am nick mulection day? 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER ·QUESTIONS. ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Here are a fe~ of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an e·lection to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election the f.ollowing November. T_here 
may be two or more people wanting to be a party's. 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of . a primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
a. primary ballot that lists ONL\' ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. · 

POLLING . PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-A11y citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challenge any '.loter if the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at 'the address given on the 

· registration form. 
' BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 

ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you arc going to be 
away on election day. cir if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because you are physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to till out. This bal
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot. 
from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. Sec page 
95. 
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PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
vote on. except ·candidates. If it deals with the state 
government. then it will have a number -· such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CH;\RTE_R AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba
sic set of laws. foi·. the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of. the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again with(,:.il another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or: approved by ,,, 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the borids 
arc used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the voters. 
. DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea? If a ·majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the .supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people Lo vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by getting a certain 
number of voters to sign a petition. 

PETITION-A list of signatures of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. 



PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD O~LY WITH PUNCHING ·DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 

. INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: . 
· To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the 

arrow opposite that candidate's name." Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the· point of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to· vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, .write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote oo any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". 

All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
· If you. wrongly punch, tear, or defac" the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. · . 
F1ERFORE LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 

. NO USE-PLUMA NI lAPIZ. . 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la · balota en el circulo que seiiala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que senala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 
· Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el tltulo del cargo y el norhbre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sohre de la Balota. 

Para votar sobte cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el clrculo que sefiala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". 

Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. -Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga .otra. 
IIUffl!tt.ff~IUcHJ:ztr:fLitd•J:tHL; T•~m••11t•. 
ii ll~.1 ~: 

U~M-;s~IT-11i-fiil)tfll!UA 'fflll.ffU..1::iiiill!YrffizUMrr:fl. t1o•;fi°~il.M!lxJ.!J..l: 
UAQill~--tr.,ffl.ffillMJ:fi~Uz~~NA~,ilfM~U~~illArr1L'ffi~ 
~ffi~I! ill-llJUE A It • 

~ill13"M~l:~5£Er.JQA 1 ffllt-1'£~1:Di('.iEUAillJJffl~Mit~ffi:iE~tr.J:R"f~QA 
q ill Er.Jatr.:ftlftll lT-1~~ • 

UH:fiiJiUI, lllf.ffUJ:IIHiJUfflti' • Yzs • .1!t •50• ~flh'R • 
i11m..1::~fl••~~JJffl~~,eM~• 0 , 

ml~-1'£iWfflJ:h':fLffl7 'Wi~.llxtftl7 ; !!x:fJi•T, ~tlT1~ml::iEQAIT-lillJJr.H"t , l'-
fflb~M~-~~-~~~~- '~*~-~~~ o 
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EXPLANATION OF YOUR SAMPLE BALLOT 
l 

At primary elections there aren't enough Votomatic voting machines to. as- · 
sign a separate machine to each party at each precinct; this is a problem m 
every county whenever there is a primary election; . . ' · · 

What ·some counties do in a primary election is to give smaller party 
voters a paper clip and a piece of styrofoam and send them off _to a corner 
to poke holes in their ballot. In an effort to avoid this we have set aside one 
regular voting machine in .each precinct for the use of nonpartisan voters and 
voters ·affiliated with the American . Independent, Peace & Freedom and 
Libertarian Parties. 

Since all four types of voters will be using the same machine, some confu
sion might be -possible, but since you were politically astute enough not to be 
registered· with the Republicans or Democrats, we figure you are probably 
smart enough to ignore the pages applicable only to the other parties and 
vote only on pages applicable to you. 

• Our computer is smart as well,· and will ignore any votes cast on the. 
wrong pages. 

Here is what you can expect wµen you go into your polling place on June 
3: 

NONPARTI.SAN VOTERS (Those who marked "Decline to stat~" for the 
Political Party question on the voter registration card): You will get a 
GREEN ballot · card. Insid~ the voti~g booth you vote only on the GREEN 
pages (pages number 4,5,6 & 7) at the end of the ballot book. 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT VOTERS: You will get an ORANGE ballot 
card. Inside the booth you will vote fir~t on the ORANGE page at the· .front. 
of the ballot book, and then continue voting on the ·4 GREEN (nonpartisian) 
pages at_ the back of the ballot. 

PEACE & FREEDOM VOTERS: ·You will get a LA VEND ER ballot card. 
Inside the booth you . will vote the one· LAVENDER page and then continue 
voting on the 4 GREEN (nonpartisian) pages at the back of the ballot. 

LIBERTARIAN VOTERS: You will get a GRAY ballot card. Inside the 
booth you will vote the two GRAY pages and then continue voting on the 4 
GREEN pages at the back. of the ballot. 

If you have any doubt what party you are affiliated with, look at the 
address label on .the back cover of this pamphlet. Your party affiliation ap
pears right above your first name. 
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AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY 
. PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Presidential Preference 
Preferencla . Presldenclal ~W,n1c 

JOHN RARICK 

SEAN MORTON DOWNE¥ JR. 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delegados a la Convenclon Naclonal 

PARTIDO INDEPENDIENTE AMERICANO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA I 

3 dB lunlo de 1980 . 

' 

- ~ 

~lilll\ll,:t( Mi'L 
-1LJ\Ol-l:./.;JJ ·: 11 

Vote for One 
~H~ ~ Vote por Uno PPf ,-, 

3 • 
5 • 

Vote for One ili!,{:JH ~ 
Vote por Uno Pl':l.12£:- · 

CANDIDATES EXPRESSING NO PREFERENCE, WILLIAM K, SHEARER (CHAIRMAN) 9 ) 

' 
United States Senator Vote for One _ .. ,,: '''rt ~ 

Senador de los Estados Unido.s ~m~~ffel Vote por Uno i'ifiJ;l!fu- -,ge;. rl . 

JAMES C. (JIM) GRIFFIN 13 )' Trucker 
Camioncro 
~·Jl!t;JIJ 

Representative In Congress, 6th District Vote for One ~H,'JF.-~ 
Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 6 ~ W~ tr-Fill Ji M 1' Ii Vote por Uno i:il~lfil l 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

State Senator, 5th District Vote for One cc1,t;,,'lj'' ~ 

j'l-l$~tffei. M••]i ''t~Wt n[Ij fil - , .. 
Senador Estatal, Distrito 5 !,!~ - ~ 111:1~ Vote por Uno 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Member of the Assembly, 16th District · Vote for One =<d'.'J};: I 

Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrito 16 fl·lt?<nk!:~ ~~+·-ft.;\& J,\,~ Vote por Uno i:i11Jm- :r1 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

" 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE ORANGE) 

if you are affiliated with the 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY, 
begin your voting on this page. After completing· this page, skip the 

next 3 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" up at 
the top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state & 
local propositions on pages 5, 6 & 7. 
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PEACE AND FRE~DOM 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

Jun13, 1980 
DEIRDRE GRISWOLD 

GUS HALL 

DAVID McREYNOLDS 

BENJAMIN SPOCK 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delagados a la Convenclon Naclonal 

PAZ Y LIBERTAD 
ELEC~l~N PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de 1980 

, 

NO DELEGATION HAS FILED 

UnHed States Senator 

- ~:,-
Vote for One 

Vote por U o ffl~ ~ - n p -
53 ) 

' 

55 • 
57 ) 

59 ) 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno ~~ ~ Pl1:I''•-

. ' 

Vote for- One ~~-::t 
~II~~~ Senador de los Estados Unldos Vote por Uno i:if.l • n DAVID WALD 67 ) Solar Ensirieer /Teacher/ lnseniero Solar I MJ1estro :t,;/illmJ.:nn11i, #xOili 

Bi I 58 
~ 
::I s 
en 

~ 
$ ... 
c,:i 

Representative In C1.1ngress, 6th Dlstrlct/Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 6 
NO CANDIDATE FILED. 

State Senator, 5th Dlstrlct/Sanador Estatal, DlstrHo 5 
NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Member of the Assembly, 16th Dlstrlct/Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 16 
NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Member, Countv.Cent~al Committee, 16th District ~q:i:k:~~ fl 
'iii 'iii'° -a 'Q .... ' 
-o 

LEE BROWN 
Retired/ Retirado Elill1t 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE LAVENDER) 

if you are affiliated with the 

Vote for One/Vote por Uno ~~-::t 

Vote for Ona /V.ote por Uno ~®-~ 

Vote for One/Vote por Uno ~if!!f-~ 

Vote for 14/Vote par 14 fM~+izg~ 
75 ) 

PEACE & FREEDOM PARTY, 
begin your voting on this page. After completing this page, skip the 

next 2 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" at the 
top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state and local 
propositions on pages 5, 6 & 7. 
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LIBERTARIAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June3, 1980 

Prasldantlal Preference 
Preferancla Presldenclal iti1P'f 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

r 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Dalegados a la Convencl6n Naclonal 

NO DELEGATION HAS FILED 

United States Senator 

LIBERTARID 
ELECCIDN PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de 1980 

Senador ~a los Estados Unldos ~il~iffiilf! 
· DAVID BERGLAND 

Legal Counsel 
• Aboga~o Consultor 

Uif~IJIIIII 

Representative In Congress, 6th District 
Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 6 ~ Ylffll tt-f a ft~ 7' I[ 

· RO\' CHILDS 
Magazine Editor 
Editor de Revista (Redactor) 

•U/JII~ 

State Senator, 5th District • 
Sanador Estatal, Dlstrlto 5 fM~~.R "'t!i]i'~lfm[ .!;!·J ~ nu 

ERIC GARRIS 
Marijuana/ Anti-Tax Activist 
Marijuana/ Activista Anti•lmpuestos 
}-Ji;/ b(,U!f!lti!iatJse< 

Member of the Assembly, 16th District 
Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 16 fM~fljl ~-r-A ~fi rui 

JUSTIN RAIMONDO 
Gay Activist 
Homosexual Activlsta 
fill~!M.lti!illl* 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE GRAY) 

if you are affiliated with the 

LIBERTARIAN PARTY, 

I -11.I\Qil:-1'~ = B 

. Vote for Ont ffi~-(6 
Vote por Uno i:i 

Vote for Ona 5M®-!6 
Vote por Uno i:i 

Vote for Ona ffi~ -~ 
Vote por Uno i:i 

115 • 
Vote for One ~~-~ 
Vote por Uno Pl· · 

119 • . 
Vote for One Wt~-~ 

Vote por Uno i:i -· 

123 • 
Vote for Ona ~~-;g 

Vote por Uno PF.! • 

127 • 

This will be the first page of your ballot. After completing it, go on to the 
next page. 

9-16 O&N-IL 
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LIBERTARIAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

LIBERTARIO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 

· . 3 dB Junia dB 1980 

Member, County Central Committee, 16th District ~i:t=a;k~ .ftl fj 
Mlilmbro ·del Comlt6 C~ntral del Condado Dlstrlto 16 ffi ~-p -L . ; '[Ti"" /,,iif"' 11r.r_· 

MONTE FRANCISCO KREI, 
Student Acllvist / Estudhmte Activista 1'1&,ti'l!l<JJ* 

BONNIE HOY 
Typist/ Mecanografa / r* U 

, DAVID LAMPO 
Publications Director/ Director de .Publlcaclones tu/.ii11i)::ll1T: 

BARTHOLOMEW LEE 
Auorney/Abogado f.llll1li 

'8 CLARK JOHNSON 

!1 Advertising Specialty Counselor/Consultor de Publlcidad J/1',i'i·lYl"lllllllll 
CHRISTY N, AUSTIN 

:IICI Interior Designer/ Disenador de ln1eriores ~f'ii!lt;ll·Al l :II c.:a cam JEFI' RIGGENBACH 
c.:,CI Journalist/ Periodlsta tJilU!till~· 
l:·~ RUSSELL WARE z-::, :II 'Student/ Estudiante IJl!I:: CICI uc.:a CHRISTEN J, WEGENER 

Financial Advisor/ Consejero Financiero fl\iJ!fijfCIIJ 
ROBERT K, COSTELLO 

Political Organizer/Organizador Politico i&it11i'iM1i1Htld1· 
SUZANNE COSTELl,O 

Investor Administrator Assistant/ Asistente de Adminis1rador lnversionista :&liJ\li1WJ1J11\· 

DEBORRAH K, STEPHENS 
Typeseuer / Cajista tJH: M~ 

ROBERT BERKEL 
Anti-Draft Activist/ Ac1ivis1a Antimllitarista )l(fl[;)i;./ilillli~ 

MALCOLM PERRY GARRIS 
Minister/ Ministro qtn,li 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE GRAY) 

if you are affiliated witll the 

LIBERTARIAN PARTY, 

• I 

Vote for 18 ffi~+/\45 Vote por 18 

136' ~ 
·137 ~ 
138 ~ 
139 ~ 
140 ~ 
141 ~ 
142 ~ 
143 ~ 
144 ► 
145 ► 
146 ~ 
147 ~ 
148 ~ 
149 ► 

This will be the second page of your ballot. After completing it, go on to 
the next page and vote on the judges, then continue voting on the state and 
local propositions. 
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4 PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflclna #1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Defensor de oficio en jefe 
l)lj'Jll"fl/i,.l;'ri/11'1:,11 

RAYMOND J, ARATA, JR, 

" Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
J\l!liiU,t 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oficlna #2 

WILLIAM J, MALLEN 
Deputy City Attorney 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de tunlo de 1980 

••~~~trz-

_.t.t.;~~'f§l·z= 
Ayudante dcl consejero legal de la ciudad 
/ollJ,ii/1'1:iil 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
Jm:/ill.1,,, 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oflclna #1 :l&:tit.t.; ~~ 1lZ -

V. RO\' LE.'COURT 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Abogado Jcfe de Juicios 
1111 '/11\1//, 1:'rifl 1•1:,:, 

JERRY LEVITIN 
Municipal Court Commissioner 
Comisionado, Juzgado Municipal 
J\l!}ilU,,-/..:ll 

PHILIP J, MOSCONE 
Deputy City Attorney 
Abogndo de In Ciudnd Delegado 
1,111,i;r1•1:,1, 

INA G\'EMANT 
Deputy A11orney General 
Procurndor General Delegado 
1,1ll1i1/J,1,l,J< 

. Vote for One M.!.~~H-~ 
Vote por Uno pPJ~ 

.. 

213 )II 

215 )II 

Vote for One filtj i!it-16 Vote· por Uno 

220 )II 

222 
,,,, 

Vote for One ~·-~H-~ 
Vote por Uno llf'J~ . 

227 ), 

229 ). 

231 • 
233 • 

THE NONPARTISAN PORTION OF YOUR BALLOT BEGINS ON THIS PAGE 
11-16-4 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 
Provides for a bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for this program. 

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980. Provides for a: bond issue of $750,000,000 to 
provide farm and home aid for Ca,llfotnia veterans .. 

STATE CAPITOL .MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi-
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No im-
mediate fiscal effect. Possible ,future cost avoidance. . 

LOW RENT HOUSING. Eliminates present prio1 election approval for such state 
public body projects. Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure, Fiscal 
impact: Local election costs-reduced minor amount. Possible future incrc1.1scs in expen-
dilures for low rent housing. 

FREEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for 
refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact. 

REAPPORTIONMENT. Repeals; amends, and restates provisions of Cons1ilu1ion 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, , Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental 11id to persons. in removing debris 
from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or loc11I costs. 

ENERG\' t'ACILl1'1ES, Legislature may authorize state revenue bonds to finuncc 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

, TAXATION. INCOME. Provides personal income taxes not exceed SOU/o of 1978 rntes. 
Ends business inventory taxution. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in-
come rnx revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. 
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-
mencing in 1980-81. 

RENT. Permits rent control only by voter approved locnl ordinances. Permits annual 
increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscnl effect. Local 
government costs increases for election nnd possibly for grievance administration. 

TAXATION. SURTAX. Levies n JO% surtax on California oil companies' business in-
come; funds altetnative transit, fuels. Allows investment tax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on amount of tax credits claimed, state revenue increases of $150 - $420 
million (1980-81) nnd $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing sta\llles 
distribute one-half of increase 10 local governments. 

FOR 235 • AGAINST 236 • FOR 237 • AGAINST 238 • YES 239 • NO 240 ,.. 
YES 241 -~ 
·NO 242 ~ 

YES 244--+-
NO 245--+-

YES 246 _. 
NO 247 • YES 248 • NO 249 • YES 250 ~ 
NO 251 ~ 

YES 253 ~ 
NO ·254--+-

YES 256-+-
NO 257 ➔ 
YES 258 ~ 
NO 259 ➔ 



flfCCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980. 
PROPOSfCIDNES ESTATALES 

.. 235 FAeOR -~ 

• 236 co~1RA &ft 
1 PROQRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PAROUES Y RE, lffJl/!!1!11f1J.ifJi';tlri~!&W,11~11, 

CURSOS RENOVABLES. Hace poslble una emlsl6n de bonos de t.'NJP!¾lil"l(i~:JL·f-·(11'j,1l,Jt0.ili/111/tWfl,itall/, 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa. 

* 237 FAOoR -~ 2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS OF; 1980, Hace poslble una -JV\0:i'i/J1VdJ0.-Uiiltt:, 
emls/6n de llanos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla Vl-/1! dUi·t:rrr 1,:-r-,11;7i:0f,'i, lflli:'1,fln/J/JUflU!Jl'.t.A EN 1n& · . .. 238 CONTRA µc._t11 
para.gran/as y resldenclas para los veteranos de California. (J·,½i/i!'.~ltH}, 

... 239. FA:OR' -~ 

• 240 co£~RA 5tlf 

... 241 FAeoR R~ 

.. 242 co:~RA M 

, .. 244 FACOR -~ 

.. 245 co~~RA rut 

.. 246 FA¢OR -~ 

• 247 cot~RA &.Jt 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlta las autorlza
clones para Ja a1teracl6n o modlllcacl6n del edlflclo y los muebles 
de/ Cap/tollo hlst6r/camente restaurados. lmf)acto fiscal: Nlng1·in 
electo I/seal lnmed/ato. Podrla ev/tar costos futuros. · 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Ellmlna la actual aproba· 
cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dJchos proyectos de entldades pliblicas 
estatales. Sustltuye el procedlmlento de avlso publlco y refer~n-
dum. lmpacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electoraJes en una cantl· 
dad menor. Poslbles lncrementos futuros en gas1os para vlvl• 
endas de alqulleres bajos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlbe cllai:lones de dDHcllto contra 
empleados de los medlos notlclosos por rehusarse a di vulgar In• 
formacl6n o luentes. lmpacto fiscal: NJnglin lmpacto fiscal 
slgnltlcante. 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en torma modi• 
llcada dlsposlclones de /a Constltuc/6n que se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de Jos dlstrltos de/ Senado, la Asamb/ea, el Con-
greso y la Junta de lgual/zacl6n. /mpacto fiscal: Nlngun etecto fis-
cal dlrecto. · 

1HfJff,Jli1!¥, m!!il/J'tffh(l'{tll1•l-:lil'l'Hl·IH0111f:•l.! 
!'ll-'i'~111~1li'!, IIW,l,'\>',~/: ,K11CfM,~111Jf',~'.~', n/fiU 
p; ,1~1~ 11m11:il ~-. 

lffli/111:111, lW/'IJJl'-fiZ /.Jl.;if, il/J;fi$t;/'i',)t;ll',i!!i 
;~;;/'fi~;j/;/ !'1lltl'(/(.m11,1~ffijn~,if-lllJ, ft;.':'._J.'J $tJi,;0. 
(1i•,f!J.li(J;f;!'/Jl-:, 1/-ttf'{l,l;',~I: Jtk:tiJ1:ll!f.1<U/l~~h'iil~. 
ll~~! /IHJ!lt, !111 u,in·m< iY/11/f-JrJtt /JI/, 

tul~i !'1 ,1,, a;; 11·.1<1l'.liJJ1J1•11r,r,wA IJ 1;n@1i1J;J; 
n·1.1'.\.~\ilfii.1~1in11.l'l1'llciill:J1·,, 11m1~:,·.~1: ,1,,1,ru:n·-Jutll¾ 
h45~~1

o 

·.1~ l,v;n·-1 ,r11a1J'i}, 1[11:,t, li'E 1U111[1 ii filWJl~ i, 
·t'Afi.:1:, J-'lll'Ji'.-~.:~1i·c. 1~H 11;•1,~1,J,,J.:111.~;n·:1 ,r,%}; 
111/',}, 1/j,T'(~.>'.~': .l!t/l'itl.;•/;I;',~•. 

-~ 248 FA¢oR '.R~ 
• 249 co~1RA &It 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a 11(1.(, ,.~J,t·,rnu, (l.(ni\1•1~~(:'.'.1i/~ll~ll!/JF'l/f.f1tH\) 
personas para la remocl6n de escombros de propledad particular A.l(l.'8Jl1'liH/J, f,U/,A q!l}"N,-1J1/,I/J'l!l~J/i/lHW, /Hut 
en iireas mayores de desastre o emergoncla declaradas por el 
Pres/dente. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun costo estatal o local dlrecto. 11?,~1: 1'111·111~1m1i1rt!ff/11011ftrW, 

~ 250 FAeOR -~ 

• 251 co~1RA &It 

• 8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Leglslatura podra autorlzar 
bonos de Jngresos estatales para fln'anclar lnstalaclones de 
fuentes alternatlvas de energfa y arrendar o vender dlchas lnstala• 
clones. Jmpacto fiscal: Nlngun etecto fiscal dlrecto. Poslbles 
costos Ind/rectos futures, aumentos de redltos y percJJdas de 
red1tos. 

""'1L. 53 A -~ 9 FIJACION DE fMPUESTOS. INGRESOS. Dlspone que Jos Im• 
~ 2 FAVOR ~l'-'lt puestos personaJes a la ronta no excederan 50% de las tasas de 
------------- 1978. Exenta a /os /nventarlos comerclales de los lmpuestos sabre 
...ttL 254 EN 1..~ Ja propledad. lmpacto fiscal: Reduccl6n de redltos de Jmpuestos a 
~ CONTRA l,.lU:,--i Ja renta de $4.9 mil m//lones en 1980-81 y reducclones sustan

cla/es de ah/ en adeJante. Reduccl6n sustanclal en gastos 
estatales lncJuyendo aslstencla a goblernos locales, comenzando 

~ 256 A 
FAVOR 

en J9Bo-e1. 
t&ld': 1 Q ALQUILER. Perm/le control de/ alqul/er solamente por media de 
~PX. estatutos locales aprobados por Jos votantes. Perm/le aumentos 

anuales conlormes a normas especJf!cadas. lmpacto fiscal: Nin
gun efeclo fiscal oslatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamentales 
locales para elecclones ~ poslble admln/stracl6n de agrav/os. 

258 FA~OR ff~ 11 ,~t~~!0~n P,;pu~~iou~~~~~m~~ia~1~
5J~ 1ifof~~~~eMil~~:!~ 

N 
comerclal de las companfas petroferas para flnanclar servJclos allerna• 

259 E mfM. t/vos y combustibles. Permile un credilo de lmpuestos por lnversl6n. 
CONTRA ~ Jmpaclo //sea/: Dependlendo de la cantldad de credltos de lmpuestos 

------------- reclamados, podrfan ocurr/r aumentos de rildltos estatales de $150 a 
$420 ml!!ones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (1981-82). La ml tad del 

__________ aumento se repartirla entre las gobiernos locates. 

I 

tiliWii'IJ:1,m, :,1/.tJ,r;;~ 11fJ1/111§;tnJl·lfQ~i7:-f.'1, J:1 
,!ltjfJf:-uff)l;;jl;f-l'O'.Jlil\ilJj\,l~MliJi'.t, ,jf:nr111w,,~111111 
;l~',i'l:fl/i, /HIT'(~)\~': ftl[f((},Xl/1tf1d1"•,~1. :w1: 1tf/ilr!i 
llll+i::nuu,t~. lf')JJ11fl/.AJ111)~ 1.bfl/.A, 

,!~fir., A.i:t., 111:/J/t:il~f•l'W,IA./Vi1!1ffl.;H/J;/,'!
JL-l.:Jl.(l'll//j;0:11'i%Z /.:-J-, ll'!i )',{(l'(uf',(?if~ . .ii~!~J 
X:!lt, 1110'1~,•,"!: -J1.J\.O,,\J\-ll'-'i•l,ii·lf/ltfl~1l~ 
~'lA.t'./,/fi:l"t·)·JL(i'•:1l, J'J./t-~!)J\il,(1!-', illiT1,lf./n:1 
/ill!,,: w,r.-r1 Jil!;/j1f'(l(.fn:1 l!IIUIJ, /I~ Jr'.·- JLJ\0 i; /\
,r i•V ,ii ,, '1ft Ii/I//.' ,J, 1, 1•n111~ .. 

[II(,;, l•1fll-i'i'MNN,ji:J\\J~-•!J!1}i/,,1,1/,1r/Ml'--r 
lllil'(/,(11. 'i'i,i'r-'l'!J.J~'.1/:/Jilfll, /II :/ilAJ!!i4Y;i!rni:::,(1:. 
/lfi)I(\\;',~': .l"J/l·J1r'11(./IIJJPd/:.1J~J:\;'.~'. H!N /JiililtJill"'l 
1(./0oJi'fl'. ll!t•il iY, 1tl'l!-&,11i<01 ti II I,~; 11f(1lilf') /111, 

.Jilffi., fll//Jll/ii., /,',//Ji111Hiill11}1i//l'Jil'li-'\"!liA/Ji'. 
Wi:1'1'',}z:l·i:fl/lll!fi., 111(~:J(:(U!lll!fii--i~flO'JJ,~<,:,. 
W,/r-11t·ri~i\f!i., 111-.-1\'i;'/'i': ~l/.'P-1J1.1,w:1ir.11ru11,ni;i!, 
/IW,l(.fuf/fllJ!~/Jllfli,JJi-ft,H'T·h'.:1U'l)l11 /l(\::.:·-1-,1,,,~ 
( 1980-81) :fll-f(Y.f;·T·Ji.l'i1l\;(J'l/illl(1;: l.:T-/i\ 
·1(( 19Bl-B2)' 'ffJ\1,\1-i<1·0W',lf'),));il'H~t,';'/',l11Ui 11¾1{-f, 

13 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - J_UNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divi
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide 
funds for mortsase financins of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? · 

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San 
Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board ls the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? ..- . 

Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad
ministrative Officer to manage the city's convention facilities im:ludlng but not limited · 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and· Moscone Center and providing for II general 
manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? · 

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra
tion and finance, 11 deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for 
community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
ex~mpt from civil service'/ · 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remove 
associate administrator's exempt from civil service; continuing civil .service status for 
present holders of sai~ positions? 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
investigators, start. at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours e,icept in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary naiure; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48. 7 hour work w.eek nor the 24 consc:cwive hours'/ . 

Shall ·all temporary city employees with a period of service' as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members· of the Health Service System? · 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the: Health Service 
System? 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

YES 261 
NO. 262 

YES 264 
NO 265 

YES ·257 
NO 268 

YES 270•-:,. .. --------NO 271 )a 

YES 273 )a 
NO 274 -:,. ... 

YES 275 )Ii 
NO 276 )Ii 

YES 278 )a 
NO 279 -)a• 

YES 280 -)a• 
.NO 281 )' 
YES 282->• 
NO 283-►--

YES 284 -)'.,. 
NO 285-)'• 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPDSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADD 

• 261 SI Jt,5l A B.ONOS HIPOTECAAIOS: iDebe la Cludad y Condado de San 
_.....,_______ Francisco emltlr bonos. h~otecarlos por suma no superior a 

• 262 · NO U 1~~~•9:/&fa~~~~~~lr,o~~l::~):,~~3~s
0
l:1Pn°a~~1:~l~~.i 

--------- hlpotecarlo, para compra, construccl6n o mejora de casas en la ' 

•264 
•265 NOUt 

.. 267 SI Jt.sl 
~268 NOLitlt 

.. 271 NO &Jt 

.. 273 
~274 NOlil:lt 
~ 275 SI Jt~ 
.. 276· NOLUI 

• 278 SI•~ 
•· 279 NO &It 
• 280 SI•~ 
•·281- NO !Of 

.. 282 SI -~ 
♦ 283 NO &It 

• 284 SI-~ 
♦ 285 NO &It 

Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? · 

B iDebe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emltlr bonoe 
para flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re• 
habilltar vlvlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pr~stamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el Consejo como unlco medlo de pago de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad? 

C ibebe crearse un departamenlo de lnstalaclones de convenclon• 
as baJo el ollclat Jefe admlnlstratlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscon_e, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y l)reservando los derechos de 
servlclo civil de empleados actuales? 

O iDebe el Director de Salud Pilbllca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstrac16n y flnanzas, otro de programs y evalua• 
cl6n, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del. servlclo 
clvll? 

E 1,Debe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 
vlclo clvll, conservando su categorla def servlclo civil los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F 1,Deben empezar a tas 8 de la manana todos los turnos de trabaJo 
de oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto.lnvestlgadores de 
tncendlos premedltados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecullvo, excepto par conflagracl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48.7 horas semanales, nl 1as 24 consecullvas de trabajo? 

H 1,Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
elates de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo fljado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

I lDeben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con• 
· sejo de Supervlsores? 

J lDebe ser el sueldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los beneflclos 
anuales? 

K lDebe lntervenlr un funclonarlo de audlencla, empleado bajo con
lralo por el Consejo de Rellro, en ausenclas y rellros por lncapacl• 
dad o permlsos y flJarse procedlmlentos de apelacl6n? 
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7 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 287 ~ 
~ L Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San ·Francisco enact an 

ordinance, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, NO 288. ~ Imposing a tax of one cent ($0,01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 
feet of compress~d natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within.the City 
and County of San Francisco'? 

YES 290 ~ 
M Shall.the firohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fates 

be delete ? , . NO 291 • 
Shall 2SO!o of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percen111ge as the Board of Supervisors YES 292 • ' N i shall establish by ordinance, be transferred 10 the general fund as a return on the city's 

I investment in.the Airport? NO 293 • ! 
1' 

YES 294 ~ I' ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by Imposing an additional i: 0 
f 

tax of I ,7S"lo on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County of San 
Francisco after July I, 1980? NO 295 ~ .. 

! YES 298 ~ ! p Shall the basic cosb of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of . 
-;,, · the members and e amortized over a period not 10 e,iceed 20 years? NO 297 ~ !\: 

: i YES 298 ~ 
I 

Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the 
rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in- ·NO 299 ~ 
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 19807 · 

,., 
YES 301 ~ 

R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 
1_017/o surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations?· NO 302 • YES 303 • s ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 
per year for each $1000 of gross-receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? NO 304 • .I• 

YES 305 • , T ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, • 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold 'and providng that the City shall NO 306 , meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date or-this 
ordinance? · · · 

YES 308 .. 
V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall .the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively 

by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at lenst 6017/o of all local revenues to be NO 309 .. allocated for city, school and college district·and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduclion tax; prohibiting Increases in 1iu1es and fees paid by residents'! 

n 
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ELECCION PRIMARiA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONOADO 

L. 1,Debe promulgar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervlsores de la 
. Cludad y Condado de San Francisco, segun el Cdd!go de Servlc!o 

Pt1bUcos de Calilornla, Secclonos 99500 a 99509, lmponlondo uno 
por clento !S0.01) por gal on combustible de motor to 100 pies cubl• 
cos de gas natural comprlmldo combustible de motor) vend/do en 
la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? · 

M c.Debe suprlmlrse ta 1/mltaclon de tar/fas del tranvla de cable a las 
de otros tranvlas locates munlclpales? 

N ,Dabe establecerse por oraenanza translerlr al fondo general 
como devolucl6n de Inversion de la Cludad en el Aeropuorlo el 

-25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas aereas? 

0 ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de 1.75 sabre el actual lmpuesto de ocu,:>acl6n de 
habltaclon de hotel en la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco 
despues del 1 .de JuUo de 1980? 

P t,Debe fundarse el costo base ael Sistema de Ret/ro en la Vida 
mea/a de trabalo de los miembros y amorlizarse en perlodo no 
superior a 20 a nos? 

Q ORDENANZA: c.Debe enmenaarse la Oraenanza ·de lmpuesto 
sobre Gastos de N6mlna aumentando el tlpo sobre n6mlnas 'I 
sobre lmpuesto de negoc/os a partlr del 1 ae Julio ae 1980. 

R ORDENANZA: 1,0eb{enmesidarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto de 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecarga de 10% del lmpuesto por es• 
paclo en ros estaclonamlentos? . 

S ORDENANZA: t,Oebe enmenaarse la Ordenanza de /mpuestos ae 
Negoc/os lncluyendo lmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In• 
gresos brutos de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucratlvas? 

T ORDENANZA: t,Oeben resclndlrse I0s Bonas de Alcantarlllaao 
aprobaaos por los votantes el 2 de novleml>re, 1976 y no vendidos, 
y dlsponer que la Cluaad cump/a sus obilgaclones con los bonos 
vendldos antes ae la techa de vigor de esta oraenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE JNICIATIVA: lDebe flfar el Conse(o ae Super• 
vlsores lmpuestos ae grandes negoctos que cubran 80%, al 
menos de tos fngresos para vlendas, escuelas y coleg/o ae la 
cludad; reduclr lmpuesto de emp/eo; prohlblr aumento de Im• 
puestos y dorechos de resldontes? 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number I 

INA GYEMANT 
~y occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor
nia. 
My education · and quallncatlons are: Born in San 
Francisco, Lowell High •. University ·of California, Ber
~eley, Hastings L,1w Scbool, selected for Law Review. 

I have hacl extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for the. At
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff• Attorney for . the California Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court: This 
background gives me first-hand knowledge of the 
probfems that exist in our Courts. 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge I 
will protect the rights of victims and die safety of the 
general public wlule. at the same time protecting the 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-liand-
ed administration of justice. · . 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San -Francis
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry · Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Neldl•r; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. · 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number I 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age i,s42. 
My occ·upation is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. . 
My education and qualifications are: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate with trial and judicial experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tem and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducing court appearances for parking cita
tions from two lo one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog· of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising a reporting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers. 
speaking before community groups and teaching at 
local umversities. 

My repulation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support frjlm nil politicnl viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp, Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scott, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson. Chang, 
Ella Hulch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule · Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Martin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinellc, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICI.PAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number I 

V. ROY LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. · . 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Defender's. Office. 

·My education and qualiflcations are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Specialist; formerly attorney with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rigbts article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marriea, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social ls
sues Subcomri1ittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in · the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a skilled administrator in~isting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preven'ting the 
r~volving-door syndrome of crime. · 

Iain the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handlin$ 2700 cases annually; 
. · - is trained in business administration to solve 
court's fiscal crisis; 

- practices in courts every day working with 
judges, prosecutors and public. 

My sponsors a.re: S)teriff Michael ·Hennessey; Supervisor 
Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, · S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Al)nc, Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number I 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 

.My education and qu!llifications are: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College 'and San 

· Francisco Law School. · · · 
I will instill confidence in the judicial system 

through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continue to play politics with · people's lives. 
We must continue to belteve in a no-nonsense ap
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, . Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John 8. Molinari; 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, · Cynthia Neff, Joseph _Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone', Thomas Berliner, Peter Tanrnras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinnn, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williums. This portion of the l!lllllphlct docs. itot contuln Ii complete list of cnndiilnles; 11 complete list 11ppe11rs on. 
die Snmple Dnllot. Theilc st11ten1cnts 11rc vohmtecrcd by the cnndidntc nnd printed ut c11ndld11tes' expense. 
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F.OR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR·. 
My age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qua!IOcatlons are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal ·court Judge, elected by my feUow 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board . of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Ju<iicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate or Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 
· I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served in the 
Army and practiced law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. , 
. My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor

tant 10 you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas . Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, Willia·m McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 · · 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA ·DOOLEY 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have_ been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am the only 
candidate with proven legal experience and knowledge
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement fias made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility qf the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymona Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; . Gwenn Craig; Mar$aret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Aileen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harr)' Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Liv.ermore, Zeppelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalia Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl. 

. Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
·· Rotea' Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDG_E 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. · . My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and ,111alilications are: I am a native 
My education and qualifications are: I have been a San F[anciscan, graduated fr

1
om St. . Ignatius '5.4, 

judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment U.S.F. 58, U.S.F. Law School 61. Married, n111e cl11l-
m 1974 and election in 1978. ·· dren. I was an Assistant District Attorney, Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from ,Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway. 
my USF law degree in· 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board or Education. 

· tice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I_ have initiated criminal justice 

During my six years on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over air civil and criminal departments. I recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment pro~rams. I under-
complet.ed an assignment as Pro Tern Judge' of the stand the necessity for effective Judicial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance lo victims of crime. 
Justice. · My legal · skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
progra~1. conducted in ~onju.nction :,v!th the Judic.ial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new Cahfornia Mun1c1pal and Justice Francisco. 
Courtjudges. . My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and munities as indicated by my list of sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. . Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey. Thomas Hayes. Cecil Wil-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Duniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney. John Maher. Thomas 
ohue, James Feister, Frank Fitch, Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn. Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella. Robert Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel ovoy, Alexander Balfour Chinn. Donald Friend, Ben-
Martinez. William · J. Murphy. John B. Molinari, jamm James, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy, Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori. Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith, Ling-
A. Sutro, Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang. Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar. Paul Fay, 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh. . 

TIiis porliou of the p111n11hlet docs not conlnin II complete list of cundldntes; 11 complete list nppcnrs on 
the Sample Bnllot. These stnlements nrc ~oluuteered by the cnudldute nnd prinled nl cnudldnlcs' expense. 
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HOUSING REVENUE·BOND ISSUE 
PR'OPOSITION A 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County· of San Francl1co l11ue revenue 
bond• In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pur1uant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Saf~ty Code of the s,ate of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing of the purcha1e, construction or Improvement of home• In the City 
and County of San Francl1co? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Ccmmittee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under .state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv
ing single family housing which is · owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing houl:)ing 
mortages. These funds could be used to buy, build, 

Controller's Statement on ''A'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted. in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government" 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
. PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF, 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub~ 
lie interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortga$e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the State of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco .. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges. would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the city _to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Vote.d on "A" 
On March 3 the ,Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 

on . the question of placing proposition A on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
· (Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 

Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), N~ncy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

52000, ct seq.), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of San Francisco as follows: . 
Secllon I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or• 

dered and will. &e held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submilled to the qualified electors of said city and coun• 
t{ the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, ct seq,), as 11 may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Conti11ued 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A · gives working San Franciscans a 
chance for better housing. It authorizes $100 million 
for mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San• Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on ,Proposition A 
will provide- $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current high interest rate. The 
lower rates will help young families buy homes in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and .modernize. The City must take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscaiis. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A will provide funds at the lower inter
est rate at no cost to the taxpayers. The bonds will 
be secured by the value of the housing itself. and will . 
be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The borids never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make ii possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest 'mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing, the worst housing scarcity 

since World War IL People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost · of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject lo federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to linance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds are. exempt from federal and 

slate income taxes, the City· will be able to make loan 
funds available al approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and B are passed by the voters, 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work ·out a program of who is eligi
ble 10 apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions .A and 8 are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND B 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
League of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone· us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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PROPOSITION 8 
Shall the ·aoard of Supervisors, by ordinance, f11ue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabllltatlon of housing In San Fran• 
clsco; th• repayment of loans and monle1 . made available by the Board Is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be a debt or llablllty of the 
City? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
city charter for the. city to sell mortgage reve.nue 
bonds. Such bonds -can be sold only under authori
ty of California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type ~hich are issued by the city must be ap• 
proved by a majority of the voters. 

.J 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 8 would change the 
charter to give the. Board c?f Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required .. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying, building. 
or improving. housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on "B" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impac't of Proposition B: 
· "Should the proposed Charter amendment be . 

adopted, in my opinion. it wou_ld neither· increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGA" TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of these 
bonds. 

\ 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bonds 
for housin~. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the S~pervisors to be able to issue· mortgage 
bonds for housing. · 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 8" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), 211a Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply no~ in room 155, City Hall 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

VOTE YES ON PROJ>OSl1'1ON B 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi

tion B relates to Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the constrnc-

lion of multi-unit rcsi_dcntial housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
SuperviJ'ol' Quentin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCinn 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

Proposition 8 works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend tht: 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing . bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately half the current 
interest· rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San Frai1cisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco, 

Proposition B will enable ·the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of S,in Francis
cans. Presently. the City C_harter imposes restrictions 
on. the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds wi(( 

not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance, 

Your vote for Proposition B will allow S,in Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advanwgcous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost ,ind the delay of waiting for. a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress is considering legislation 
on locul housing bonds. and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congre.~s. gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Chart~r provisions und give housing 
fonds al reduced interest rares that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by .any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION 8 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
lo the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold face 
l):pe: 

Sec. 7.310 Bonds for fi1111nclng the ac11uisilion, conslrucli()n 
or rel111billtalio11 of housing. 

(11) Notwllhsl1111dl11g the voter approval requirements in 
Secriou 7.300, the bo11rd of supervisors mny, by ordimwcc, 
from time to 1l111e nnlhorize the iss111111cc of bonds lo esl11b
lisf1 a fund for tile p11rp<1se of providing morlgnge linunciug 
for the 11cqnlsitlon, construction, or relmbilit11tion of housing 
in Ille City 11nd County of S1111 Frnncisco, or for the purpose 
of refunding such bonds, The issuance of such bouds shall 
be purs111111t to procedures 11dopled by ordi111111cc of the board 
of supervisors. The repayment of prlncipul, interest 1111d oflwr 
cft:trges on such loans lo property owners, together with such 

other monies as the bo11rd of supervisors may, in ils discre• 
lion, 11111ke 11v11ihlble therefor, shnll he tile sole source of 
funds pledged hy llw city 1111d county for re1111yme11t of Mlcl1 
bonds, Bonds issued under the provisions of this section sl111II 
1101, be deemed to constitute II debt or linbilily of the City 
111111 County of San Fmncisco or a pledge of the foilh 1111d 
credit of the City 1111d County ()f San Francisco, 
hul slrnll be p11y11blc solely from the fuuds. specified in this 
section. '1'11e issuance of such bouds shall nol dirl'ctly, i11di
reclly, or contingeully oblignte the board of su11ervisors lo 
levy or lo pledge any fonn of taxation wluitcver therefor or 
to 111111cc 1111y appropri11tio11 for their payment. 

(b) Nothing iu this section shall affect lhe authority of the 
board of supervisors to authorize the issuance of bonds 
under :my other apJJlicuhle provision of this Charier or any 
other ap11licahlc provisions of the general laws of the State 
of Californi11, 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
· · PROPOSITION C 

Shall. a convention facllltle1 management department be created under the Chief Ad
ministrative Officer to •manage the cities' convention facllltle1 Including but not llmlted 
to Brook, Hall, Civic Auditorium and Mo1cone Center and providing for a general man_. 
ager and nece11ary employees and preserving clvll service rights of present em
ployees? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplication Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The management of the · ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate. The Department 
· of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention Facilities Management. 
this department would have complete responsibility 
for the city's conven~ion. facilities, including but not 
limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium. and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer, The general 
manager of this department would be appointed by 

Controller's Stc;dement on "C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 
"Should the proposed · Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fllcc 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double . parenth-
eses)). · 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Hcnlth Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Facilities 
Munugcmcnt 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hcrclly placed under· the direction · of the chief ad
minist~ative officer by· the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of ofliccrs and employees char&ed with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section I 1.102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated 
hy the · chief administrative oflicer, among the following 

· departments: 
Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 

the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
24 . 

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
department from the• Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat
ed which· would have complele .responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: H you vote No, you do not 
want a new C:onvention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's ~onvention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on "C" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 

on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as·follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), 'Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
JO). 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bill'· 
dis ( Dist. 11 ). 

voters, rccoider, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief adrninistrntive officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
muy remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys us may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordmance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of' supplies. the operation of 
central stores and· warehouses, and the operation of central 

(Continued 011 Page 77) 



CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions· have become San Francis-. 
co's most important industry, pumping n10rc than a 

. billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

Th~ convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive, 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use of its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center. now under construction, in which 
the City is investing over$ 100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City;s convention 
management operations removrng them from the 
Department of Real Estate and · consolidating them 
under a Department of Convention Facilities · Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Moscone Con
vention Center . .The Department Manager will he ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing Civil. Servk:e 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable con
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
S11per1>isor f.clll'ctrd L//11'.WII 

Endorsed by: 
Q11e111i11 Kopp, Supervisor 
Jol,11 Molimm: Supervisor 
Louise Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol Ruth Sifioer, Supervisor 
Doris W//rd. Supervisor 
Roger lloas, Chief Administrative Olliccr 
George (hrMopher, Former Mayor 
John Bc1rb,1~e(mr1 
Gordon Lt111 
Alfred Nelder 
Rc111C1id l'efosi 
Peter Tamara.1· 
11io111t1.1· M e/1011 
Lt!lmul La:ar11s, Chnirmnn Mayor's Select Cnmmillce 
Louis llatma(,:, Chanccllor-Emcritus, SF Community College 
Man•ill Crlrt/ow 
Ri11e1/dr> Cam,a:;i 
/Jill Chester, Lahor Consultant 
William Dauer, President Chum her of Commerce 
.less £ste1'fl, Publisher Mabuhay Republic 
Jim l/er11um, President ILWU 
Mrs. Ma1•fi11 Low 
Cyril M~w1i11 
Lloyd l'Jlu••g~r. General Manager. Downtown AssociHtion 
l.ermard Roiers, President W cstcrn M crchandisc Mart 
A Ihm SC1m11c/s, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C. the charter amenument lo_ consoliuate 
the City's convention facilities management operations 
in one· department, is a step in the right direction 
towards efficiency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective. efficient and economical operation ol' 
these facilities and will enhance the City's attraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would be in a better position lo max
imize the use of these buildings through coorui1w1cd 
scheduling and staff utilization. Convention and trade 

• shows would be able to deal with a singli: man-

agement and staff to coordinate their acttv111es and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow !'or 
standardization or equipment and sharing ofinventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center lo serve as a catalyst 
for the generation of employment for city resiucnls 

. and for niillions in local tax dollars. Proposition C' 
will ensure that these facilities can meet those expec
tations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by: 
Sttperl'isor Q11en1i11 /,, Kopp · 
Endorsed by: 
Paul .I oseph Lanxdon 

------------------------------
Argumcnrs printed on this page ore the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

Shall Director of .Public Health appoint afld remove ·a d~puty director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com• 
munlty health 'programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all exempt 
from clvll service? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints .the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This· position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three· 
deputy directors and the administrator of Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the· charter. They 
would be held by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statemeM on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 
' "ShouJd the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-

ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
. PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). . 

3.5 IO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board: and 
Coroner's Office. 

The funclions, activities and affairs ~f the city and county 
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charier, and the 
powers and . duties of officers and employees chaq~ed with 
spcdlic jurisdiction thereof, shall sul~ect to the provisions of 
section I 1.102 and seclion·-3.501 of this clrnrter, be allocaled 
by the chief administrative oflicer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of lhe onices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such olhcr. func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
26 

ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status appointed to any of these positi~ns would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEAl'IS: If you vote Yes, yoL1 want· 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
'want the director of public health to have the 
power to appoint three deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Eel Lawson (Dist. I), .John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.· I I). · 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoinl sucl1 assis
tant allorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordmancc. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall ·be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 
. Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also lhe control, management and leas111g of the exposition 
auditorium. 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 80) 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARG~MENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTEYES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment will not add any addi

tional positions, change any salaries, or increase any 
costs. 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of ·top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess· 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart-

. ment, and the City at large. 
In other major City Departments, 

port, Public Utilities Commission, 
'Park, Public Works, and ·the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supefllisor Carol Rlllh Silver 
Supervisor Jol,11 L. Moli11ari 

. Endorsed by: 
11//rry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ell,1 Ifill l/111ch, S11pervi.wr 
N,111cy G. W"/ker, S11pervisor 
Doris W//rd, S11perviwr 
Roger Boas, CA 0 
Dr. Meri'Yfl Silverma11, Director of If ea/th 
Patrici// M. Fo11g, Member, Com1111111/ty Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirm//tive Actio11 Officer WBSHA Govemi11g Body 
£110/<1 M. M<1xwell, Ex-Director Potrero Ifill Neighborhood Cemer 
Yori Wad<1, Exec11tive Director B11ch//na11 YMCA 
Margarete Co11110//y 

· Felix Agcaoili, M.D .. Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
ShirleyJ011es Rhodes, Exec11tive Director S.F. Medical Ce/lier 

011tp//lie111 lmproveme/11 Progmms, l11c. 
· VemM. Blue 

E11ric// A. Za/J///<1, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Ce11ter 
011tpalie111 lmproveme11t Programs, l11c. 

Arthur Latllim, Chairma11, Me111a/ Ilea/th Advisory Board 
E/i:abeth 11, D,mebeim, Com1111111ity Mental Health Advisory 

Board Member 
Tho111<1.1' J. Mello11, Former CA 0 
F.A. S,ioy, M.D., Clumcellor, U11iversity of C11/ifort1i// S.F. 
Thomas W. Gu'.1'11, Director, P11b/ic Service Programs 
11.IJ. Fciir(y, M.D., U11iversity of Califor11ia S.F. Associate 

Dea11, SFGI/ 
D01111/d l. Fi11k, M.D., Chief. Medical Swff SFGII 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
J11dge Dorothy Vo11 Beroldi11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again. Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now. that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil servicl! 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measure to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Margaret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC. HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Administrator of San · Francisco General Hosp Ital appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service .status for · present 
holder, of said positions? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee. 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The direcior of public 
health appoints the a_dministrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on "E" 

City Controller John C. · Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my ·opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). . 

3.5 IO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner's Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
pow~rs ~n~ ~u~ies of officers and' ~mployces char&ed with 
specific Junsd1ct10n thereof, shall sublect to the provisions of 
section I 1. I02 and section 3.501 of i 1is charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 

· departments: . . 
Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 

the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrativl! officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
28 \ 

persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

. A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. . 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
. want the administrator of San Francisco .General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators; 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors ·voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don .Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10). 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorncY.s .as may 6c provided by the budget and an-
nual approprrnllon ordmance. . 

Purchasing' Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall' hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also. th~ control, management and leas111g of the exposition 
audllonum. 
, Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
lun,ct10ns and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
wluch · shall be 10 charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Coi1ti1111ed on Page 81) 



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH.ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
· community resource. Past administrators have been 
· hampered in rec~uiting a top level staff to assist them 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. . 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's · 
most important resources. 

Submilled by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ella Iii// Hutch, Supervisor 
Na11cy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Weird, Supervisor 

Roger Boas, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Silver,i1011, Director of Health 
l'atdcia M. Fo11g, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Action Oflicer, WDHSA Governing Body · 
E11ola M. Mcu:we/1, E1'-Dircctor Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan·YMCA 
Mar,:arete Co1111olly 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board. SFGH 
Shirley Jones Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
VemM. Blue 
Enrica A. Zabala, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arth]IT lat/11111, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Elizqbeth B. De11ebei111, Community Mental Hculth 
.Advisory Board Member 

Thomas). Me/1011, Former CAO 
1-~A. So~>•, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Thomas U~ G11:v11, Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fair(v. M.D., University of California S.F. 

A~sociatc Dean, SFGH 
D011ald L. Fink, M.D., Cliicf, Medical StaffSFGH 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
Judge Dorothy Von Beroldi11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and lire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
·all highly paid. 

. In the past two years. more than 10 new pos1110ns 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the c!epartment's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under attack by 
the community due to mismanageme11t and lack of 

\ 

adequate funding for services. Last year. the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 

. the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 · million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. · 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the. system. the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Sub111it1ed by: 
Supervisor Que111in L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lan~don 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San· Francisco neighborhood1. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaitan trab11jadore1 en laa urnaa olectoraloe 
do mucho1 barrios on San Francisco. Pre1ontose 

ahora en 01 cuarto 155 dol City Hall. 
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, FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSI_TION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except In case of a conflagratlon, disaster or .sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis· 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
members of the San Francisco Fire Departm·ent 
may work no more than 14 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48.7 hours .in a week, except in cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift, which was passed by 
the voters in 1975. has never been put into effect 
because of court litigation. Firefighters and officers 
now work 24-hou_r shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposiiion F would change the 
charter and. set 24-hour work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C.- Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment ·be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor de• 
crease _the cost of go~ernment." 

· TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fucc 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of dcp:irtmcnt shall recommend and the fire 
commission shall · provide by rule for work schedules or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the 
several ranks of the fire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
such officers and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty cst11bllshed for officers and members assigned 
to the fire fighting companies 11nd firefighting units excepting 
the arson investigation unit, sh11II start nt eight o'clock. A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requiring the members of the department 
to remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden and unexpected emergency of 
30 

and officers.· The 48.7 hour work week would . 
remain in .. effect, except in cases of sudden .. unex
pected, and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
San Francisco firefighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts, forno 111ore than 48. 7 hours a week. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want San 
Francisco firefighters and officers to work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted on "F" 
On March 3 the Board qf Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of . placing proposition F on the ballot. 
_The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

11 tempomry nature requiring the services ~f more than· the 
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the limitation of 48.7 hours in 1111y 
non1111I work week nor · twenty-four consecutive hours. Each 
such ollicer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one ( I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may al the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 

(Co111i11ued 011 Page 82) 



FIREFIGHfERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 

Proposition F affects an important part of our 'fire
fighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the · firefighters. and the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. The Proposition itself is 
lengthy, but the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 

I work schedules that the .Fire Department has been us
I ing for more than twenty years. and clarify emergency 
I procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked will remain 
1 ·the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is importanl_ is thal Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of tire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who are responsibile fof'. administering · and 
managing the Departmenl are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F, present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans 10 make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-motivated firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department adminislralOrs the 
lools necessary to continue providing excellent tire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on.Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
lle11rv I:.'. Be,1111111, President 
Fire Commission. 
J1u111ita Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner. 
Robert Nicco 
Fire Commissioner. 

Curtis McC/11i11 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
A1111e S. Jlowde11 
Fire Commissioner. 
A 11drew C. CtLlper 
Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION. F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians 1humb 

their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate lhc 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and ils .bad cffecls for bo1h the taxpayers 
and the fire lighters. 

As o_f this date, almost 5 years laler. lo placate 
powerful political groups; Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader' Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among lhe sponsors and authors of the 
law ,were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of lhe former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
steiil's, Morris Bernstein. and. at the recomniendation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Volers Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal tha,\ they !old you that eliminating the 24-hour. 
shift was an important reform. Now. lhey have flip 
flopped and arc in support of this repeal of their law. 
Arc they being honest or arc they following the \veil 
travelled palh of expediency? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
l supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still valid. 

In 1975 they told you thal this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Tra,ining programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

to figh I fires. 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will 1101 have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is filled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at captain's pay. Bui 
the lieutenant's job then has to be filled through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firelighting by · commuters will be reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still mm
mute from distances in excess of 100 miles. 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari have playeu the same game 

with your voter mandateu prevailing rate lall'. They 
ignore it. Their actions cost s;,n Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million uollars just this year. 

Johi1 .I. /Jarhar,elata 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SC.HEDULES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal faced by 

the people of San Francisco. 
In 1975, you, the voters, amended the Charter to 

delete a detail, which should not have been in the 
Charter in the first place. that required ali work shifts 
for firefighters to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, them-chief Calden, and Supervisor John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airpo.rts Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa. 
tigue in firelighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The voters agreed with Mayo~ Feinstein. 'Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, , and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their wo.rk week 10 48.7 
hours, at a time when most other fire departments in 
the State have · a maximum 56-hour work. week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firefighters costs· taxpayer 
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours to 4'8.7 hour 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs pe 
year for the San Francisco fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48.7 work week. with the recom 
men?ation of all members of the Board of Supervi 
scirs because of the change from the 24 hour worl 
shift. 

Now, the proponents want to reinstate the 24 houri 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. Bu 
there is no willingness on their part to accept an) 
change in the work week - not even to base. th, 
work week· on that ·· of other California lire depart• 
ments upon which San Francisco firefighters' salariei 
are based. All of those cities except Oakland have D 

56-hour week. 
Provisions on hours and work weeks and S'hit'ts 

should not be locked into the Charter in the tirsl 
place. They should be left 10 the discretion of the 
.Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal, and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

·Arguments printed on this page are tho ·opinion, of tho authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any afflclal agency. 
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After you have moved , phone us 

We will mail you a registration form to fill out & mail back. ,~~ . rt, 

'1--~* 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of' the Health Service System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Canmittee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary. or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on '' H'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition H: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 
the maximt1m amount of which could be $3. 765,000, 

"But agairy. in and of itself: this permissive amend
.men! to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT Of PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' H'' 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 
the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist, 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John 
Bardis ( Dist. 11 ), 

2 

~- -.i 
,.v i,,11' • 

THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 Unlno both hnndn, inoort tho ballot card all tho way irto tho Votomatic. 
Stop 2 Bo suro tho two slots in tho ond ol your cord fit down qvor tho two rod Pin■. 
Stop 3 To voto, hold tho votino instrumont atraloht up, Punch atrolght through tho ballot card for tho 
candidatoa of your .choico. Do not uao pan or poncll, 
Stop 4 Voto oil pogoa. 
Stop 6 Aftor votino, romovo tho ballot cord ham tho vatomotic. 
NOTE: If vou mako a mistake rotum Your ballot card end obtoin another. 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOY.EES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION ·H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term, · 

temporary employees to,receive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a. tempor
ary basis for many years and receive no, health care 
benefits· or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such· em:. 
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will. allow the Board of Super
visors to set .the minimum. number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before they can 
qualify for health service,. and will allow the Board to __ 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 
This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Ward 
Ella Hill Jf111ch 

. Harry Brill 
Peter Ashe 
To111Sca11/011 

Keith Eichman 
leroyKi11g 
Pat J ackso,1 
Bill Kraus 
Bill M,1/le11 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Keamey 
Vince Co11rt11ey 
Bill Bradley 
Carol Rmh Silver 
Timoll1y R. Wolfre,/ 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health service benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. 

First, why does San Frnncisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 · in a workforce of 
28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5,000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees arc hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 

· process, The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, l1ow can the City afford the costs of this 
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time .. 

Another proposal that the City could afford would . 
be a c;harter amendment allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system, as opposed to paying for individual 
health plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submilled by: 
Supervisor Quemin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Margaret Q. Warren 

Ar9ument1 printed on this paae are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double · paren-
theses)). • • 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. . 

A. health service system is hereby established as a depart
ment of the city and cotinty government and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 througl1 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
mclusive. Said system shall be administered by a 6oard to 
be known as the health service board. The members of. the 
system shall consist of all pern11111e11t employees, which shall 
include o!Ticers of the city and county, Clf the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc. members of 
the retirement system)), 11ml nll temporary employees with 
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more thnn such period of continuous service 11s stuill be de• 
tcnnlm .. -d by the Donrcl of Supervisors by ordlnrmcc, Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching of any recos
nizcd religious sect, denomination or organization and, 111 
accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon liling annually with the 
health service hoard an affidavit statins such adherence and 
dependence and disclniming any benefits under the system. 
((The hel1lth service hollrd shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compensation cxccds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise fias provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The health service board shnll have the . 
1iowcr to exempt nny person whose compensation exceeds the 
amount deemed sufficient for self covcrnge 1111d nny person 
who othcnvisc hns provided for ndcquntc medical cure. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members ·of the Health Service Sys
tem? 

.Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the ci.ty 
Health Service system. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you w11nt 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the city Health Service· 
system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

I 

Controller's Statement on "I" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has. issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: . 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION 1. 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

How Supervisors Voted on "I" 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy W:1lker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. · JO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 

~ 

./J'),;t!, Workers are needed at the polls 

- . ·~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3-Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' ·HJALTH a·EN.EFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A 'Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members 

· . of the Board of Supervisors to have the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

Some Supervisors consider their work t~ be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
penalized because they do not have another outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

According to the Controller, the ioiat annual cost 
the City. will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay 
insure that· Members of the Board of Supervisors a 
able to receive. the health care they need. 

Vote "Y cs". on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agenc 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER 'AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the follow·ing section be 1uldc~i 
lo the Charier; it is therefore printed in bold-foce 
type. 

Workere are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co neighborhood,. 

Apply now in room 155, City H111II 

8.420-1 ~c~lth Plan for Members of Hoard of Supervisors 

Notwilhstanding the provisions of Section · 8.420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this charter to the con

. trary, members of the board of supel'l'isors shall he members 
of the San Francisco City and County He11lth Service Sys
te111. 

Se nece1itan trabajadore1 en laa urnaa electoral•• 
de mucho1 barrio, en San Franci■co, Pre16nte19 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall . 
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OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all
1 
the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 

or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 

I 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors at $9600 a yeur. The sal,1ry or the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Superviso,rs. and is now 
$62, 7 IO a year. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent of the mayor's salary. 

Controller's. Statement on "J" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition .I: 

"Should the proposed Charter !imcndment b~ adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VO'fE MEANS: rr you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15,677.50. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote rio. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors- Voted on II J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). D,>n Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: S\rpcrvisors Ed Li1wson (Dist. I). Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES· 
\ 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustment for the Board of Super
visQrs occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time, with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 · 
will buy $3,924 worth of 1980 goods and services. 

San Francisco pays its Board· of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13.524 in Solano County. · 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay at 25% or the 
Mayor's salary is . reasonable and fair. The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - who have to support themselves by working 
- to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" · approach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has important ·advantages: I) it was estab
lished as a reform measure · to eliminate political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted. by tl~e voters in 1976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the·measure before yo_u. 

The Board of. Supervisors has had no salary in
crease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-live 
(1965). No other San Francisco county administrator. 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient. can say the same. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to maintain outside sources of 
income, while the work load of government has! also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy or his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties. 

No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board or 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San · Francisco's Supervisors arc not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

Carol R111h Silver 
Doris M. W11rtl 
Ncmq G. Walke,. 
Jol,11 L Moli11m•i 
Ella Hill l/111ch 
Ham• G. /Jriu 
Dem '!!orcm:1• 
Debon,/r R. lfohrer 
l'riscil/a A lex1111c/er 
•D.J. Sovigm 
Eric Cm1•e11 
Rich llal'es 
Lyc/ia s: Sa11 Filippo 
Carol>w Rei/11• 
Ul/ia11 Si11g • 
Tt!rre11ce II 1'<111 
Wi/li11m /J;,ullel' 
James Michaei l\.foun~ 
l!ichcml MClrti11 Schl11ckmm1 
Timothy It Woifreo 

Bruce Gor,111.m11 
M11rk Forrester 
Thelma Cm•a11,111gh 
Gordo11 Ar111stre111i: 
Bob l11rie 
/Jal'bai'11 A 111a111 
Dtll'id Fowler · 
Micl1t1el Cht111 
A 11drew C. Ct1.11wr 
.f,mice Mirikitc111i 

· Cecil Wi/lia111.1· 
Etf11artf11 Santfcmit 
/Job JJ11s1t111,e111e 
Fred Martin 
Ch11ck /Jnw 
Wilber llr1111i/1011 
Wt1/lan• Stokes 
S1c111 Smith 
Red Koman 
John Sq11ire 

Jua11 M. Graf( 
li11col11 Cl,11 
A11tho11yJ. Taormina 
A rth11r R. Sieg/ 
D1111 IJ. Kt1tes, ,Ir. 
Jon Ka11/i11tm 
John (''.lt1ck '? Trujillo 
Lint/a l'ost 
Vi11ce111 .lt1me.1· C1111rt11e1• 
Ei•ell'lr Wilwn . 
Lenj_,, King 
Jef(Brown 
frm• llet!m1111d 
Keiih Eich111t111 
/Jill Kn111s 
/!ill Mal/i•11 
'fi111 Tl\'OIIW\' 

Joan Di/1011 
Ma11m Keale1• 
James Core,; B11sch 
Peter tis/re· 

l'auy Prmo 
Herman Gallegos 
Pa1Jackso11 
Carl Williams 
John Jacobs 
Mell'in Lee 
J11ck Crowlei• 
/lc,rold l'ee · 
Grant M icke11.1· 
Bob /Jarn• 
A11d1• Kailt!l1 
Richard Goldman 
William Coblentz 
!J1•ro11 Udecker 
J;1ckso11 Schult: 
Jo/111 Kt11!fi11t111 
Paula C. Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Kel'ill F. Shelley 
A 1111a Darde11 
Rosalind Wolf 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not 'been chocked for ac~uracy by any official agency. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors to 
that of the Mayor is· a near trick to circunwen't the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board . automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's· salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure ar~ trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula." which is not dependent on the good ":ill 
of voters. 

There is no logic to. basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there arc 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

the City. In !965. when salaries were increased . 
Supervisors were elected at large, and each one ans
wered to the. entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965. the Supervisors had no personal office 
aides, Since then. the positions of administrative assis-. 
tant and stenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. have been created. costing taxpayers $400,000 
per year in salaries and fringe benefits. 

The City is facing a dire financial crisis. Depart
ments are being forced to cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition J flies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea at the wrong time: 

Submitted by: 
S11pen•isor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of ·the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substituti~ns arc indicated by bold-fuce 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe-
ses)). · 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety~six hundred dollars (($9,600)) ec11111l 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the 11nn1111I gross s11lury p11id 
to the 1m1yor, exclusive of benefits per year and each shall 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
oflivc thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby divided iilto eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth, and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977, and continuing thereafter until new districts are 
established as hereinafter set forth. such districts shall 
be used for the election or recall of the mc.mbcrs of 
the board of .supervisors, and for filling any vacancy 
in the office of member or the board of supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper
ate to abolish or terminate the term of office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the term or office for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts, as cstablisf1ed herein. shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street; thence northerly along Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard; thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to its point or intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary lO the point of intersection with the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean: thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point or com
mencement. Unless specifically designated to the con
trary. all references to streets. and boulevards con
tained in the fore~oing description shall refer to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com0 I c8d
mencing at the point of intersection of the shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point or intersection with Ar
guello Boulevard; thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard: thence easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fullon Street; thence easterly 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 82) 
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RETIREMENT HEARIN'G OFFICERS 
PROPOSITION K 

Shall dlsablllty leaves, dlsablllty retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under C0'1tract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

·THE WAV IT ·1s NOW: Requests of police officers, 
firefighters and certain either city e·mployees for dis
ability leaves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board. to employ 
a h~aring officer to hear and determine requests for 

disability leaves, disability retirements, or death al
lowances. 

A VES VOTE MEANS: If you vote. yes, you want 
the Retirement Board to .employ a hearing officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

----------------------.-----·,·-----------------
Controller's Statement on "K" 

City Controller, John C. Farrell· has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25.000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
. PROPOSITION K 

NOTE: It ·is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type, 

8,518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithst11nding the provisions of Section 3,671, sub
section (c) of Section 8,509, Sections 8.515, 8.516, 
8,547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8,571, 8.572, 8,584-3, 
8.585•3, 8.5854, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, any application for disability leqve, disability 
retirement, or death allowance made pursuant to snicl 
subsection of snld sections of this charter slulll be 
heard by a qualified and unbinsed f1e11rinw officer em
ployed under contract by the retirement board and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement bo11rd. The retirement bonrcl shall have the 
power to establish mies setting forth the c1untific11tions 
and selection procedure necessary to 11p1mint II qunli
fied . and m•biased henring officer, Following public 
hearing, .the hearing officer shall determine· whether 
such 11pplication shall be granted or denied. 

All expenses rebating to processing nnd adjudicating 
the nbove applicntions, including but not limited to the 
cost of henrlng officer, legal, investlgntive, and court 
reporter services, shnll be pnid from the compensntion 
fund. 

At any time within thirty (30) days nfter the service 
of the bcnring officer's decision, the npplicant or any 
40 . 
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How Supervisors Voted on 11K" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawsoq (Dist. 1), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella. Hill 
Hutch (Dist. ·4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other 11ffccted pnrty, including the .retirement system, 
may petition the hearing officer for II rehearing upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other: 

11. That the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision was procured by fraud. 
c. That the evidence does not justify the decision. 
d. That the ,,etition lms discovered new evidence 

, m11teri11I to him, which he could not, with reason-
able diligence, lutve discovered 1md produced ut 
the hearing. · · · 

Upon the expirntion of thirty (30) days- after the pe
tition for rehearing is . denied, or if the petition is 
grunted, upon the expiration of thirty (30) days nfter 
the rendition of the decision or he11ring, the decision 
of the hei~ring officer shall be final. Such final deci
sion sh11II not be subject to amendment, modific11tion 
or rescission by the retirement board, but shall be sub• 
ject to l'eview by the retirement hoard only for. the 
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
and such final decision shall be deemed for all pur-
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 1 

The provisions of this section slmll become operntive 
on October I, 1980, 



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have risen 
mote than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
.is far higher than any other California city. 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote on disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of 
investments totalling nearly $1 billion ( they are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board mus,t 
seek the best n;turn possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disabili~y costs. Yet, it 
spends. only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent, ip1par
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case, the hearing officer will hold. a public hearing\ 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superio,r Court. 

At present, the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
,plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the Cily (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair, impartial basis. and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
, Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the. number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our cit)'. employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will. however. place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 
111 entirely new layer of government with an undeter
ninabfe cost to the taxpayer. It is time that our elcct
!d city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
ess government. not more red tape and . a bigger 
ielicic. · 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
iave been high, but you, the voter, substantially 
educed those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
1dopting a ballot measure that completely reformed . 
he pension system· and reduced, by great numbers, 
he. amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
loard, consisting o/' three city employees. three ap-
1ointees of the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
,f the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents ulso fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type of process .. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision of one individual woulJ certainly 

· be replete with all th!.! natural bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition I<. 

Michael S. Hebel 
Attorney-at-Law 

.r9umcnts printed on this paoc are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION. K 

The authors of the current Charter language 
governing the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
democratic representation . of the rightful parties at in
te.rest in the administ~ation of the Retirement System. 
Employees, as the sole expressed beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own. while the City, unquestionably the major ben
efactor. has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting I 
against the employee. which City employees have ne".er 
questioned or contested, apparently the odds of 4 10 3 
are not enough. . 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
licer. to· serve at the pleasure and on the l'ayroll of 
the City, a method unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which wouk! be disavowed by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation, will · accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee lo 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder of their lives. 

The review of compensation for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NOON PROPOSITION "K". 

Submitted by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee, S.F. ~etirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats; ne'ver content with less government 
interference, want to add yet •another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form of a hearing oflicer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
voter.s in .1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire

. ment board actions are taken by a balanced commit-

tee, rather than one individual. In fact, if any vote 
results in a tie, the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax ,dollars 
are already being protected. 

·This ri1easure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff aml overhead. are expenditures this city 

· simply cannot afford. Office space, staff. equipment. 
health benefits, vacation pay, all, overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of. The present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the ·city. 
Proposition K'is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin I 
gular ones. To provide an appeal process only back1 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Committee For A Sound Retirement Systeni 
Leon Bruschera · ~ 

Ar~u~ents printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.:i 
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14 GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordln• 
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Publlc Utllftles Code Sections 99500 through '99509, Impos
ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
compres.sed natur~I gas when purc:hased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of San Francisco? 

Analysis-· 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY,IT IS. NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The state Public 

. Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel_. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public transit pur
poses. 

THE_ P~OPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks the'- vot!!rs if the city and county 
should add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on .-.L" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved. in my opinion, in and of itself: it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However. this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2.550.000 in additional revenues 
to the City and Coui1ty of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every IOO reel or c.:on1pressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that is 
sold in San Francisco . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city and' county· to· add a tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do 1101 

want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on 1 
• L'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted. 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Laws·on (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 

', Hutch (Dist.' 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6Y. Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John B'ardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the St_tpervisors present voted No. 

Apply for Your_Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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14 GAS TAX 

· ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

VOTE YES ON PROPO~ITION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis
pensable function of city government. Public tra_nsit · 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600,000 
rides a day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the 
costs of public transit increasing tremendo.usly in San 
Francisco, Pllblic policy. nationally. as well as in San 
Francisco, has placed. public transit in a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public policy is the principle of encouraging use of 
public transit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Since 1977. the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its people to add a 
penny a gallon .tax to gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4, 700,QOO in 1980-81' for our 
Municipal Railway and help keep Muni fares from 
rising; It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense· in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
S11perv1:ror Q11e111in Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
'Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument, printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked far accuracy by any official agency. 

It's not 
toolate 

It's not too late to help your community · 
get the funds it needs. . . i 

It's not too late to,answer the Census. 

wtre counti!tg on you. 
. Answer the Census. . .· .. 

:i',}f' 

Census figures are used to 
determine the number of 
seats for your State in the 
House of Representatives ... 
And how $50 billion is going 
to be spent each year for 
social services and public 
works including: 

Jobs 
Job 1n1ining 
Low-cosl housing 
Adull cducalion 
8ilingual education 
Heallh services· 
Doy care ccnlers 
Aid 10 the h,111dic,1pped 
Senior ri112e11 programs 
Beller lransporl.ilion 
Polil'l' proll'Cll(l/1 
Bus11wss developmenl 

A Cen,us 
qul1st101111iure 
rL1dl°l1L1d you 
by ni.iil on 
M,uch 21:l. 

M,11I ii liilcl< 
· lod.iy, llwn,s 
s1ill 1111w lo 
he rounlecl. 

Pi,•,lSl' fill ii 
oul complelely. 
The infomi.111011 
is strklly 
rontidenli,1I. 

Thanl, you.' 

Wl''t~ c1111111inf.(llll Vllll, 
Answer I he cc11sl1s. 

Cl'.NS\IS'IIO 



CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be deleted? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
. mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commissiort to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on '' M'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However, 
this proposed amendment could · prepare the ~ay for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which. be
ing . dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action. cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated by ((double par
cnt_hcses)) . 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission. subject to the provi
sions, limitations and restrictions in this charter contained. 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
trucks; lo permit lwo or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different manngcrncnt lo use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rer.uir or the tracks and appurtenances used by the said 

' railways jointly for such number of blocks consecutively, not 
exceeding ten blocks; to regulate mies of speed and propose 

1 such ordinances to the board of supervisors as arc necessary · 
~ to protect the public from danger or inconvenience in the . 
· operation of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
' exclusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, 

in or under any · tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
1 acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess-
1 mcnt upon private property for such construction or acquisi-
1 lion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

I 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOfE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on ' 1M" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy · (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kqpp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist, 
II), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

different management may use such lllnncl, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive 
blocks approaching each end thereof, each management pay
ing an equal portion of the expense for the construction, 
maintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 
used by said railways jointly. The city and county in the 
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or viaduct ellher · singly or jointly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case of joint use of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the expense tor the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing al Powell and Market Streets: 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street lo Mason Street; thence along Ma
son -Street to Columbus Avenue: thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

(Continued on Page 84) 
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CABLE CAR ·f ARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. for SO cents, tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world: 

It's a bargain for tourists. but an expensive burden. 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers .. 

The Charter now prohibits the Public UtiHties Com
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for cable cars. 

Why should taxpayers subsidize the pleasure riders'? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00, and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$ 1.00 fare would bring in $3 million mor.e per year, 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox income neces
sary to receive stale matching funds. At present. the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of· its operating costs 
from passenger fares. 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car -pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Submitted by: 
S11per11isor Quentin Kopp 

Endorsed by: . 
Supervisors Don(l/d f/oranzy 

Cal'ol Ruth Silvel' 
Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU_ SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit· lines who depend upon them 
to go Downtown. MUNI is one system. Why single 
out these lines and not those with higher subsidies? · 

' . 
2. It taxes tourists and residents. alike, If the objec

tive is to soak tourists and not residents, a special ca
ble car -;- earmarked hotel tax is more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In _fact. MUN l's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher _subsidies, 

4. It · is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscai1s going 
about their personal business. 

. S. By falsely. stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which are based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6, It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their_ deficits. these buses will have to 
be subsidized· from the revenues presumed to flow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present 
requirements in other parts of the city. _Will other 
lines, perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

7'. Cable cars were saved by San Francisco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them 
up as a fake. an expensive gimmick run for the ben- 1 

efit of the tourist industiy. 

Vote NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakery .. 

Vote NO on Propo~ition M. 

Friedel Kl11ssnw1111, Chair 
The Cable Car Committee 

Arsumonta prlntod on thl1 page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

'VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is lo double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also 'stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars are used by many San 
Franciscans for their basic transpo.rtation and not 
everyone has a fastpass. It is u·nfair to discriminate 
against people i11 some. neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable car passes for residents, which wouldn't help the 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a g_realer 
percentage of expenses' from fares than most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our citfs integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M ! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars are an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twice as much as any other public tran-

sportation. We urge a. vole against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square A~sociation 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

Is your voting place at the top of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUN·D· 

PROPOSITION N 
• Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues,· or a lesser percent as fhe Board of Supervisors shall 
establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a retur-, on the City's In• 
vestment In the airport?- , . · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE. WAY IT IS NOW: All the airport revenues arc 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would change the 
charter to use · up to 25% of the · airport's income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on 1,1 N 11 

City Controller Joho C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opiniof!, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost. of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
live percent (25%) of the non-airline revenues. Ba~ed 
upon fiscal ye,tr 1980-81 projections. this could amount 
to approximately $9,000,000.'1 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT. 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Additiom or substitutions arc indicated by bold face 
. type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren

theses)). 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and fiscal prov1swns of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross. revenue of the airports com
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and countr treasury to , be known as the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shafl be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other city imd county funds and shall be secured by his of~ 
licial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Scpa-ratc accounts shall be 
kepi with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon sh:.11 be ·appropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
-some of the money that is earned by the airport to 
be used for general city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be. used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 N" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), · Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance . with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges and 
proportionate payments to' such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds created 10· secure revenue bonds hcreaf'ter issued by 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 

· or as required by any airport rcvcnui: bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

(Continued 011 Page 85) 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 
VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services.· San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing. not one ·penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, lire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating · in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All :rnch 
profits arc now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is. in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which arc 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines, not the people of San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submiued by: 
Dia1111e Feinstein 
Mayor 

RogerBolL\' 
Chief Administrative· Ollicer 
Andrei\' Casper 
Fire Chief 
Sa111D11ca 
Assessor 
Dick Sklar 
Director. Public Utilities 
Rai Okumoto 
Director. Plt111ning 
JeffLee . 
Director, Public Works 
John Walsh 
General Manager. Civil Service 
John Fram: 
City Librarian 
Mike ll,!1111es.1·e1• 
Sheriff · 

Cor11L'/i11J Murphy 
Chief of Police 
-Ario Smith 
District Allorney 
JeJJ llron'II' 
Public Defender 
Merv1111 Sifloerm,111 
Director, Public l·lcalth 
Richard lleath 
Director, Airport 
Tom Ma/101• 
Director. l~ecreation & Park 
Wilbur Hamilton 
Redevelopment Agency 
Ee/win Sarsjie/c/ 
Director. Social Services 
Arthur C T11111ow Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter l/oadle1• 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vitai. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them -- big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. II seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession . revenues); Proposition O (hotel lax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Cmirll1e1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 

· Mallie J. Jackson 
. International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.JJ. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
/Joi> McDonnell 
Lahorers, Local 261 
TimorhyJ. Twomey 
International Vice President 
Service Employees 

Argumcnt5 printed on thi5 page arc the opinlon5 of the authon and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND. 

. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION.N 
Proposition N would .allow the City to take advan

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker .. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break~even ba

, sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges .the following year. · 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra· 
funds from non-airline revenues into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental agencies, food and magazine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo County 
receives property .and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco; 
too, could benefit in a simiiar way. 

Proposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. 

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be 
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex- · 

. pense. 

Vote Yes on Proposition N . 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Doll 1/oranzy 
Supervisor John Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism. organized labor. the airlines 
and. ultimately. the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid on: More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and 
replacement prograni now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted. resulting in even 
:more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent of recent mandates for government 19 lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." 

Proposition N would have a negative effect 011 San 
Francisco's tourism. the city's number one revenue 
and job producer .. with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. · . 

For the past' seven years. cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by the airlines - at no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
risking placing the linanchil burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. 

The airlines already pay $2 million pd year to the 
City. $13 million to San .Mateo County in taxes. and 
their landing fees have, never been reduced and are 
now among the higliest in the U.S. 

Furthermore. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result-. 
ing in additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility or the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. Rra11 
California Public Affairs Coordinator 
Air Transport Association of America 
Gregor)' I'. 1/111:rt 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
S1111 Frnnci.~co Clrnmbcr of Co111111crce 
Lloyd A. Pjl11e1wr 
General Manager 
Downtown Assm:iation San Frandsen 

Arguments printed on this pogo aro tho opinions of tho authors and hove not boon chocked for accuracy by any afflclal agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall t.he Hotel Occupancy Tax b~ amended by Imposing an additional tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotels In the City and County of San Fran-
cisco after July 1, 1980? · 

A·nalysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: People who. occupy g.uest 
rooms in Sari Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 

. 8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75% 
surcharge to the .existing 8% hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the liscal impi\ct of Proposition 0: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5,000.000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART III, ARTICLE 7, OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-POURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF TI-IE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City ang County of 
San Francisco: · · 

Section I. Part III, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5. 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 502.5 Imposition of u one nnd three-fourths pcr
cc11t11111 (1.75%) surchnrgc. There shall he an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percentum ( 1.759/) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on an~ af'tcr July I. 1980. . 

When rent is paid, charged, billed ~r lalls due. on e1tl~er 
a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
drnrged, billed or falling due shall he subject to the tax of 
eight percentum (8%) herein imposed to the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into th 
general fund to be used for general city purposes . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you wan 
the tax on hotel rooms to be raised from 8% t, 
9.759t and you want the· money from the surcirnrg 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tht 
hotel room tax to stay al 8~. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' 0'' 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal• 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None.of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period r,rior to July I, 1980, and 
to· the tax of eight percentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposed to the extent that it covers any por
tion of the period. on and after July I, 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days · covered thereby.· 
Where any tux hus been paid hereunder upon any rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The ~urcharge tax so collected shull be deposited in the 
general fimd subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not inteno to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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HOTEL·TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOJITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

San Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "O" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels· from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come to stay with us for short periods 
of time, not those who live permanently in. hotels. 
Proposition "O" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

We must increase our ability· to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and tire protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind of health. library and re
creational services which we believe .the people have a 
right lo expect. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Budget cuts have elimina\ed any remnant of fat in 
the City budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable. day-to
day services. 

Proposition "0" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is. an inte
gral part of a total. revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
\\'.ill raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already h_as raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain.services. It deserves your support .. 

. The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we !1eed your support for Proposi
tion "0". The business community, including the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support Proposition "b". 
A vote for •~O" is a vote to save City services. 

. Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Oflicer 
A11clrew Casper, Fire Chief 
S(//11 Duca, Assessor 

· Jol,11 Frantz, City Libmriun 
Artht_!f Tamow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
W"lter 1/o(lc//ey. V.P., Bunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want · - servkes like 
police. lire. iibraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and civic leaders. as well as . the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

Constantly ii1creasing inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13. leaves the City'~ buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced .at the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken to cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way can · the · City escape the need for ad~itional 
revenue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

S11bmi1ted by Superl'/·sor Louise H. Renne 

Jol,11 C. Moli11ari 
Harn• G. 'Brill 
Do11°Flor1111:y 
Nancy G. W"lker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella I/ill l/111ch 
Ee/ware/ law.1·011 
Endor.;cd by: Sun Franc[sco Tomorrow 

Arouments printed on this pa9e_ are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency • 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WH~NEVER YOU MOVE 
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HOTEL·TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax cif 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel .tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries, parks. police. lire, health and other 
important city service~. The hotel industry does not 
oppose this surcharge, Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "0" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 

Bruce M. Cowa11, Attorney 
Jre11e Yo1111g, Jordan Park 
A1111e Bloomfield, Pacific Heights 
Bert Sc/11vt1rzschild, Eureka Valley 
Bemrice lt1ws, Haight Ashbury 
Evelyn L Wilso11, Parkside 
Jerome Vt1il, Bernal Heights 
Am, Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
Ct1rlot1e Mt1eck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clt1rk, Cow Hollow 
Ruth Gmvt111is, Glen Park 

Jude P. la~'P"· Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
Elsa Strt1ight. Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Markel 
Toby le1•i11e, Mission District 
Emily Bour, Twin Peaks . 
Pt1t He//011, Bern.ti Heights 
Walter Pt1rk, Dubocc Triangle 
Stephen Stra/1011, Diamond Heights 
J11m1itt1 RC1ve11. Mo111ercy Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

· One way to deal with it is. to slash vital. needed 
community services, We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package, It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities ..:. and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services, 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport . 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney, Execulive Sccreti1ry 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mt1llie J. Jt1ckso11, lnlcrnalional Vice Preside 111. lntcrnalional Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1rti11, Arca Director. Autorno1ivc Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Laborers. Local 26.1 
Timothy). Twomey, lntcrnalional Vice President, Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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RETIREMENT SY·STEM FUNDING 
PROPOSITION P . . . 

Shall thtt basic cost of the Retlrem•nt System be funded over the average working life 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? . 

Analysis 
By BaHot Simplification Committee 

. THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a ·certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees .. The amount is based 
in part on the average number of years employees 
wor'k for the city before retirement. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city 

could take 20 ,years 10 fund its share of employee 
pensions .. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the number of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system. · 

Controller's Statement on 11 P" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt

ed. in my opinion. it would not in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 

· benefits or unfunded liabilities arc created thereby. 
"Under the present provisions of the Charter, . the 

Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which are not provided from the normal con~ 
tribution rates are paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average wqrking . career of the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the. un
funded liability would be · amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should th e Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries. 
the annual payments will be made according. to the 
following schedule·ofcontributions: 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES-RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Year· Method vs. Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method* Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Year Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

I $ 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

61. I 
64.4 
67.5 
70.4 
72.9 
75.1 
77.3. 

· 79.7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 
69.6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
( 15.4) 
(9.8) 
(4.6) 

. 3 
5.1 

10.I 

Year 

9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Yeur EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 
Es1im111cd Annual . Estim111ed Annual Increase in· 
Payment Amounl Payment Amounl Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 
82.0 67.2 14.8 . 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87,0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95, I 56.1 39.0 
98,0 54.1 43.9 · 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
!03.9 50.4 53.5 
!07.1 48.6 58.5 
110.3 46.9 63.4 
113.6 45.2 68.4 
No 43.6 (-13,6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 

· Required 39,2 (39.2) 
Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 (32.7) 
31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3.1) 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
33 ( n~:~~h) 20 Years 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $1,732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at ·6~;. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6'!f 

per year to 3W over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3% per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year to-year." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of· PROPOSITION P 

The City of San . Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations arc being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens' now is that· we pay one fourteenth· 
of t~e declining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we contipue 
this pallern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015 .. What Proposition P does is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative . approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make· these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years. thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal does not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this ·change will be to save the City 
about· $26 million in pension .expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation, we should make this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submilled by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boru·, Chief Administrative Olliccr 
Amlrew Ccisper, Fire Chief 
SC1111 DucCI, Assessor 
Dick SklC1r, Director. Public Utilities 
RC1i OkC1111010, Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works 
Jol,11 WC1/sl,, General Manager. Civil Service 
Jolm Fmlllz, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111e.u·ey, Sheriff 
Comeliu.1· Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Atlorney 
Jeff Brown. Public Defender 
Merw11 Silver111m1, Director. Public Health 
Ricl,;ml lleC1th, Director, Airport 
Tom MC1/loy, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur I/C1111iiw11. Redevelopment Agency 
Tony TC1ormi11a, Port Commission 
Edwi11 Sarsfield, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tammv, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
WC1/ter 1/oacl/ey, V .I' .• Hank of America 

ARGUMENT ;N FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON. P 
Proposition P would allow the City to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. II takes advantage of 
the reduced costs tod11y, al today's dollar value. and 
pays it off at a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more year.~ from now. 

It is important to know that the past dcht as a 
whole docs not change. nor arc benefits· affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay ofT this kind of 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wise business managers stretch. theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do .. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Submilled by: · 
Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Super11i.1·or Nancy Walker 
S11pel'l'l·.1·or Don f/oran::y 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorroll' 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and hove not been chocked for accuracy by_ony official agency. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDlt4G 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
· can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 

We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with ii is to sJash yital. needed 
community services. We could cut. i.n half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service· departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to c~t in ~rnlf the budgets of the City At· 
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactl_y · in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - \'.Ole YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can. afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities -: and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession 'revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
~ition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote.YES. N through S. 

Vi11ce Co11rt11ey, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, Presiclcnt, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mattie/. Jc1ckso11, lntcrnational Vice President, International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Marti11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Business Representative 
Timotl1yJ. Twomey, lnternutionul Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
financial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81, will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on the ballot in November. 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opin_ed that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest _paymenti;. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now, the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them?· In 1976. $97.8 million was budgeted as the 
City contribution to· the Retirement System. Now, the 

· City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time, the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years or this proposal the estimated 

cumulative payment will have been $1.749,340,000 as 
compared to a .cumulative payment of $1,333,999.000 
in 20 years under the present system. Thus, taxpayers 
would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While in fiscal year 
1980-81, they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million, they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed, there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be. added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example, in the 16th year after 
th~s · gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amounts of money after the first year saving; and. 
make no mistake about it, there is only a first year 
budget reduction; after that, the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this pogo ore the opinions of the authors ~nd hove not boon checked for accuracy by any offlclol og,ency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINA~CE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll_ expense tax and shall-the Busln••t Tax Ordinance ·be amended to In• 
crease the rate of the business. tax effective July 1, 1980? . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY lT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either tlie payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of the1>e tuxes were increased by 
the Boord of Supervisors on April i'. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500, then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. ll would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on 11 Q'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the tiscal impact or Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and or itself, it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16,850.000 to the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workers are needed at the polls In many 
San Francieco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceeitan trabajadores en lae urnaa electoral11 
de muchos barrios en San Francisco. Pr116ntoae 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

creases to continue afterJuly I. I 980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want Q 

the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on ·11 Q" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the _June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one. 

This expla!ns why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot; it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

·• 
In placing the payroll expense· lax portion of this 

proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari, Renne, Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne, Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR'. OF PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q 'will increase the gross payroll .. tax 
from I.I to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay tl}eir fair 
share of City costs. · 

Proposition Q will make sure that big . business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Propos'ition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 milli9n a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operute all librarie_s. more 

''than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police office.rs on the streets for a 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding ind is-• 
pensible service. will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afforJ to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is that we have had an increase 
in total· employment in San Francisco every year. Em-

. players know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business, supports the 
entire. revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen · 

and· women understand they mus_t pay their share of 
the costs for providing tire, police and other services. 

Proposition · Q will hefp preserve the kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submilled by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Ailmini~trative Otlicer 
A11,lrell' Criiper, Fire Chief 
Sam D11ca, Assessor 
Dick Skltir. Director. Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff Let>, Director. Public Works 
Joh11 Walsh. General Manitgcr. Civil Service 
John Fmlll::, City Librariun 
Mike f/e1111esse;•, Sheriff 

. Cornelius Murphy. Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, Distri~t Attorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Mervyn Si/verm,111. Director. Public Health 
Ric/rc,rd 1/e,uh, Director, Airport 

• Tom Ma//01•. Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur lla;11ilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taor111i1u1, Port Commission 
Ed,1•i11 Sarsfield, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Ta1110w, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Bunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increase.d share of 
support for the Muni through new fares. Now busi
ness is asked to do more. ,Proposition Q will increase 

· the payroll tax from I. I ~f to 1.5 ~f and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly' into the transit fund 10 

help offset the Mpni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

/Jruce M. Cowan 
Irene Yo1111g 
E1•e/1'11 I.. Wilson 
Jen;m,• Vail · 
A 1111e /J/oomjle/d 
1/ert Schll'arzschi/d 
A1111 Fnge/ber~ 
IVi/liam S. Clark 
R111/tGral'a11is 
Jude I'. l.a.1pa 
Dorice /l-l11q1i(I' 
ElsaStmit 
Frederick /Jrother.1· 
Tobi• Le1•i11e 
l'//t.J/elton 
Walter l'e1rk 
Stephen Stra/1011 
Fred We1g11er 

Allorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heigh Is 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hollow 

· Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Markel 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Dubocc Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
~nza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page ore the opinions of the outhon and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big_ businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city 
s'ervices. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has · weakened City 
buying power while Proposition 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting ~ome costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

. Substantial amounts of additional revenue arc 
required. Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
million to City resources and go far in maintaining, 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L .. Mo/inari 
Harry G. Oriti 
Don Horanzy 

, Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have'to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right 011 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with ihe deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vole YES·. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. I I 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive psc of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased laxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer nJost from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote _YE~. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system a111onizatio11); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

.Vote YES. N through S. 

Vi11ce Co11rt11ey 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MallieJ. Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Macl1inists, Lodge 1305 
/lob McD01111e/l 
Business Representative 
TimothyJ. Tll'omey 
lntcrnalional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL A'ND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 
The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 

November, 1978, it was defeated nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No .on Prpposition Q are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is the only city· or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax. and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco businesses at a competitive disad
vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs hav·e left 

· the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that employed primarily blue collar 
workers. 

Proposition Q is 11 penalty on employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is · the 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 
is there to create jobs in San Francisco, to initiate 
hiring programs, to bring businesses 'into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today, practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate · in San Francisco are giant cor• 
poraiions that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q does not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for sniall businesses. This does nothing of the sort. I.I 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave government in 1978 - slop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments p_rlntod on this page are tho oplnlon1 of tho authors and have nat been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART III, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE .POWERS OF. THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-8 OF· PART 111, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, !004.04, !004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
Be it ordained by I.he People of the City and County of 
Sun Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part III, Municipal Code (Pay
roll Expense Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amend
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: · 

Sec. 903. Imposition of Pnyroll Expense tnx. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, Imes, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant' or Employee, lo perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco, · 

The amount of such lax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (1%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; provided, that such lax shall be levied only 
upon that portion of payroll expense which is attributable to 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided ,further that the amount of such tax com-
60 . 

mencinp January I, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth (I
I/ 10th\,,) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of such tux 
shall be one and one-half (1 1/2%) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that· commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and one
half (I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such person, 

The amount of such lax for Associations shall be one 
(I%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (1%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax 
shall· be levied only upon that portion uf association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
lion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which are attributable to the 
City and County of. San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth ( 1-1 / 1$0) per-

. cent of the payroll ex,rense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (I-I/ IOm) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association hy way of salary to those having 
an ownership interest in such Association: provided further 
that during the. period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and 
one-half I½%) percent of the rayroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-hal · ( I 1/2P;) percent of' the total 
distribution made hy such Association hy way of salary to 
those· having an ownership interest in su_ch Association; pro-

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 
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PARKING .TAX 

PROPOSITION R 
ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lot~. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent, to a total of 25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on '' R" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the liscitl impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would .neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional,- revenues 
of approximately $4,350,000 to the City and·County." 

. TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART III, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC'
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (ID%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill. Ankle 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended hy adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Sec. 602.5 Imposition of a ten 1>erce11t11111 (10%) surcharge. 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum ( 10\'!.) on 
the rent of eve~ occupancy of parking space in a parking 
station in the City anJ County of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. 1:"!1e _ Iola] lax o_n t!1c rent of every oc
cupancy after the ellecl1ve date of this surcharge shall be 
twenty-five percent (~5\'/ ). . . . 

When rent is p,11d, charged, billed or tails due on either 

1111 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge an aJditional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in_ parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 R" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin-
. ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ) . 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10). 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid. 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
fifteen percentum {15%) herein imposed to _the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July I. 1980, and 
to the lax of fifteen percentum ( 15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed lo the extent that 11 covers 
any portion of the period on and after July I, I 980, and 
such payment, charge, hill or rent due shall he apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days foiling 
within said periods lo the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the ·1 a.x Col
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor. as provided in 
Section 614(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge lax so collected shall he deposited in the 
general fund subject lo apr,ropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do 1101 intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may cxci
cise as lo the subject matter of this ordinance. including. 
but not limited In, raising the rate of' taxation or surcharge. 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
lax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 

61 
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PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fa\r share 
of the City's costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate . the 25% parking 
·1ax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order lo maintain 
fire, police, health, and transportation ser·vices. The $4 
million on downtown parking is equal .10 one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this - year's cost of the up-
keep of Golden Gate Park. · 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" arg11e ii will 
cost• jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help .. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more. Paying what we have 10 for a gallon of 
gas. this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center. as· the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On the other hand. the $4 
million that 'Proposition "R" will raise for the City 
can keep 100 Sun Fr.ancisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part of a_ fair. balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by organized 
labor, by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups, as the best alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Ollicer 
C1,rne//11s M11rphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew CC1Sper 
Fire Chief 
ArloSmilli 
District Allorncy 
Jef!Brow11 
Public Defender 
S11mD11ca 
Assessor 
Mervy11 Si/vemum 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard Ilea/I, 
Director, Airport 
Roi Okamoto 
Director, 

0

Pl11nning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Jeff Lee 
Director. Public Works 
Wilbur Hami/to1i 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Wal.~/, 
General Manager, Civil Service 
To11y Taor111i11a 
Port C:ommission 
Jol,11 Frt1111z 
Chy Librarian 
Edwit( Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services 
Mike l/e1111essey 
Sheriff 
Arthur T(ll11ow, Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Waller Hoadley 
V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking laxes this measure would 
impose is reasonable. indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenut~ because of Prppo• · 
sition 13, coupled with unrelen'ting increases in int1a
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the ·vital public services (like police, fire, 
libraries and parks) the people have a right to expect. 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition. R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Frai1cis
cans are doing their part. ·. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSiTJON R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 

Jol,11 l. Molinari 
ll<1rry G. nritl 
Don //om11zy 
Ella Iii/I //utclt 
Nancy G. W(l/ker 

Endorsed by: 
S1111 Franci.rco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial cns1s is real · and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal.with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with ti is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 

(Co111i11ued) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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( argument Jo_r «R ", continued) 
service departments - it wouldn't. be enough. We 
would have .to cut in half the budgets of t!ie City At· 
torney, coroner, commission_s on human rights and on 
aging, emergency· medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or· we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of ·the Police· and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue fro.m those who can afford them. - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks lo 

avoid or minimize . increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

, 

PARKING TAX 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax)' 
Proposition S (non-proli1 garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11rr11e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
M1111ie J. Jackso/I 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1rti11 
Arc.i Director . 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
llob McDm111cll 
Business Representative 
Ti111<J/h1·J. Two111e1· 
lntcrn.itional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tux paid' by those 

who use the parking facilities and 60c; of these users 
arc residents of San Francisco. Proposition R wpuld 
increase the Parking Tax from 15\'f to 25c; which 
could be confiscatory: We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF ,JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking allendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a result or this loss or 
employment. this tax was reduced to 10'7 _ af'ter its 
enactment by the same Board or Supervisors who en-
dorsed it! · 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax erH:ouragcs people 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thereby increasing parking congestion. a problem al
ready uggravate<l by increased gasoline costs which 
force people to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 

The impact of the increased Pnrking Tax on shop
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re
l.iii sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. but also to patients al hos• 
pitals anti clinics an<l 10 students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is the only City in the swte of 
California that has enacted a parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submitted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Agftinst Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

En<lorsc<l b\': 
Supervisor l:'tlwarr/ l.1111·so11 
Supcrvbor /Jori.1· M. Word 
Uoyd A. P/l11eger. Rclail Merchants Association 
Teamslcr LJ nions: 

· frank M. /Jim. Local 665 
Jae/.; /1. /Jooli/l'I', Local 278 
Jim Rourke. R,•1/n•rl. Local 85 
· D111'id I:'. /'o,re/1, Local 6(,5 
.lam<'s /:'. Kincaid, Local 24 I 
/·'. 'J1w111a.1· Uiclier. Local 265 
1\fade/i11<' S11111a:is. Local %0 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
J 

PROPOSITION 5 . _ 
. ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance .be amended to Include a tax of $2!50 per 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipts of non-profit Garage .Corporations? 

· Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not taxed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to tax nonprofit garage corporations 
on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of- the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on '' S'' 
City Controlle'r_ John C, Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of,Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed · ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. it wOL_tld neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However;· this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769.000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A, YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the. city to charge nonprofit garage 'corporations a 
25 percent gross receipts tax. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote 110. you do not 
want, the city to charge a_ gross . receipts tax for 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot. 

011 March 21. 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed ~y Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT Of PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 5 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: · 

Section I. Article 12-B · of Part Ill. San Francisco Mun
icipal Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
ndaing Section 1004.16 thereto, rending as follows: . . 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonpront G11r11gc Corporations, 
' For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit gar-

age corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000, 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
s.hall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 

Francisco in constructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporution- has issued revenue boncfs, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income tax 
and which bonds or a portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding nny other provision herein, a nonprofit gnr
nge corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a P.ublic off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engngea in business for. purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shnll reduce or repeal the Snn 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herem reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to 
nny person who is not a "nonprofit garage co'rporation," 
even if said person is an operator, manager or lcasee of a 

'public off-street p.trking l'acilitY,, . 
Section. 2. EITcclivc Dute. fhis or<linance shall become ef

fective on .I uly I. I 980. 
Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt appro

priate amendments to Article· 12B or Part Ill, San Francisco 
Municip:11 Code lo implement the tax on nonprofit garage 
corporauons. · 



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 

Proposition S will generate. from city-owned garages 
~p to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
getting some return to the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on ·"s". . 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges arc usually lower 
than they are in competing private focilitics. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these• garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown ... ·except that you will get the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must ,do their share. · Proposition ''S" is a part of a 
broad, balanced package of revenue proposals. The 
Muni · fare increase, the business tax (Proposition Q} 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) iire a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Ro~er /Joas, Chief Administrative Officer 
Andrew C1t1per, Pirc Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Ok1111w10, Director. Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager. Civil Service 
John Fra111:, City Librarian 
Mike Hennessey, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy. Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, Dislricl Allorncy 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Mer1•1•11 Sihoer1111111, Director, Public Health 
RicJ,;ml 1/eath, Director, Airport 
Tom Mallo I', Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur f111i11111011, Redevelopment Agency 
T/1111' Taormina, Porl Commission · 
Ed1;•i11 Sarsjil'id, Director. Social Services 
Arthur T11111011•; Jr., Pacilic Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 

The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer polic~. fewer 11re
lighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

Tlicrc is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balan~ed package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new rcvl!l1ue sources. I l seeks lo 

avoid or rniniiriize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the eiderly. the ha11dicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES .. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O ( hotel tax): 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q· (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax):. 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associalion. Local 400 
Keith £il'km1111 
President 
ILWU W.irchousc Union No, 6 
Mattie.I. Jackson 
ln\ernational Vice President 
International Ladies Garment \Yorkers Union 
J. IJ. Martin 
Arca Director 
Autmnolivc Machinists. Lodi;e 1305 
/lob McD01111el/ 
Business Representative 
Timoth\'.I. Two111,•1' 
lntcrn,itional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROfl_T PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAV~R OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the· parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the ·city. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund to support police, fire, parks, libraries 
.and other yital city services .. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and oihers who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
l;ROPOSITIONS "R" & "S'' 

Bruce M. Cflwan 
Irene Yfl11ng 
Evelyn L. Wil.l'fln 
Jerome Vail , 
Anne Bloomfield 
Bert Scl,warzscl,il,J 
B,'atric'e L"ws 
N. Arden Danek,ir 
Ann Fogelberg 
Cll"r/olle Moeck 
William S. Cl"rk 
Ruth Gravan/.1' 
J11de f. Lm,pa 
Dorice M11rphy 
El:mStr"it 
Frederick Brothers 
_Toby Levine 
/'(lt'l/e/ton 
Walter l'c1rk 
Stephen Strcutim 
Juanita Rc1ven 
Freel W"gner 

Allorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heigh1s 
Eureka Valley 
Haighl Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anzu Vista 

Arguments printed on thl1 pctgo aro tho opinion• of tho authora and have not boon checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that .our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 
I 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordln• 
ance? · 

Analysis" 
By Ballot Simplificotion Committee 

THE· WAY IT IS NOW: In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds by the ·city. The money from the· 

, sale of these bonds is being used to pay for· the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the 
·city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. · Bonds al· 

Controller's Statement on "T" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T:: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 

opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. if additional 
authorized bonds arc not sold, the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to 
the City and. County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want_ the 
city to stop .selling the sewer bond~ authorized in 
1976. . 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot by · a City 
Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question or sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the ba 1101. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
waxd Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PllOVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the· City and County of 
San Francisco 

Section 1. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanoing that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated al 
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual l0% inflation factor over 
the construction phase of said project. 

The estimated cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% 10 over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate or 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. R1.-cisio11, 
The authorization granted lo the CCSF pursuant lo 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2, 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonils is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of 
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstanding obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date or this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. EITcctivc Date. 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF at a primary election to be con
ducted on June 3. 1980. 

Section 4. Submittnl 
The above noted ordinance is hereby submitted to the 

electors at the pririrnry election to bc held on Junc 3, I 980, 
by the undersigned members of the Board or S11pcrvisors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Chartcr Section 9.108. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

A~GUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the· last sewer bonds in 
1976. they _were told that the cost of the sewer project 
was $1.5 billion, including ari allowa.nce for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated to be $2,1 bil
lion, with reduced standards. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent · annually, the actual cost 

· surely will be higher. 
We were also told that the city's share of the cost 

would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share is 
currently running. at 19%. Obviously. the authorized 
bonds will not, be ~ufficient to pay our share of the 
cost of project Additional bonds wotild have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is used to pay off the· bonds. The more bonds that 
are sold, the higher your sewer· service charge. Unless 
the project · is stopped, your sewer charge will be at 
least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever· because of the 
high cost of operating the system. all Qf which must 

be paid by local· residents. A "YES" vote on · Proposi~ 
tion T will indicate your unwillingness _to pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

·VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do we 

need to spend Two Billion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many .experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NOi" It can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disrupt1ve.•and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should· 
be wasted on the present plan. The qnly way to bring 
things to a halt and to put pressure on the fl!deral 
and state governments. to adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote "YES" on "Tr'', 

Supervisor John Bardis 
. Supervisor Harry Britt 

Super_visor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop· T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped, Inc., will 
uitimately destroy a special facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped, rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems, al
lergies. seizures and are extremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelander, M.D .. Consul
tant to ihe Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of ·a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her fingers in her ears and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV. 
radio, or a record is loud. These individuals have 
mdny problems coping with normal stresses." 

The live years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to 
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights· of the Handicapped. which 
would be depriving these persons of their right 10 
participate i11 leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. · 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other 

1
sites for their 

pre-school, day care and socialization programs. but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs.. , 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a trai,ning Center for co1nmunity 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes-
sionals come from all over the world to train here. · 

There arc alternative designs and sites for the sewer 
plant, but tliere are no alternative facilities for I ,300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES. vole on T would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret B. Douglas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services, ·San Francisco 

, John. L. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou Longinotti 
Board or Directors 

Arguments printed on.this page are tho opinions of the author5 and have not boon c:hcckod for ac:c:urac:y by any official agency, 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" 
Vote Yes· on "T" to stop the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat-. 
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset ~oalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Commitlee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
&/Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ashbury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Mid1ael I(. Wong 
De11ni.1 and Margie Allle11ore 
S11e C. Hestor, Member, Democratic County Central Commitlee 
Shari M{//111 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Ca/viii Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
. Al(en L. Lipsett, Vice-President, Luke Street Residents Association 

Marie Cleasby · 
Victor Ho11ig 
J11dyMcCabe 

· Jesse Tepper 
Ge11. Paul Berrigan, Rel., Chair, Citizens Advisory Com111i11ce on 
Wustewatcr, Operations Subcommittee 
Peg O'Tey.Elberli11g 
Citizens for Representative Government 
Dave Jacobs, Independent Marina Residents Association 
Peggy Kopma1111 
Leo P. Balley, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pacl11ner 
l(lrry Erickson 
San.Franciscan Democratic Club 
Cara11 Wyland 
Carl H. R11sh Ill 
A1111a Darcle11 
Larry Lee, Richmond District Council 

'Patrick Wc1ll'/1, Rossi Park Protective Associution , 
Valerie Rocletsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved, San Francisco would 
be going· back on its word, rescinding · the . vote of 
November 2, 1976; when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds to 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes, the City would be in 
violation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows. The Federal law that 
governs. sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If' we fail to complete our 
wastewater system. and . rescind the bond authorization'. 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $!0.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can fine us $25.000 a 
day. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
Jrder, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Boiird. for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposition of a btiilding ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before, from March 14 to May 19n 1970. and 
again from May 18 to November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs. in addition to 
the 1600 ·jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. ft also means sewage will continue lo 

pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote • for Proposition T is a meaningless vote. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass. the court could simply appoint a receiver 
lo take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T, 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas. Chief Administrative Officer 

Arguments prlntod on this pago arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND· RESCISSION· 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's sewage clean
up. We urge you to vote "NO!". 

San Francisco, right now. today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay' and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw· sewage? It's. polite . name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical . wastes, plus rain 
water running down your street, plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. · 

But the problem is: there Is no place anymore that 
is really "away." 

. Rescinding· the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is self-defeating. Federaf 

. and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The . Federal and · Slate 
governments are paying over _80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to,. sell bonds to pay the. City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes, All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. · again. And . tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation . would occur when we 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The _Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewa_ter Program. Aftl!r days of testimony. 
a majority of the Board determined that the program. 
constructed as planned. would be the best, the most 
cost-effective option to clean up our sewage, treat it. 
and . pump the treated residue out into the deep 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976. San Francisco voters expressed a strong 
desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 
Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people . 
Vote NO on T .. 

Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
John l. Molinari, Supervisor 

· Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne. Supervisor 
Ella Hill H11td1, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PRqPOSITION T 

San Franciscans votcp overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning µp the Ci-
ty's sewer mess. · · 

Now, a minority of the Board of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. · 

To rescind · the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections. effec
tively stopping _all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs· because of labor 
and equipment downtime. inflation. higher interest 
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates an uller disregard for 
public health and for the need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last com\11unity i11 the 
Bay Area - and ·one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw. and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more than 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak~ 
ing over. all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing .local control. It could also result in the 
program being financed 100% by San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal governments. 

Vote NO on PropositiQn T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
i,ng the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Contractors 
Electrical Industry Trust 
Operating Engineers Local No. J 

Ar9umcnt, prlntod on this page arc the opinions of the quthors qnd have not been checked for accurqcy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 
and Federal· law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972. the tax to fi
nance the wastewater program. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People were angry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped .and mislead ab.out , 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only 
now it had seen the lighl of day. 

In a cfforf to appeal to the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project; tried to cut 
off funding for the project: and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old. sewer prl~ject is going to be 
built; 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans; 
(3) that the· cost of the project. as a restdt of the 

delays. has escalated from 1.2 'billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have five supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bo.nds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built; 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (to us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government now pays 87.So/c 
of the cost of the project. Another delay c0uld easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the Stale and Feds 
refused to pick up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis Bouey 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T. 

Proposition T asks you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would flush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San Francisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of 
71 % of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
arc sold. the Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco should and must meet state and 
federal requirements to stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
:an be .expected to force the City to complete the 
Jroject. most probably by taking away local control 
111d appointing a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile. inflation will be at work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses, would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. tr Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and at a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the wqrk go on. Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

l.e111;11e ,f Women Voters r!/ Sllll Francisco 
S/wjier A l'L'l111e Co1111111111i(1• Club 
Ci1i:e11Jjor a /Jel/<•r E111ko11111e11/ 
Frie1ull· of'th<• E11rth 
Kathlee1i Vrm Ve/ser, Exec. Director 
S,m f'r,mcisco Ecology Cell/er 

11.rguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official a9ency, 
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CORPORATE. TAXATION INITIATIVE 
PROPOSITION V 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisor~ set taxes paid exclusively by 
larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all 'local revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; ,-,quiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increase~ In taxes and fees paid by resldents? . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
cost of providing these services, it taxes . several 
sources and it imposes special fees. The tax rates 
and special fees are set by the Board of Supervi
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a 
miniinum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of ·taxi money needed 
to provide services and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporations and businesses. These increases 
would have to produce at lcqst . 60\'1 of all . the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that 

Controller's Statement on "V" 
City Controller John C. ·Farrell. has issued thJ follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be· adopted. 
in my opinion. the cost of government would be in
creased · by an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in inflation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Siatistics, Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cier
ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged 11.9~/. 
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase to the current cost of government of 
approximately $190.622.000 would result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes paid by corporations and other business be 
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall 
be not less than 60'.f of all revenues from City taxes 
and user fees. This feature would not. in and of itself. 
increase or decrease the cost of government. It would 
have the effect of increasing the taxes on business by 
approximately $144.321.000." 
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year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New or increased taxes or fees for r.esidents 
would not l1e allowed. · Proposition V would also 
require that at least 80W of the annual budget must 
be used 10 pay for services to residents. The annual 
btidget must increase with inflation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
60% of revenues from all city laxes and· fees to be 
paid by large businesses. You also want 80~r of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

How Pro.position V 

Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V to be placed on the ballot had 
qualilied and would be placed before the voters on 
June 3. . . 
. Grass Roots Alliance. the proponents of the· initia

tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
rnary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people whn 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIA JIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce, controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions. congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $100 million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this, the Chamber. of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and other city ofticials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax 
increase measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for deb.ate. 

That $100 million could have gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our health care, 11nd 

· other public services, but instead ii stayed in the 
' hands of the wealthy corporations. · · 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966. Big Business in San Francis• 
co paid 60W, of the taxes. Ir they could pay 60~ then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V", 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our own interests. against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the· big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share lo maintain' 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submillcd by: 
Nancy Kelly. Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the. Corporations Lie · to You. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No, Dig Business can afford to pay 60% of the 
tax share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them for more 10 move than 
to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off local CL!slomcrs and the tourist inJ us try. 
They will not give· up this market simply because of 
increased business taxes. Government studies show 
taxes arc not an important factor in decisions by husi
ness as to where to locale. Small businesscs won't pay 
any more tax al all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business raises its prices all the lime, 
whether or not its taxes arc raised. Gas prices have 
increased regardless of public criticism and 1axa1ion 
proposals. Inflation is caused hy the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans to get back some 
of that money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. Yes. San Francisco possesses "home rule" taxing 
power. No 2/3 re,1uirement can therefore be im11osed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted to San Francisco 
by the slate constitution. No special voting require
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 re4uiremen1 established by Proposition 13 ap
plics only lo "special" taxes: business laxes arc not 
"spccial" laxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "lied 
up in court." Taxes can be collected even though they 
arc being challenged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments aga·inst Proposition V. 
the opposition must resqrt 10 lies. Don't believe them. 
Vote YES on Proposition V. 

Suhmilled bv: 
Garr Titus 
for The Cira" Roots Alliance IO Save Our Services 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy _by any official agcn~!_: 
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.. CORPORATE· TAXATION INITIAT.IV.E 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 
, Proposition V would solve San Francisco's flnanclal' 
crisis. In' this post-Proposition 13 era. with Jarvis II 
coming our way. our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools. hospitals. and parks are already in 
desperate shape. Proposition V would provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services (or the people 
of San ·Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public services to city residents. 
We need and· deserve quality public health care. 
childcare. schools, housing. transportation. parks. fire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible. at no extra cost to the individual taxpayer. 

Proposition "V" would· maintain and improve ser-
. vices. II requires that at least 80% of the city's budget 

be spent on services, and requires the budget to rise 
with intJation. Proposition "V" would enable the city · 
to provide quality services at the l~vel tj ey were 
before the double-digit int1ation of 1974. 

P.roposltlon 'v makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
fares and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big c.orporatlons return to pay
Ing a reasonable share of taxes .. Fifteen years ago, Pig 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30%. and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. · · 

The 38,000 smull businesses in S1111 Fruncisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2006 largest 
corporations would pay additional · taxes. Small busi
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation ~nd rising. 
i,111crest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year. over 82,000 people vot
ed YES to Tax the. Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
·PROPOSITlON V! 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Biehn. Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren.' M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nt1rse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rev. Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax. business unreusonably. but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced lo increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. 

Because Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job layoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation . of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

We support a pos1t1ve approach to dealing with fts
:.:al · problems and believe the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0. P. Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase 'in the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the. Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V. on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith B,:ecka, Co111miss10n on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon. former Chier Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Arguments printed on this page aro the opinions of tho authors and havo not boo~ chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION ·y. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes, San Franciscans •. not the corporations, will pay 
the most. 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our tax base ~ ·out of San Francis
co· by passing Proposition V. But that's· exactly what 

· this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea-
, sure would do. · 

If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES · WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them, we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations'.' who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco , businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income, your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries. your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most important, Proposition V tells small.. _large and 
medium0sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take_ your jobs, money, products and ser
vices· elsewhere. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do. this · measure will increase our current 
$127,000,000 budget deficit by 100 percent; By forcing 
us to spend at least $135,000,000 more each year, 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected nJcasurcs similar to Propo-
sition V, yet here we go again. Don't be fooled. · 

I urge you to vote . NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco.· My tax 
package already calls for business to pay un addition
al $15,000,000 in taxes lo the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs, less 
services and a worsened budget crisis, Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be crciitcd lo police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Diamie Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative OO'icer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V · 

Proposition V is a weak allempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were dcf'cated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets arc tight and 
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-concdvcd measure want to IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million ... at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. nn ma Iler who 

pays _it firs·1. In the long run. we _all pay. Placing f'an
lustically increased taxes on San Frani.;isco's business 
community means· the prices or the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. ;\I the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will have 
an adverse el'f'cct on employees' salaries and benefits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent of the City budget be used ror 
City services, Currentfy the butlgel us1:s I 00 percent 
for city services. Whal do the proponcn ls of' Proposi
tion V plan lo do with the remaining 20 percent? 

(Co11ti1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

75 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

(argument against "V", continued) . 
They also ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport and Hetch Hetchy actually eam · mon
ey f~r the City. Obviously. these people don't under
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

. The ~an Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs an'd still provide essential city services. 
Proposition V's proponents want to return to wasteful 
spending and an· entire res~ructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. 

When business costs go . up. ·everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs . are lost. Once 
again, the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In the end. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help . . . the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, member, Sf Board ofSuperv!sors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Louise Renne, member, SF llonrd of Supervisors 
,William K. Kobientz, Attorney 
Cyril Magnin, Merchant 

Araumont1 printed on ttil1 page are'tti• opinions of the authors and have not biten checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be it Ordained by the People of the City and Co11nty of San 
Francisco:, • 

Restoration or a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Senlees and Jobs 

· FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: ,·we know there has been 
, a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the 
giant corporations. This has been a ma.,or factor causing the 
quality of our public services to. deteriorate. It is the duty 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for· example, fiealth care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our chlldren and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing,. income assistance to the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streeis, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life. 

At the same time, the tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our ctty's right to home rule taxing 
power, and attempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community we said we wanted when the majortty of San 
Francisco voters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
to take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages, 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
giant· corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and the)' should pay. 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate lax share to San Francisco. We regard 
money paia in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's well-being. This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations thro11gh the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes that disguise the 
transformation· of public money into private profits, like 
Yerba Buena. 

THEREFORE, 
(I) The board of supervisors, every year, shall set the 

rates of certain t.1xes paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall be not less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that year. These taxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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required by (2) below, without raising the rate of any tax 
or user fee paid by individual city residr.n!s, · and without 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents. . 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used lo 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense lax. 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less. 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts snail be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes lo 
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city and county,· the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in · the fiscaf year 
1973-74. Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer 
price index for S~n Franciscq since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go to·providc services to city residents. 

(3) A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the tax base needed to support city services. 

Therefore, each year that a business drops its total payroll 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year 
before, that business· must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue tax to the city. 

(4) The· revenues, user fees, services, departments and 
bud~els covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
district, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees are all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and pa'rking 
meter collections: 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby ilirected 
lo do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers to lhe mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply 
lo this ordinance. (Co11ti11ued 011 Page 92) 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A· 

($100,000,000) pursuant to Division 31, Part- S, of: t~e .. Healch, · ·· / pollsdof s11ch eleciion shall be and remain open during thi: 
and Safety Cocle of the State of California (Section 52000,' · timi: r,:quired by_sai'd laws; · : ·. 
et seq.), as it may be amended, to provide funds for mort- SectiQn 4. The said special revenue bond election. herelJy 
gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement called shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with the State of 
of homes in the City and County of San Francisco? · · ·· California General Election to be held Tuesday, ·June 3, 

Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex- 1980, and the voting precincts, r,olling places and officers of 
elusively from the revenues and· receiJ>ls derived from or election for said State of California General Election be, 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
to any notes or other obligations of lending institutions with named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
respect to which the bonds are issued. Said bonds are not election for such special election hereby called, and as 
to be secured by the taxing power of the' City and County specifically set fortli, in the official publication, by the 
of San Francisco. The principal of and interest on saicl Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and election 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of officers for the said State ofCalifornrn General Election. 
any thereof, arc not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec-
City and. County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable lion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor-
charge, hen or. en.cumbrance ~pon any of its property or nia General Election and reference is hereby made to the 
upon any of tis income, rece1r,ts or revenues, except the notice of election setting forth the votinl? precincts, polling 
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall !)laces and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the the State of California General Election to be published in 
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor a newspaper of general circulation published in San Fruncis-

. shall any property of the city and county be subject to for- co on or about May 15, 1980. 
foiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from Section S, If at such special revenue bond election it shall 
or with respect to the home mortgal?es or from or with re- appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea-
spect to any notes or other obligations of lending institu- sure set forth in Section I of this resolution voted in favor 
!tons with respect to which the 6onds are issued shall be- of and authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
applied to such payment. have been approved by the electors. 

Section. 3. Tlie special revenue bond election hereby called The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof. such 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined measure shall 6e deemed approved. · 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the no other notice of the election hereby called need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be uppointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

,Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((and 
also the control. management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
functtons and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works. who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works _for ?Perations. a deputy dir~ctor <?f 
public works fo~ engmeenng. a deputy ~1.rcctor of public 
works for financml mana~ement and ud1111111stral1on, and an 
assistant to the director of public works. each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The di_rector of 
public works shall designate a deputy or _other employee 10 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said ,!eputy or em
ployee shall possess lhe same PO\~er in the ~1.ty and CO(llllY 
in makinp surveys. plats and cerll0cates _as 1s or may from 
time to t1111e be given b,Y. law to city eng111eers and to coun
ty surveyors, and his offkial acts and all plats. sui:v~ys and 
certificales mude by him shall have the same valid!IY and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law lo those of city engineers and coun(y surveyors .. 

All examinations. plans . anti csumal_cs. n:qu1red by the 
supervisors in connecllon with any public_ 1mp~<!~emenls. e_x
clusive of those 10 be made by the public . u11lilles commis
sion. shall be made by the direc1or ?f publi~ ~vorks .. and he 
shall. when requested 10 _<lo so. furnish 1nfor111a11on and 
data for the use of the supervisors. . .. 

The deparlmenl of public works sh'.111 semi-annually nol1fy 
the tax collector of the amounl of each assessment l_hal 
becomes delinquent and the 101 and block number aga111sl 

which such assessment is levied, and it shall he the dutv of 
the t_ax collector· to note such delinquency on each ani1 ual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties rclatinp to street traffic. subject lo the laws relating 
thereto. as follows: (a) to cooperi11e with and ussist the 
police department in the promotion of 1raftic safety educa
tion; (b) to . r;:ceive, study and give prompt a11cntion 10 
complaints relating lo street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect. compile. analyze and inler
pret traffic and parking data and 10 analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) 10 engage 111 lraf'lic research 
and traffic planning. and (e) 10 cooperate f'or the besl per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the stale as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit lo the lraflic bureau of the 
police department. for its review and recommendation. all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices: 
provided. however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designa1e<l by ii. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to sub111i1 to lhe <lepan
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan wilhin fif
teen (15) days after receipt shall be consi<kred an au1omatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. The department shall not. 
with respect lo any trnffic control devices. implemenl such 
plan until the recommendation of lhe 1raf'fk bureau has 
been reviewed or until lhe fifteen ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Eleclricity. which shall be adminislcred bv 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. lirm 1ir 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or fire prolec
tion, be connected with the jmlice or fire signal or tele
phone system of the city an coun1y upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of 1hc same. 

(Co111i1111ed) 
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( Proposition C, Continued) 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any W!IY overload . or _mterfere. wit.h _the p~oper and .efficie~I 
operatton of the c1rcu1t to which 11 1s connected. The cond1• 
lions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

Department of Public Health. which shall be administered 
by a director of he!llth, who shall be a regularly licensed 
P.hysician or sur~eon in the State · of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
precedins his appointment thereto; provided, however, that 
the physician or surgeon requirement may ·be waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administr~tive offi~er and.shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief adm101stra11ve officer shall have power to ap
pomt and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministradve and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtli, including, but· not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna · Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a person who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience. necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco General Hos
pital who shall be exempt from ·the civil service rrovisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shat be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who possesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications and exper
i~nce necess11ry to manage the San Francisco General Hos-
pital. , 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be. 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall . serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided. however, that those first 
appointed shall ·classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 

· 1934 ana 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative · to 1111: functions 
and allitirs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made . in writing to the director of health 

. and to the chief administrutive officer. 
. Coroner's office. , which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department. which shall be adminis
tered by n county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions cs\nbhshed by state law and those assigned. 
to it by qr in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the oftice of senler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

Convention Fuellltles M11nageme11t Department, which shall 
Include the city 111111 county's convention fltcllifics, including 
but not llmlted to Brooks Hall, CMc Auditorium and Mos
cone Center, and shull consist of II general 1111m11ger and 
such employees as m11y be necessary to carry out the f1mc
tlons und duties of s11ld department. The chief adminlstr11tlve 
officer sh111l h11vc cluirgc of the department of convention 
fncilitles rnnnagemcnt. 

T11e chief 11clniinsitrative officer sl111II appoint II general 
manager of the convention fncllilies 111111111gc111ent department 
who shalll hold office at his 11lc11surc. The general mnnngcr 
shall be the administrative hc11cl and 1111polntlng officer of the 
department of convention fncllitles mnnngement. Subject to 
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the approval of the chief administrative officer, the general 
manager shall have power to. alter, repulr, manage, operate 
and maintain all of the city and county convention facllltles, 
Including. but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. All contracts or orders for work to he 
perfonned on convention facllltles shall be awarded . and 
execut'-'CI by the generul · manager with the approval of the 
chief administrative officer and shull be administered by the 
genel'lll manage~. , · . ' 

It shall be · the function and duty of the department of 
convention facllltles m11n11gement to manage, operate and 
maintain all of the city and county convention facilities, In
cluding, but not' limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. · • 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposl• 
tlons amending section 3,510 of this charter receive the 
nwnber of votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shull 
lncoll)Orate their provisions Into one section. 

7.400 Di~ector of Property 
· The dtrector of property shall be the head of the depart-

. ment of property. He shall have chnr&e of the purchase of 
real property and improvements required for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property 
and 1mprovemen~s there~>n owned . by the city and county, 
except as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 

.other public improvements, the director of ·property. shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value. of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall be his duty, in 
addition, to assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
res~nsible officer. 
. ((He ~ha~I have chl)rge of the management of the1 exposi

llOn aud11onum.)) 
Except for the Convention Facilities Manugement Depart• 

nient, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or leases through the director of property. He shall 
make a preliminary valuation of the prop\:rty to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 

. owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he 
shull report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon; The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend acceptance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be instituted for the acquisition of 
such property. 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of all real property owned by the city, which 
~hall show the purchase pric~, 1f known, and the department 
m charge of each parcel, with reference to deeds or ·grants 
establishing the city's title. 

He shall annually report to the mayor, the controller, the 
chief administrative officer, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of each parcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city 

and co_unty,_ including positions crcat_ed ~y laws of the State 
of California, where the compensatwn IS raid by the city 
and county, shall be i_ncludcd in the classified civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be filled from lists of 
eligibles Pf~pare~ by th~ civil service commission, ~xcepting: 

(I) Pos1twns 111 which attorneys and physicrnns arc em
ployed in their professioual capacity to perform only duties 
mcludcd in tl1eir professions, out exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta-
tus conslJtutcs only part of the qualification therefor; . 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Continued) 
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( P_roP,osition C, Con_tinued) 
Distn~t w~o serye tn th~ capacity of paraprofessionals and 
t~chmcal mstruct1onal assistants employed l>y the San Fran
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed P.ersons be granted status and those who 
are on existm1;1 eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate tielp or student nurses, or part-lime services, 
where the compensation including the value of any al
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year foll.owing fiscaf year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adjust the one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in. accordance with 
the ~veraie percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
class1fica11ons under the provisions of section 8.400 and 
8.40~ of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed m the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that 
such part-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
u~n the recommendation of the appointing officer, wlio 
sliall ~et f~rth the sche~ule of operations showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more . t~an se~enty (70), ~ours . per. month and approval of 
the c1v1l service comm1ss1on, including a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot l?racucally be filled from 
existing eligible lists. These provisions shall not be used to 
split or divide any position mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; ' 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by the city 
and county when such positions are exempted from said 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional. temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from said classified civil service for a 
sp~cified, period ?f. said temporary service, by order of the 
c1v1l service comm1ss1on; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
are _specifically exempted. from, or where the appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by erection or appointment, who shall, dur
ing his term of office, hold or retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the United States, or of this 
state, or who shall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specifically exempt~d. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro
tect the employment rights of em'ployees of the port author
ity as specified m Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 
· (d) All positions in buildings und improvements of the 

California Academy of Sciences for which fu!]ds shall be 
furnished by the c11y and county, under section 6.4~4(d) of 
this charter, shnll be held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the oire~tor,. the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said Cahforn111 Academy of 
Sciences the curators and other scientific and professional 
personn~I. and occupants of part-time positions lo~ which. a 
total compensation of less than $~0.00 per month 1s prov!d· 
cd by the city and co_unty, inclusive of a\l?wance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by ~m
ployees of the city and county' at said buildings ~l_ld im
provements shall be subject to the civil service prov1s1?ns of 
this charter and the compensation thereof ~hall be subJect. to 
the salary standardization provisions of t)1!s charter, m hke 
manner and extent in a_ll respc~ts as pos1t1ons and_ compen
sations of employments m the c11y and county service gener-

ally, notwilhstanding anylhing to the contrary contained in 
_the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service or any 
public utility hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
right to operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and en.titled to all, the benefits of the civil 
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue to operate said utility 
under said lease or other tem·porary, arrangement. Shoula 
the city permanently acquire said utility, said persons shall 
come mto the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed permanently 
appointee! thereto under the civil service provisions of· the 
charter and shall be entitled to all the benefits thereof, all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(0 and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken ov«:!r into the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temp<>rary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any sucll utility, acquired or operaled by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement, who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, sball be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said 
lease ot other temporary arran&ement. 

(0. All .~ersoris employed .111 the operat!ng service of any 
·public ullfity hereafter acquired by the city and county, at 
the time the same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have heen so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, • and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in i:on
formity with the civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap
~1~\ee assign~d. to t,hc airport dep~rtment under the pubric 
ut1ht1es commission immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice . rights as . ~n apf?oint~c of the airport department, 
prov1decl that c1v1l service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, incfuding the 
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner· and to the same extent as though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been crcateo a 
separate city function under the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who w11s 11 pcrm1111e11t civil service 11p
polntee assigned to 110 exposition auditorium and whose job 
function Is placed under the Convention Facilities Man• 
11gement Department shall be continued without loss In civil 
service rights as though said .job function!! had not by 
11mcndment to this charter been 11l11ced under lhe jurisdiction 
of tile chief administrative officer, and shall not lose those 
civil service rights which rcllltc to layoff from a permanent 
civil service position In the evenl of l11ck of work or l11ck of 
funds. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
funcuons and personnel of the telephone exchange . and 
which shall be in charge of and· administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of P.Ublic works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy· airector of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom. shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall '1esignate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m making surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time .to· tame be given by law to city engineers 11nd to coun
. ty surv~yors, amf his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates · made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may t,e given by 
law lo those of city engineers and county surveyors, . 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
su~rvisors in c~nnecuon with any public improvements, ex
clusive ·of those to be made. by .. the public .. utilities commis
sion, shall be ma~e by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

1 
• 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax . collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on ·each arinual 
tax bill. . . . 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate· with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic sqfety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic. and parkin~ data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per-

. formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the "State as may be 
necessary. 

. The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street _traffic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic ar.proval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic contr9l devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

Department of Electricity, which shal be administered by 
. a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or lire protec201c8d
tion, be connected witli the police or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
com~ensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the def?ilrtment of cleciricity and shall not in 
any way overload or mterfcre with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which ii is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of sur.ervh, ·s by ordinance upon the. recommendation 
of the chief of thr 1kpartmcnt. 

Department I Public Health, which shall be administered 
by a director t,,· health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less 
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than 10 years' practice in his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, tliat the· 
pliysician or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall. hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power 10 ap• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for ,hospital services, who shall · be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the. institutions of 

. the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from lhe civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who ~ssesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for ailmlnlstratlon and 
finance, a deputy director for program planning and evalua
tion, a deputy director for community health programs, an 
administrator ((o0) for San Francisco General · Hospital and 
a'n administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi
s.ions of the charter ((. The position of administrator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who possess ((cs)) the educalional and 
administrative qualifications ·and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and 
Institutions of the department of public health; provided, 
however, that any person who has civil service status to any 
of these positions on the effective date of this amendment 
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions 
under the civil service provisions of this charter. . · 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby crea1ed a he.alth 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a . dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall• serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed '1y the chief .administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of' one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ano 1935, respectively, and the term of one member· in 
1936. · 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the di'rector of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a. cou111y a$ricultural commissioner and sha\l in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter . 

Departn1cnt of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. · 

((If in the election of Nove111ber 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of. this charter receive 
the _number. of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notw1thstand1~g any other provisi?~ of, this charter, the city 
allor~ey shall lllcorporatc thcir_prov1s10ns 11110 one section.)) · 

If ID the elcctmn of June 3, 1980 lwo or more 11roposi• 
tions mnending section 3.SIO of this cl111rter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their ado1uion, then notwith
s111111ling 1111y other provision of lhls ch11rler, the city 11Uorney 
shall incorporute their provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of P.Ublic works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the f)leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall <lesignate a deputy.- or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said · deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and courity 
m makinl! surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to time be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and .estimates required by the 
su~i'Visors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the f)Ublic utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 

. becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 
. The department of public works shall have powers and 

duties relating lo street traffic, subject 10 the laws relating 
theretQ, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
f>Olice department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion;· (b) to receive, study and give prompt allention · to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inte~-

. pret traffic and P.arking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage ID traffic research 
and traffic f)lanning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency, of the city and county and the slate as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation,. all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic c~nlrol dey1~es; · 
·provided, however, that the . bureau n~ay wa1yc subnuss1~n 
and review of plans of particular devices ~es1gna1ed by 1I. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submll to the deparl
menl its recommendation on any proposed plan. within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic aP,proval 
of said trallic bureau. The department shall not, with re• 
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until the 15-day pcrio~ has clarscd. . . 

Department of Electriclly, which shal be 11dmm1stered by 
a chief of department. The premises of a~y person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police o.r fire protec
tion, be connected will) the police or fire ~1gn.1l or tel~
phone system of the city and county upon par.mg a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall. r_equire the approv~I 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall no! 1n 
any way overload or mterfere with the proper and effic1e1~1 
operation pf the circuit to whic~ it is connected.' ~h~ condt
tions upon which such connection shall be m,1dc and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by /he 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. . . 

Department of Public Health, which shall be adm1~1stered 
b a director of health, who shall be _a rc_gula~ly licensed 
physichn or surgeon in the State of California .. with not less . 
than JO years' practice in his profcs~ion immcdmtely preced: 
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, ttiat the 

physician or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He .shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to aP.• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtli, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exemf)t from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public .health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a J>.C:fSOn who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to afpoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital. The administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
shall have the power to appoint and remove associate admln• 
lstrators, ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((. 1 he posllioil of 
administrator)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administra~or)) persons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) dlvl• 
slons and Institutions of the department of- public health; 
provided, however, that any person who has civil service sta• 
tus to any of these positions on the effective date of this 
amendment shall continue to have civil service status for 
said positions under the civil service provisions of this 

· 'charter. 
Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 

advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated . 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by. the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ano 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. ' 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative lo the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing 10 the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
·the lime this charter shall go into effect. 

County. Agricultural Department, which shnll be adminis
tered by II county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 
· ((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
no1wi1hs1anding any other provision of this charter, the city 
nllorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3,510 of this charter receive the· 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith• 
standing any other provision· of this charter, the city attorney 
shall lncorpornte their provisions into one section. 

81 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
in this charter, said officer or member shall be entitled to 
be ~mpensa~ed 111 hi~ regular rate of pay as provided for 

· herem for said. extra ·time served, or he shall be allowed the 
equivalent time off. · · 

ln any computation in the administradon of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compen~ation, as defined in any provisions relat
ing to the retirement system, is a factor, compensation for 
overtime provided for in this section shall be excluded, and 
no such overtime compensation shall be deemed as compen• 
sation for any purpose relating to such r~tirement provisions. 

Officers and members of the uniformed force shall be en
titled to the days declared to be holidays for employees 
whose compensations are fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule or compe~sations adopted by the board of supervi-

sors, pursuant to the. provisions of section 8.401 of the 
charter, as additional days off with pay. Officers or 
members required to perform service in said. department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herem computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pa,Y. in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which falfs witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
()C:rformed1 on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<l by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by the number of single tours of duty 
as· scheduled for the several. ranks in the fire fighting com-

. panies in said fiscal year, · . 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north-• 
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly ancf nortnwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary B_Qulev~r~; thence westerly· along Geary 
Boulevara to Pres1d10 Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence 
nortfierly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence eaffeterly along Filbert Str~et to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly sfraightline extension thereof to the point 
of intersection _ with . the shoreline of San Francisco 
Bay; thenc~ generally westerly· and southerly along 
said shoreline to the point of commencement.. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all references ·tc1 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description shall refer to the center line of said 
streets, boulevards and avenues. respectively .. 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
·all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of ·a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street and the shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay; thence easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broaclway and an easterly straightline extension there
of and including all piers north of said intersection; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front Street; 

• thence southerly along . Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Sutter 
Street; thence westerly . along Sutter street to Powell 
Street; thence . southerly along Powell Street to .Post 
Street; thence westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street; thence westerly along . California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street;, thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
northerly along Leavenworth Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets, avenues and ways 
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of said streets, avenues and ways. re-

. spectively. 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL. DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county eom-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northe~ly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
nortfierly and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevard to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thenc!! easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
soutfierly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to · Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Stree·t to Waller 
Street; · thence westerly along Waller Street to Divi
sadero Street; thence northerly along Divisadero · Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
.Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
nated to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets, avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence soutlierly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughness_y Boulevard and Del Vale. Avenue; 
thenee following a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of ·Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence· southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market Street; thence northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 

(Continued) 



( Proposition J, Contim,~d) 
northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street; 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street; 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street; 
thence westerly along Full!?n Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets, drives. boulevards 
and avenues contained in the fore~oing description 
shalt refer to the center line of sate! streets, drives. 
boulevards and avenues. respectively. 

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Church 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly .along 
Market Street to Seventh Street; thence southeasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
soutfiwesterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Strl,!et; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State. Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick _Freeway (State Route 101) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 

· Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to fhe center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at ihe. center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along Market Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to. Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway an~ an . easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the r,omt of mtersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly aloni said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and county, and including 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the ~outh
ern boundary of the city and county to the pomt. of 
intersection with the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI); thence generally northerly 
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to the i~t~r~ection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along D1v1s1on Street to Town
send Street; thence northeasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along 
- Seventh Street to the point of commencement.· Unless 

· specificall.Y. designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets an(! ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line of said streets and ways, 
respectively. 

' ' 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com-
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route · IOI); thence gener
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route JOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern freeway (Interstate Route 280) and along 
the center line· thereof to the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally 
westerly ancl southerly along the center line of the · 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter-

. section with the southern boundary of the city and 
county; thence easterly along said boundary to the 
point of commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary · of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest• 
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; · 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon
terey .Boulevard to El Verano Way_ and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwoocl Drive: thence 
nortfierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence· northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Verba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Verba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Sliaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of· Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; 'thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 

. San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly 'along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Sreet to Predta 
Avenue; thence easterly along Predt,1 Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence southerly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-

(Co11ti1111ed) 
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( Proposition J. Co11li1111ed) 
)en Avenue 10 . Peralta Avenue; thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line extension 
thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route l01); thence gener
ally southerly . along the center line of the James Lick . 
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway· (Interstate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route· 280); thence generally west
erly ana southerly along the center line of the South- · 
ern Freeway (Interstate_ Route 280) to the intersection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said ~oundary 19 the point of 
commencement. Unless spec1ficall,Y. designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avepues, 
ways and drives contained in the foregoing description 
shall' refer to the center line of said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPERVISORIAL DiSTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the· center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Hollow·ay Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton· Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north
westerly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to 
Upland Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along_ El Verano Way to F~rnwood Drive; thence 
nortticrly along Fcrnwood Drtve to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly a lo rig Brentwood A ven uc to 
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Yer
ba Buena Avenue to. Casitas Avenue; then~e northerly 
along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
norttierly along Ludlo-.y Avenue to Juanita Way; 
thence· northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way _to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly· along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega- Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

~acheo · Stre~t to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way to Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
northerly along Fourteenth Avenue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence .. westerly along Ortega Street to Forty-first 
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and a straight-line extension theyrcof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 

. southerly along said shoreline to the southern bo_un
. dary of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description sliall refer to the center 
line of saicl streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 

' drives, respectively. . · 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall 
comprise that portion of the city and county not oth
erwise described as constjtuting the first,· second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh,; eighth, njnth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance, adjust 
the boundaries of the· supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year following the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken, commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in {he Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all 
the. re~u.iremcnts. thcrcjn. pro~ided, however, th[!t the 
rcd1strictmg provided for herein shall conform to the · 
rule of one person-one vote and· shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city ·and county. 

Each member of the board of supervisors, com
mencing with t_he general municipal election in 
November, 1977, shall be electd:1 by the electors witli
in a SUJ?ervisorial district, and must have resided in 
the distnct in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
office of supervisor, and must continue to reside there
in during his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment to this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the .amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors arc not elect
ed by districts at the 9eneral municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that. event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be held in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M . 1 

along Columbus Avenue 10 Mason Street; thence along ue; returning from . Van N~ss Avenue along California\ 
Mason Street lo Washington Street; thence along Wash- Street to Markel Street, the point of commencement. 
ington Street lo Powell Streeet; and thence along Powell To fully etrectualc the intent of this section respecting the 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. cable car lines designated in 1, 2 and 3 above, the public 
(2) A line conimencing at Powell and Market Streets; utilities commission shall maintµin and operate said lines al 
thence along Powell Street 10 Jackson Street; then along the normal levels of scheduling iwd service in effect on July 
Jackson Street to Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street I, 1971; provided, however, lhal nothing herein contained 
lo a terminal al Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde shall r.reven! the commission from increasing al any time 
Streets alons Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence the saiil levels of scheduling and service. 
along Wash111glM Street 10 Powell Street; thence along ((The fare on any ca61e car line shall not exceed the 

· Powell Street to Markel Street, the point of commen- local fare established under the provisions of section 3.598 
cement. of this _charter for other t.ypcs of carrier equipment em-

ploxed 111 the operation ·or the San Francisco Municipal 
(3) A line commencing al Markel and California; thence Railway.)) . . 
along California Street to a terminal al Van Ness Aven- (Continuedl) 
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(Proposition M, Comi1111ed) 
(c) In the event of the unification, consolidation or 

merger of the San Francisco MunicipaJ Railway with any 
privately owned street railway system or with an}' portion or . 
facility thereol: no line of street railway, bus line, .. trolley 
bus hne or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 1s 
now ?r will b~ owned bY, the City and County of San 
Francisco, and 1s now or will be operated by the agency re
sponsibl~ for p~blic 1ransi1. shall be abandoned nor shall 
the se1:11ce be, d1sconunued th~reon .e~cept upon the recom
mcndauon by such agency . Ill wr111ng, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors within thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is clisappoved by at least nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by . nine votes of ~aid 
board the recommendation sliall become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shnll be deemed as the ap
proval of said' recommendation provided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to the board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service on any line of street rnilw11y, bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any por110n thereof, which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or 'discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property _or interest in real prope!IY for, and the acquisition, 
construct10n, enlargement and . unprovcment of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for 
Ifie development or improvement or any airports and 

, heliports owned~ controlled or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and 11cco111modation of air commerce or 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for 1(1c payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued 6y the city and 

county lbr !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) including, but not • 
limited to, transfer to· the general fund during each fiscal 
year of twenty.five (25%) percent, or such lesser percentage 
as the board of supervisors shall hy ordinance establish, of 
the non•alrllne revenues as a return upon tlie city and coun• 
ty's investment in said airport, "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges to airlines fllr use of airport 
facllftles. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Tharter, ii is therefore printed in bold fuce 
type: 

3,674 F11ndi11g the Retirement System 

Notwithstanding any otl1er provisions in tl1is charter, the 
retirement board shall determine city and county and district 
contributions 011 the basis of a normal contribution rate 
which shell be computt.'CI as II level of percentage of compen
sation which, when applied to the future compensation of the 

average new member entering the system, together with the 
required member contribution, will be sufficient to provide for 
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion of lh1blllty not provided by the normal contribution 
rate shall be amortized over II period not to exceed twenty 
(20) years. All expenses Incurred in the implementation of 
this section, including but not limited to the valuation, inves
tlgntlon and audit of the system as muy be re11ulred, shall be 
paid from the accumulated contributions of the city and 
county. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing July I, 1980 the amoun·t of 
such tax shall be one and one-half ( I 1/2 % ) percent of· the 
payroll expense of such Associitlion, plus one and one-half 
(l'/2%) percent of the total distribution made by such Asso
ciation by wuy of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

,This ordinance shall not be construed ~s requiring any 
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of 1h1s tax he a con
dition precedent to e~gagi1Jg in, an_y busi~cs~ within the City 
and County of San hanc1sco. flus tax 1s imposed for gen
eral rev~nue purposes and in order to reguire commerce 
and the business community lo carry a fair share of the 
costs of local govemment in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protecfions afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. · 

Section 2. Article 12-B of Parl Ill, Municipal Cod_e (Bµsi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amcndmg Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 1004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 1004.13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Merchant or Broke~. · . 
(a) For every person engaged in the busmess of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
fear or fractional part thereof for the first $4,op~ or less of 
~ross receipts, plus $4.00 p~r year for each add1_110nal $1,000 
)f gross receipts, or fract10nal part thereof _ m excess of 
M,000. The rate of the tax set forth herema?ove ~hall 
·emain in effect until the lirsl day of lhe month 1mmed1ate-

ly following the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors 1ha1. in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 1:er year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or facl10nal parl thereof, in excess of $4,000; provided, how
ever, that commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be 
$11.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 11rst $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 

. excess of $5,000; provided, however, lhal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax · 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less or gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof. of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of lhc first $5,000; 
provided further tfiat commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
recejpls during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the, purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent tha\ the person ( l) docs not engage in 
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the ~us,iness of manufa~turing, refining, fabricating, milling, 
tr.eating or other processing of the gooas, wa~es or merchan
dise · bought ~nd sold, and· does not cause said goods, wares 
or. mercliand1se to be _manufactured, refined, · fabricated, 
milled, treated or otherwise processed; (2) does riot obtain 
or retain title to said goods, wares or merchal!dise except in 
one or more of the following situations: while such · may be 
in transit, or for short periods of time before transportation 

. commences or after it . ceases; and (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or merchandise exceP.t during 
one or more of the following situations: while such goods, 
wares or merchandise are actually- in transit, or for short . 
periods of time before transportation commences or afler it 
ceases. . 
. (~) uoross receip\!!" shall mean, tor th~ purpose of _this 
section; all comm1ss1ons charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits and prof!Crty of any kind or nature received 
for the performance of any service, act or ·employment as · a 

. commission merchant or 6roker, or in connection with the 
business of being a commission merchant or broker, and all 
trading profits, without any deduction therefrom on account 
of traaing losses, labor or service costs or other costs of en
gaging in business, or any other expense whatever. 

. . 
Sec. 1004.02. Contractor. 

· (a) For every person engaged in business as · a contractor, 
the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submitted a 6id 
prior to Aµgust 17, 1968, ~here shall be no tax whatsoe_ ver; 
(ii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on · which 
the contractor submitted a bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 .per 

. year or fractional part thereof for ·the first $12,000 or Jess 
of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per · year for each additional · 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof. in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 ·or 
!cs$ of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July . 1, 
1971, and September 30, 197S; the tax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipt.~ or fractional part. thereof in eKcess of 
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts fr~ril contracts on 
which the contractor submitted a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
contractor submitted a bid. durin,g the 8.eriod commencing 
April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 198 , the tax shall be 
$30.00 per year or fractional part \hereof for the first 
$10,000 or less of gross receipts in .the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional· $1,000, or fractional part thereo(, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided furtlier that for the period commencin_g · July I, 
1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof, for the firsl $10,000 or 1ess of gross receipts in the. 

')'.ear, plus $3.00 for each additional $1000, or fract1onal part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
first $10,000. 

· (b) The term "contractor" as used herein means any per
son (except an owner who contracts . for II project with 
another person who is licensed b_y the State of California as 
a contractor or -architect or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his profession11l caJJacity) who in any capacity 
other than ar; an employee of 11nother with wages as the 
sole compensation, uni:lertakes to or offers to unilertakc to 
or l?urp9rts to have the capacity to undertake lo, or submit~ 
n bid to, or does himself or by or through others. construct, 
alter, repair, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolisfi any building, highw11y, road~ railroad, excavation, 
or other structure, project, development or improvement, or 
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to do any part thereof, including the erection of scaffolding 
or other structures or works in connection therewith. Tli~ 
ter~ "contractor". does not. include any person engaged in 
business as an architect or engineer. . 

(c~ r,he meaning· of the· term "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that. set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall il\clude the total contract price for the 
:,vork perfor~ed under th~ contract to which tlie contractor 
•~ a p_arty, without deduct10~ for subcontracts, and irrespec
tive of whet~er the contract 1s one on a fixed price or on a 

, cost-plus basis or one under the terms of whicfi the contrac
tor acts as age11;t for the owner. '.l"he term "gross receipts," 
howev~r, shall include only receipts from contracts · which 
cover Jobs or projects with construction sites located within 
the cit)' limits of the Cit~ and County. . 

(d) The term "bid' as used lierein means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. . . 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. 
(a) Subject to the limitations staled therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating 11 
hole!, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house,. 
lodging house, house court or bungalow court, and every 
person engaged in the business of renting or lelling rooms, 
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling,. sleeping or , 
lodging in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional P.art thereof for the first $'15,000 or less of 
gross receipts iterived from such business or businesses, P.lus 
$2,00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000. ·The rate of 
the taK set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the 
firs~ da)' of the month immi;diately following the month in 
which the Controller reports to the Board of· Supervisors 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Ex.pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
are. legally available to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Su~rvisors, at which lime the tux shall be $15.00 
per year or· fractional part. thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or ·fracllonaJ part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; pro,vided, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $1·1.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part there·of in excess of $ I0,000; (rovided, 
however, that during the JX:riod commencing Apri _ l, 1980 
and ending June 3(T, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year 
or fractio~al v.art thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for. each additionul 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the first $10,000; frovided further 
that commencing July l, 1980 the tax shal be $15 00 per 
year or fractional_ part thereof for the first $10,000 °or less 
of gross rec~1p1s. 1n the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000,. or: frncllonal part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the penod m excess of Ifie first $ I 0,000. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed lo require 
that a registration certificate be obtained or a tax paid by 
any -person. engaged in th~ ~usim:ss of renting or letting 
apartments m a structure cons1stmg of less than four uni'ts. 

(c) At the time the tllX provided for' herein is remitted, 
the Tax Collector may require the re_gistrant to furnish a 
st_ntem~n! of the number of such businesses conducted by 
lum, g1vmg the street address of each location, number of 
ui:iits at each location, ·and the amount of gross receipts at
tnbutable to each location. 

(d) T~e Tax Collector may require a person cn&agcd in 
a_ny business taxed by this section to furnish such mforma
t1on as. may be necessary in order for the Tax Collector to· 
det~rmme the ~ature of t!1e own~rship of the business, and 
the. amount ?f interest wluch parties to the ownership of the 
business clmm or possess, Notice of· such determination 
made ~y the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or parties affected by his determination in the same manner 
as n~!ices of dcfici~ncy determination arc served under ihc 
prov1s1ons of subsection (I) of Section 10IO. 
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
· Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, .Agent, Collec• 

lor, Un~ Supply. For .every person engaged in the. business 
of wash1!)g, ironing, drying, clea!ling, dyeing, sizing, blocking 
or pressing any clothing, wearm/$ apparef, garment, linen, 
fabnc or similar material, or similar articfe of personal 
pr~perty, whether a~mplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machine operated by such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishing or letting the use of 
any towe_ls, linen, apr'?ns, bedding, napkins,. table ·covers, or 
otfier article of a smular nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agenc_y or otherwise, for a fee or 
charge, the lax shall be $30.00 !)Cr year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus 
$2.00 per }'.ear for each addilional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part th_ereof in ~xcess of.$15,000; provided that 
a ~rson engaged in a busines~ su~Jecl 10 tax under this 
sect_1on, who, at the same location 1s also engaged in any 
business subject to tax under Section 1004.08 of this or
dinance, or, al the same location makes minor alterations or 
repa_irs to th_e _clothing, ~earin~ apparel, gar!'lenls, linens, 
fabrics or, similar material . being washed, ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
separate business tax and obtaining separate registration cer
tificates under this ordinance. for the conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi
nesses at the location and upon the basis of that compula
lion pay a combined business tax and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the lax set forth hercinabove shall remain in 
'effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the monfh in which Ifie Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that, fn his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available lo meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax . 
shall be. $15.00 per )'car or fractional part thereof for the · 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
there<;1f in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com-. 
mencmg January I, 1977, the tax shall be $ I 1.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipls, plus $1.IO per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof . in excess of 
$10,000; provicled, however, that during the · rieriod com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 1f1ercof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000 and provided that commencing July I, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $I.SO 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000. 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. 
(a) Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter, for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of intne_y 
or advancing of~ credit or lending of credit for and on has 
own behalf or on behalf of any othe.r person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any . kind 'is _taken [or 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or d1scoun11ng 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whetlier 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or urranging for the 
purchase of the items aforesaid nets us principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October I. 
1973, said tux shall be due und payable annually on · or 
before the last day of the mont!1 of Fcbrua~y ne~t succe~d
ing each. respective annuul penod as pro~1aed m Sectton 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the due date of October I. 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calcnd~r 
year 1973; provided, however. thut . for persons engaged m 
such business during the period commencing ,April I, 1980, 

I 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to such 
tax prior to. April I, 1980, said• tall, for. the calendar year 
1980, shall mstead be $800.00; provided, however, that for 
persons engaged in such business during ,the. period com
mencing July, I, _1980, and Cflding December 31, 1980, 
whether or not subJect to tax pr10r lo July I, 1980, said tax, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; provid
ed, however, that no such taXJ>ayer shall be subject to tax 
under this section in excess of $800.00 Tor the caJendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the J>rovisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to the business of lending money or ad
vancing credit or arranging for the loan of money · or the 
advancing of credit as principal or agent, where the obliga
tion to repay the money lent or dc6t incurred or to com
pensate for the advance of credit is secured by a lien on 
real property, or some interest in real property, rior shall 
the provisions of this section apply to the 6usiness of pur, 
chasm11, either as principal or agent, any debt or evidence 
of de61 secured by any lien upon real ·property; nor. shall 
the .. provisions of this section apply to any transaction in
volvmg the purchase or sale of real P.roperly. Further, the 
lax imposed under the provisions of subsection (a) shall not 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
wnich consists of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons engaged in busi• 
nesses such as are described in this subsection shall be sub
ject to tax under Section 1004.07. Persons covered by Sec
tion 1276.1 of the Police Code shall pay tax on their inter
est income under Section 1004.07 and shall pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08, · 

(c) · The lax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus
tomers or suppliers of that other business; nor shall the tax 
apply 10 a person engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines s4ch business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or subsidiary to him, 
or arc so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject to a tax under this• ordinance measured by gross· 
receipts, all interest and other charges received as a result 
of tfic activity described in subsection (a) shall be included 
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject to a tax mcusurcd by gross receipts, it shall pay 
a tax under the provisions of Section 1004.07 for engaging 
in the kind of activity described in subsection (a). If a per-

.. son described in this subsection as exempt from the lax im
posed under subsection (a) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect 10 persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rental. 
For every person engaged in the business of leasing or 

renting any tungiblc personal property and not specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,(){){J. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immcdiutely following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that. in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Exr,ensc 
Tax imposcp by ,O~dinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
lo me.ct appropria11ons made by the Board of Supervisors, 
at which tune the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I 0,000 or Jess of gross recei pls, pl us $2.20 per 
year for each additional $ I.ODO of gross receipts, or frac-
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( Proposition Q, ·Continued) 
tional · part thereof i~ excess· of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the period commencing April l,· 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess of 'gr<>S$ 
receipts. in the year, p!us $3.00 for eac~ additi?nal $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the per
iod in excess .of _the first $10,000; provided, however, that 
comme9cing July l, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional· P,art thereof for the first $10,000 or .Jess of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, ,of gross· receipts during 
the_period, in excess of tbe first $10,000. · 

For the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
ty" shall · mean personal property which may be seen, 
weighed, measured, felt or touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. • 

Nothing in . this section of this ordinance shall be con
strued to require the inclusion of the amount teceived for 
the leasing or renting of tangible proper.ty, or for the leas
ing or renting of mobile transportatio·n equipment for use in 
for-hire· transportation of property such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truclc tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of which is made wholly outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses. 
(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, profession or other means, of 
livelihood, and noi as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other· provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48,00 per )'Car or fractional pal't thereof for 
the· first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. 'The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin~ 
ion, the proceeds . derived from ttie levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally • 
available' to meet the appropriations made by the Boar<i of 
Su~rvisors, at which time tbe tax shall be $24.00 per. year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 · 
of gross receiP.IS or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; proviaed, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per .year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each lldditional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first ·$10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fracrional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

(o) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin$, oc
cuP.ation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced within this section shall consolidate nil ·gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing all such activities. Any 1,>erson engaged in any activities 
embraced within this section, in adoition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections. 

Sec. 1004.08 Rct11ll Sales. 
(a) For even,. person manuracturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise spectlically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of .gross receipts or fract10nal part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that bl~nd P.ersons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in the computation of the 
a'!1~unt of tax· du~ hereund~r nor to be requ\red to pay the 
minimum tax, This exemption shall not subJect such blind 
persons to the J>rovisions of Section 1004,01 of thii, ordin
ance. The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first. day of the' month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
Boara of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
O~i~ance No. 275-70,, are legally available to meet appro
P.nallons made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $15,000. or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 
dunng .the period commencing April I, 1980 and ending 
June 10, 198U the tax shall be -$15.00 per year or fractional 
eart thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
eart thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sliall be $15,00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or -less of 1iross receipts in the 
year, plus $ I.SO . for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
eart ttiereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000. . 

(~) For the purpose of this· section, a retail sal~ or sale at 
retail means a safe of goods, wares or merchandise for any 
purpase other than resale in th!! regular course of business. · 

(c) · Whenever a person engages at the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued 'for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all suc\l businesses so conducted, 
, (d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in tlle better eye,· with correctio'n, Suen blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and t_he exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "hand
ling and ·selling," "storage, handling and selling," "assem-
bling and selling," and "processing and selling." · · 

Nothing in this section contained shafl be construed to 
require the inclusion in the computation ·of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the, gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which are shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
!he seller to points outside the State of'California. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forwarding. · 
(a) "Freight forwarding" shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchan'dise 
as agent or, bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
for such service. · 

(b) For every person engaged in the business of freight 
forwarding or mamtaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares, or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof lbr the 
first $12,D,09 or less of gross receipts, plus ,$4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which th,e Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his oriin
ion, the pro.ceeds dcrive·c1 fr~m the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax unposed by Ordmance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meet appropriations made .by the Board of 

. Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24,00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross rece!pts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; prov1clcd. however. that commencing January \, 
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1977, lhe tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1.000 of gross receipts. 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10.000; provided. 
however, that during the period commencing April I. 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for ·the first $ I0.000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $IO,OOO; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax snail be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in lhe year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof. of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. • 

Sec. 1004. IO. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Service. 
(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam serViccs, the tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part· thereof for the first $20,000 -or less of gross receipts, 
plus $L60 per year • for each additional $ I ,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of· the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Boarcf of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the le\'}' of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available lo meet• the appropriations 
made by the Boarcf of Supervisors, al which lime the· tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, . 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; ~rovided, however, that during the 11eriod com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax · 
shall . be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax sl1all be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
plus $ 1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of the 
first $20,000. 
· (b) For the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" slrnll 
have the same mcanine as in Section 1002.6, except 1ha1 
only those receipts derived from providing services within 
the City and· County shall be included, ancf further except
ing that, with respect to telephone services, only receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included. 

Sec. 1004.11. Tl'llnsporting Persons for Hire. 
' (a) Definitions. . 

I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the transportation of persons 

or property for hire or compensation by or ur.on a motor 
velucle upon any public highway in this Stale, either direct-
ly or indirectly. . . 

(ii) Any person who for compensallon furnishes any 
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when su_ch person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for _the _oper_ation of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1c1hcr the velucl_e 1s . driven. by such 
person or the person to whom • the . vehicle 1s furmsh~d, or 
engages either m whole or in pa~I m, th,e 1ranspor1at1on of 
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Operator. The term "operator" docs nol in-
clude any of the following: . . 

(i) Any person transporting his o_wn property 111 a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _lum u~lcss h~ . 1!1akcs a 
specific charge for the 1ransportat1on. Tl11S s11bd1v1s10n does 

not. in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. · . 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this Slate, who occasionally 
transl'!>rts property for other farmers, or who transports his 
own farm procfucts, or who transports laborers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any nonprofit asricultural cooperative association, or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under Chapter 4 of Division 6 of Ilic· Agricultural Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
!n the transporting of its own property or the property of 
its members. · 

(iv) Any person whose sole. transportation of persons or 
property for hire or compensation consists of the transporta
tion of children to or from any public or nonrrofit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
providing such transportation does not exceed one hundred 
dolhirs ($100) in any calendar month. . 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicfe in a procession lo a burial ground 
or. place of interm.enl and from the burial ground or place 
ofmterment to a garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registerea owner of 11 pleasure vehicle who. while 
operating the vehicle. transports persons to his work or to a 
place through which he passes on the way to his work. 
whether for. or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any such maller in a motor vehicle owned or operated. by 
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4, Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer. dolly. or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) Tax Imposed. 
I. Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of thal business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business lax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provicfed in this 
section. This tax is imposed for tlie privilege of . using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco fC>r the purpose of such business, empfoying or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform 'any act required to be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ecti(?n duri!}g any tax period without first ob
tammg a reg1strat1on certificate. 

2. The business taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly witliin the City and County; 
(ii) From a place or places outside the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the Slate of California) 
to a place or places withm the City and County; · 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or pfaccs outside the City and County (including 
a place or places outside the S1ntc of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places also within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (incluaing a place or places ousidc the State of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Measure of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

thal of operator, ns defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the. public streets· and highways 
in this City and County for the purP,ose of such business, 
the tax shall be $48,00 per year· or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus ·54,00 per 
year for each additional $1,000' of gross receipts or fraction
al pan thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set 
fonh hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first d~y · 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 
Controller reports to . the Board of Supervisors that, in his 
opinion, the· P.roceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
E'x~nse Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legallY. 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boara of 
Su~rvisors, at which time tbe tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional S 1,000 
of gross receiP.ts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provii!ed, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 !'C:f year for, each additional $1,000 of J~ross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the Jlt'.riod commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be ·s30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax snail be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $10,000. • 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. 
Whenever an operator engages in the. transportation · o.f 

passengers partly within and partly without ttie 'City and 
County of San Francisco, the tax imposed. by this section 
shall apply exclusively to the portion of the· gross receipts 
attributable to operations ~ithm the City ana County of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at
tributable to operations within the City and County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percentase of an operator's total 
!ross receipts, including gross receipts from the transporta
tion of persons to and- from a place or places outside the . 
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which 
the mileage operated with the City and County of San 
Francisco bears to the entire mileage over which the opera
tions extend. 

(e) Exemption for Certain School Buses. · 
No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

1mY. motor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is opernted exclusively on any day to transport 
students or members of bona fide youth organizations, and · 
their supervising adults lo and from public or private 
schools, school events or other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall not subject such operation to 
tlie provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance. . . 

Sec. 1004.12. Trucking- H11ullng. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" is used in this section 

as defined in the Motor Veliicle. Transportation License Tax 
Act of California, with reference only, however, to persons 
engagi!)g in 'the transportation of property for hire or com
pensation: 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
. this section ns defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "tractor" as used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in the Vehicle Code of California. 

(b) Tnx hnposed. Every person whose· business in whole 
or in part is tl,at of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
tor vehicle for the transportation of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets and highways in the City and County for 
the purpose of such business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided in this section. 

(c) Measure of Tax; Reporting Period'. The tax required 
90 

to be ~id by this section shall be reported, and paid an
nually. Every P.erson engaged iii the business subject to tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum tax of $12,S0 per 
year. The tax required to be paid under this· section sliall 
be measured as folfows: . . -

I. For each motor vehicle, other than a tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer, or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up 
or deliver P.roperty within this City and County, the tax, 
shall be as follows: 

Where' the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, the 
tax ·shall be $.04 for each day or Traction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.05 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as . specified in 
subsectio~ (b); r,rovided however,. that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980· and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.07 for each day or fraction thereof of its· opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be S.o7 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b); · · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 lbs.. and 
not more than. 8,000 lbs., the tax shall be $.10 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each ·day or ·fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.1 S for, each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b);· provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax sball be $.IS for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ration a.~ specified in subsection (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs., the 
tax shall be $1'1 I for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); erovided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.{6 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); (>fOVided, however, that 
.commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.16 for each day 
~r fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b). . · 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or . semitrailers, the tax shall be $. II for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977,. 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat during the period commencing April 1, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, t~at commencmg July I, 1980, the 
tax shall be $.1'6 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation-as specified in subsection (b). 

(d) Method of Reporting. · . 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act req_uired to be taxeii under this section during any 
tax period without first obtaining II registration certificate. 

2. At the close of each tax perioo such person shall file a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the ner.t suosequcnt tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period. 

3. In making such statement, the person may at his op
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"test week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total of the tax due for 
the four test weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con-
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ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the 
person efects to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such election shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as to the ta11 period for which such election is made. 
Any ~rson electing to compute such tax on a test week 
basis shall retain die records used for such computation for 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a test week basis lo retain such records, the Tax 
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
estaimated to be due frorri such person in the manner 
provided by Section IOIO. · 

4; Th.e test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the tax ·imposed under this section are the 
sckond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in July and the second full weeli in 
October. ff a person docs not conduct operation subject to 
tax· under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the neKI succeeding week following 
such test week. in which he does conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person does not conduct operations subject to taK under this 

. section during each of the four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his IUK on a test week 
basis without prior written application 10 and prior written 
approval of the Tax Collector as to what alternate test per
iod or periods may be used. 

5, In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the. close of such tax period, the 
statement required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be tiled and any additional lax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis-
solution or termination. · 

(c) E¥emptlon for Vehicles Operated E1'cluslvely In Inter• 
state Commerce, No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any day or fraction 
tficrcof when such vehicle Is operated exclus1vel,y between 
points within this City and County and points without this 
State. · 

(I) Exemptions and E1'ccpt(ons, No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip
ment alon,; the streets of this City and County if such 
operation 1s merely occasional and incidental to a business 
conducted elsewhere: provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon 
an average more lflan once a week in any qu~rter, . unit. a 
business shall be deemed-to be conducted wJthtn tlus C1t,Y_ 
and County if an office or agency is maintained here or 1f 
transportatton business is solictcd here. . 

Sec, 1004.13. Wholesale Sales. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and sci.ling any goods,'· 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any .goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractionul part thereof for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.60 per_ year for 
each additional $1.000 of gro~s rc~cipts or fra~t1onal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that bh~d P.ersons 
need not include the lirst $20,000 of gross receipts m the 
computation of the ai:i~unt of tax ~uc hcre11~der nor be 
required to pay the mm1111um tax. This e~c~1p11on shall \10I 
suojcct such blind person to the prov1s1ons of Section 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tax sci forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the . lirsl ,day of 

" the monlh immediately following the mo~th in wluc_h th_e 
Controller rcporis· to <he Board of Supervisors that, m lus 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available to meet appropria<ions made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which lime the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the lirst $20,000. or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0,80 p~r year for e,1ch ad~t1onal $_I ,000 
of gross receipts or fracttonal part thereof in excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing 1:inuary 1, 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fractional part 

thereof for the first $20.000 or less o~ross receipts, plus 
$0.90 per year for each additional $1, of gross receipts, 
or .fractional part thereof in excess o $20,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing Aprff I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20.000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts • during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I. 1980, the tax shall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part. thereof for the first $20,000 or fess 
of gross. receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1.000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000. 

(6) For the purpose of this section, a wholesale sal~ or 
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for the purpose of resale in tile regular course of busi
ness. 

(c) Whenever a person engages in the sam·e location in 
two or more businesses of the 1'ind taxed in this section. a 
joint ~cgistration certificate shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of 'the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of chis section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Such blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the l!ureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the Slate of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as lo such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturin& and 
selling". shall be deemed to include the activities of 'han
dling and scllinf' "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require the inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihc seller to points outside the St11tc of California. 

Sec. 1004. I 5, Architects, Engineers. 
(a) For every person engaged in business as an architect 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (ii) willi respect to eross 
rcceiP.ts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a pro~sal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the lax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of _gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or. engineer submillcd a prorosal between the 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48,00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additionul $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000; (iv) with respect to ~ross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submilled a proposal between July I; 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the lirs'i $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1.000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross s·eceipts from contracts on which the architect 
or engineer submitted a proposal cin or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or• fractional part 
thereof for the first $I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect lo gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submitted a proposal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and endmg June JO, 1980 the 
tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 

(Continued) 
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during lhe period in excess of the first 
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipls from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submilled a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per. year or 
fruclional part thereof for lhe first $ I0,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts du.ring the, per
iod, in excess of lhe firsl $ I0,000. 

(b) The term "engaged in bu~iness .as . a.n .arch_itecr_' as 
used herein shall mean engaged m an act1v1ty for wh1c~ a 
license is. required under · Chapter 3, Division Ill of the 
Business and Professional Code of· the State of California. 
The term "engaged in business as an engineer" -as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an ac1ivity for which a license 
is re~uired under Chapter 7, Division lfl of the Business 
and .Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether tbe 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 

' basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

( Proposition V, Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the same or 
u subsequent election. . 

This ordinance is 1m exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted • under Article XI of the state Constitution, . 
superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

· (d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part -within. the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no apportionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be levied only oh lhat percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the percentage which· workin& time expended with• 
in the City and County of San franc1sco bears to his total 
working tim~ both_ witfiin and without the City and County · 
of San Francisco. · 

Section 3. By adopting this ordinance the People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as lo the subject matter of this ordinance, in• 
clu<ling, but not limited to, raising . the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance, . 

In adoeting this ol'dinance the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the previously• 
adopted increase of rates of the ,business tax and payroll ex• 
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their conlin• 
uance, and further declare that if any of such previously
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July 1, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. • · 

Section 4. Effective Date. Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. 

two-thirds vote provision in Section 4_, Article XlllA of the 
stale Constitution (Proposition 13) does not apply. Likewise, 
this ordinance supercecles any inconsistent provision of Arti
cle XIIIB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4). 

ff any ~ection, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of tliis ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. · 

Register to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

ro· assist handicapped voters. the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco po/ling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 lellers. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
B 
C. 

If you are not sure what your precinct number is, look al the mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (Sec sample 
below). 

Polling place--------.... 
Party----------• 
Name-----------
Address------..;....---• 

Precinct# 

Garage -- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street ·· -- · ---
San Francisco. Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address for each precinct as of the time of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating pf your precinct, call us at 558-3417. 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling place is inacessible. you can vo·te 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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16th· ASSEMBLY DISTRICT ~ { 

6001A 6054 A 6105 A 6340A 6720A 6773 A 

6002A 6055 A 6106A 6341 A 6721 A 6774 B 
6003 A 6056 A. 6107 A 6342 B 6722A · 677.S A 
6004A 6057 A 6108A 6343 A 6iZ4C 6776 A 
6005 A 6058A 6109 A 6344 A 6725 A 6777 A 

6006A 6059A 6110 A 6345 A 6726 A 
6007 A 6060A 6111 A 6346 B .6727 C 
6008 A 6061 A , 6113/6112 A 6347 A 6728 A 
6025/6009 A 6062A 6114A 6348 A 6729A 
6010A 6063 A 6116A 6349 A 6730 B 
6011 A 6oMc 6117 A . 6350 A 6731 C 
6012A 6065 B 6301 A 6351 A 6732 C 
6013A 6067 A 6302 A 6352 A 6733 B 
6014A 6068 A 6303 ~ 6353 A 6734 A 
6015 A 6069A 6304A 6354 A 6736 A 
6016A 6070A 6305 A . 6355 A 6737 A· 
6017 A 6071 A 6306 B 6356 A 6738 C 
6018A 6072 A 6307 A · 6357 A 6739 B 
6019 A 6073 A 6308 A 6358 A 6740A 
6020A 6074A 6309A 6359 B 6741 A 

· 6021 A . 6075 A' · 6310 A 6360A . · 6742 A 
6022 A . 6076 A 6311 A 6361 A 6743 A 
6023 A 6077 A.· 6312 A 6362 C 6744 B 
6024 B 6078 A 6313 A 6363 A 6745 B 
6026 B 6079 B 6314 A 6364 A 6746 A 
6028 A 6080A 6315 A 6365 A 6747 A 
6029 A 6081 A 6316 A 6366 A 6748 B 
6030C 6082 A 6317 A 6367 C 6749 C 
6031 B 6083 A 6318 B 6368 C 6750A 
6032C 6084A 6319 A 6369 A 6751 A 
6033 A 6085,A 6J20 B 6370A 6752 A 
6034 A 6086 A \ 6321 A 6371 A 6753 A 
6035 A 6087 A 6322 C 6701 A 6754C 
.6036 A 6088 A. 6323 A 6702A 6755 C 
6037 B 6089 A 6324 A 6703 B 6756 A 
6038 A 6090A 6325 A 6704 A 6757 A 

6039 A 6091.A 6326 A 6705 C 6758 B 
6040A 6092 C 6327 A 6706 C 6759 A 
6041 A 6093 A 6328 A 6707 C 6760 B 
6042A 6094 A 6329 A 6709 B 6761 B 
6043 A 6095 A 6330A 6710 B 6762 A 
6044C 6096 A 6331 A 6708/6711 A 6763 B 

' 
,, 6045.C 6097 A 6332 B 6712 C 6764 C '. 

6047/6046 A 6098 C · 6333 A 6713 C 6765 B 
6048 A 6099 A 6334 C 6714 A 6767 A 
6049 A . 6IO0A 6335 A 6715 A 6768 B 
6050A 6101 A 6336 A 6716 A 6769 B 
6051 A 6102 A 6337 A 6717 A 6770 B 
6052 A 6103 A 6338 A 6718 B 6771 B 
6053 A 6104 A 6339 A 6719 B 6772 8 
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POil lllGIITIIAll'I UII ONLY 
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

i!~ilt:ffl-'i:f ZJn 

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
API.ICAC/ON PARA BAI.OTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTI Pree. No. 

~fflj~~ 1$ffitj~ Pol. Attll. 

B■Hot No. 
1, PAINTl!D NAME 
LETRAS OE IMPRENTA Ar.pllcaUon MUST ALSO IIE 810'.IED BE~OW IIY APl'l.10ANT, 1111101 M1llld 

IEH~~:t S gn1ture will lie compared wllh :llldlvll OJI fill In thll of!IGe, 
Ballot R■turntd 

2, l!Ll!CTION DATE 3 JUNE 1980 Alt, R■c:ord 

I hereby apply tor an Absent Voter's Ballot for the election ln■pactor'■ Notice 
Indicated above. 

I expect to be absent from my election precinct on tho day or Slgnatur■ Ind Ragl■tr■tlon 
the·electlon or unable to vote therein by reason of phyalcal dis- Varlllld II Correct: 
ablllty or other reason provided by law. 

IIM*-~JN,'Ufit*A 1 PJ.$ Por II pr11,nt1 10//c/lo un•. bftot, dt DIii Deputy Regl■lrar 

1Jn.J:il!t/.Yfff;;ti1Jtl • *A:tEil•.t F.I 
Vot,nla AUffflll ,,.,. ,. •llccl6n /nd/Olda 
•rrll,a, 

, ~ttic~im, ~~~~;;r-~u1i:m~11n E1pero .,,., 1u11nr. di ml prac/nlo 
•llctora/ •n ,1 dli d• 11 111cc/0n a no 

~- 1 JltJ~~~Wr~:tt • pod,r volar 11/f /(alc1 u otr, r116n pn■• 
VISl/1 por '" lly, . 

3, BALLOT TO IE MAILED TO ME AT: 
ENVIEME LA BALO TA A: l.!:J O I prefer election m1terl1l1 In Engll1h 
l'/#W~l11"f'i;t,"'*AT:i1l:. Q Pn■fllfo ,,..,.,,.,,. 1/kfotlltl •n .,,,.ll'ol 

J 11 • ~:n,1f} •rr ~ ~ ~ 

D ~~~'1'flXU~ 
~ff.Bill!! 

Zip Code 
Ara11Po1l11I 

DATE: !Jillft,~l»,~lil~ - ... FECHA: 
F.IWJ SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

F/RMA COMPLETA DEL SOL/CITANTE 
5, ftl ,fill A~ i; Registered San Francisco AddreflS of Applicant 

Dlrocc/6n di/ 10//clanlo rog/alr11d111n San Franclaco 
fjl i/i!/ A:{1: f/f <rr.11 I◊. ,iE;:E JY';z 1:1::IJJ: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI IJSTED SE HA CAMBIADO ~n-!J...t.ftr.e~m, JJmr0-tu1:;;r--JiHtr.<£ 
Complete this section It you have moved and Co~loto oata secclon st ust•d 111 1111 camb/1do y /f~./l/H~JtHlfJA'J:.ttt:111:, ff~/IMl~Jltic 
now rl!slde at an address other than that rest 11 11110,11 11n otra dtroccl6n dlsllnll • /1 qu,. M. shown on your effldavll of registration. aparoco on au doclar11ct6n /urada d• roglatro. 

I.moved on 19_. Mo camb(fl 11/ d119_, f.!t Btr:- .11._~_n_a i!0-

My residence address Is Ml d/rocclrin o, f.!t JJ1l£!Y-Jtt:lll:·M. : 
Arflll Poal/11 

Zip Code '111!.lttli»l NOTA: Un votonto qufl Bfl camb/1 d1ntro d1 Joa 211 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior d/u antortorflB 11 111111 O/f1Cc/6n pu1d• 'l-1-:~ : ~ti:Jlt?J-iK~ni1=·t·:1t. ~3 ~ii@ to this election may obtain an ab• obtflnor balota auaoritfl. Un vot1nto qu• 

sentee ballot. A voter moving more so cambta antfls do los 29 d/111 11ntorlore1 ~ , llJ'#.lllt-f~JNt®~ • ill!f~(E 
than 29 days prior to this election do la alocct6n y quo no ao r119/atro ant111 

Jtt*ilt•mfi'lf.iHi'.i~.::·f-JL H., ffil and who did not re-register prior to do ta locha final para ro9lstr11r,o de 111111 

the registration closlng date tor this 01occ16(1 no puoda volar. .n,ilt!l/}ilt,!}½n .IUJ~1l:llift{Nflfd'Jdlt 
election Is not ellglble to vote. . /Ul·:X·, i1l1f:i't-!MV-J~ • 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!Iil\-1.1:,t: ROOM 151, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 14102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN lA SOIICITUD DEIIE IUCIIIIIISE Ell lA DI/CINA IJI J1IJ~lfr. ~ ![Y,,;Ji.ft iXJJ½ f·l ·I:: 13 2. JliJ 
REGISTRAR'S OFFI~~ BY f~D~ lM .. DEL REGIS111AII /tfl1ES DE LAS CINCO E11,u111a , nuiZ-¥ so J.i!.WJ.::T'1'"n:n.'J~lll1ti 
TUESDAY, May , , DE lA TA/IOI. MAIITES. :A 7 M~-xp 8 0 

EL SE'1/M0 DIA All~ Ill/I AL~ DE IA ®m1fl:/11Vrr'1?-1J114ti&t-1JJ1t 111 rr111:1.:m • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. ELECC/D/11. 

I " '" wru" " '"" '"" 

I 
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JAY PATTERSON. 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL· 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94 102 

. aECIION 
DAY, 5S8-3061 
~~" 5S8-3417 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILINGllli.... 
ADDRESS~ 

Amerlc• lndell4'ndent Party 
Peace & Freedom Party 
LlbertarflNI Party 
Nonpartlaan 
16th Al■e ... ly Dl■trlct 

BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco 

Calif. 
Permit No. 4 

Third Class 

LOCATION OF YOUR 
POLLING PLACE 

·J I I 

Application· for absentee ballot· 
appears on Page 95 

Aplicacion para . papeleta de votante 
ausente aparece en la Pagina. 9 5 
VOTER ·SELECTION COUPON 

· CANDIDATES STATE 
PROPOSITIONS 

U,S, President 
YES NO 

' 
U,S, Senator 1 
U,S; Rep, In Congre11 1 
State Senator ' 3 
State Al■e ... ly 4 

5 

Judge, Superior # 1 6 

Judge, Superior # 2 7 
8 Judge, Munl, # 1 
9 
10 

County Central Committee• 11 
1, ----
2. Wrlto your 
3, cholcoa on thl1 

4. coupon and 
bring It to your 

5 voting booth, It 
6, wlllmako 

voting oa1lor 
7. for you, and 
8 • wlll roduco tho 

- tlmo othor1 
•Ref■r to your 1omplo ballot for tho numbor of havn to wait, 
COllflty C•ntn,I Commlttaa Mambara to ba •loctad, 

CITY 
PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO 

A 
a ___ ~-
C 
D ,. 
F 
M 

•-
J 
IL_ 

, L 

M 

N_ 

0 ---
p ____ ----·---
Q._ 

R. ___ 
5 _____ 

T ___ .. 
---➔------

y ____ 
-----•-···· 

••••• 
MftflJtE• 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

to vote by May 5, 1980. 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: 

· • are at least 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California. and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A,-Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you consider yours. you 
can say "Independent" or "I don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't tell my political party when I sign up, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections are held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf1 have picked a party, can I change it later? 
A-Yes, but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again? 

A-Yes, if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I have been convicted of a crime, can I sign up 
to vote? 

A-Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-What candidates will voters be choosing at this 
primary election? 

A-All voters who arc signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator if you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and · you will choose members. County 

Gentral Committees. 
' 

Q-Whnt districts ar.e there in San Francisco? 
A-San Frandsco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position? 

A-No. California has two United States Senators, 
Each Senator represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the· people who are state can
didates in this primary election? 

A-Because· the positions these candidates are trying 
for are not city positions. They are state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-partisan office'! 
A-Yes, there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 

Q-lsn't this election a "presidential primary" too'! 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party. you will be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention, where a national presidential can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Where do I go to vote? 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your· name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know what to do when I get to my vot
ing place, is there someone there to help me? 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you, call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote? 
A-The election will be Tuesday. June 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-What do I do if my voting place is not 01len'! 
A-Call 558-6161. 

Q-Can I take my sn1111lle ballot into the voting booth 
even if I've written on it? 

A-Yes. 

Q-Can I have someone help me in the voting booth 
if I need hcl1l? 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you 
have language difficulties. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 

3 



YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes. This is called a "write-in". If you want to 

and don't know how. ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do I do if I cannot work the voting ma• 
chine? 

A-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-Can a worker at the voting place ask me to take 
any test? 

A-No. 

Q-Can I take time off from my Job to go vote on 
,. election day? 

A-Yes. if you do not have enough time outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q-Can I vote if I know I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

. A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar ·of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). 

· Q-Whilt can I do If I do not have au application 
fonn? 

A-You can send a letter or postcard asking for an 
absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters. City Hall, 
San Francisco 94102. 

Q-What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early 
• your addr.ess when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sign your name. and also print your 

name underneath. 

Q-When do I. mail my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your. absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day. 
June 3. 1980. 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election day? 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Here are a few of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election the following November. There 
may be two or more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not· chosen a political party will receive 
a primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you are going to be 

away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because you arc physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to fill out. This bal
lot 'is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. Sec page 
95, 
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PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
· vote· on. except. candidates. If. it deals with the state 

government. then it will have a number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 
are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of lhe vo~ers,. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people to vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by getting a certain 
number of voters to sign a petition. 

PETITION-A list of signatures of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. 
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HOW TO VOTE ON THE YOTOMATIC VOTE. RECORDER 
SPECIAL NOTE: 11Df iiJ ffl ~ JJJ:!Stffl:tl 
IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN 
YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER. 

A ffi1t~ll1li:P.~ 
1l1J;ffftW!, !ftltftilJ1JJ:1mJUlllltffi-ift • 

STEP© 

STEP@ 

Nota: SI hoce olgun error, devuelvo 
su lorjeta de votar y obtenga otra. 

UIINO IOTH HANDI 
INSIIT THI! IALLOT CAID ALL THI! 
WAY INTO THI! VOTOMATIC. 
U1ando 101 dos monos, meta la 
torj•ta de votar completamente 
dentro del "Votomotlc." 

B _tf4-tJ, 
~ff~ffl~~~-~~MMMA• 

BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE 
STUB OF YOUR CARD FIT DOWN 
OVER THE TWO RED PINS. 

Paso 2, Aseg6rese de que los dos. 
orilicios que hay ol finol de lo tarjeto 
colncldeu con 101 _dos cabeclta1 roja1, TUllK OVII n11 N1111 l'MI 

~OTI AU.MOIi 

c~=ffe .. 
ffitJ-!7Jti1:ll~ilil}7H/li.1'.I~, :mt6z=:fL, ti· ---.. --"1 
1tm-=mL!liZJ: 0 · .. n 

.. 

HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL (STRAIGHT 
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN 
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO 
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT 
USE PEN Oil PENCIL. 

Pora volar, sostongo ,el lnslrumento 
de volar y perfore con el lo torjeto de 
volar en cl lugar de las condldolos de 
su·prefcrcnclo. No use plumo nl lcfpl1, 

D ~,?.tp 

if1!Hig~y~~Zrnl~ir ' m1HLl''·Hf~W:tillA. 
;JT?L:&~ • 

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE 

ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING. 

Despuos do valor, 1oqu11 lo torjoto dal "Votomotlc" 

y p&ngolo bojo ol clorro dol 1obro. 

E ~f/!,Jtp 

m~'(rill£?kz f-& , 1~®~Jfl{/:l.1 , JilcA~i'1 
~rAJ 'J~Jr.l'J/±l;{f.~ 0 ' 

tEN:f&J:, ;fci•~s1~'ffl{l/ff~:&~Al(!!Uf1 ° 



PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: 

To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". 
' All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 

If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 
return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que senala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que seilala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 

Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sohre de la Balota. 

Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el clrculo que senala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". 

Todas las· marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. 
MJffr#.f£djcHJ:.ztHLitd1.1.ttr-1L ; ·T-~ffl••.11.u-. 

ill Jl~i ~: 
U~&'rilUf lT-Jf.E:fiiJ :Jt:ftl!M A , ffi!l.fE d ..1:. filili Mffi'Z U MHT:fL 0 1!0*:;ff ;Ji ii! JJH..lJ:. 

MA~i1~-•~ 1 ffl-rE~mi~ml!Jrffizm~uA~,ilH~:N:i!~~~Atr1L,rn~ 
~MH!i~il-lllmAft 0 

~-.g-M~~~)Efr-JQA 1 fflll-rE~~~mu AiJIJJ{ffif! Yrtitoor-JffilE~~J:A'TittM A 
§ra~lr-JIHit~fd!IT-1~£ D 

U1I:1'iilil* 'ffl.fEMJ:fiiffltmti' • ns • ~ ·10• *tltr:fL 0 

ilfflJ:.~~-•~~~~~,uw~~-
~R.t£~fflJ:trfL~7 , twiM!/:JJ.U'FtffT : ~~~7, ~Ul7J~m(lEUA!r-Ji1'~Fa~, ~ 

~bil•~-~~-~~~~fl,~#.~-~~~o 
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1 REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June a1 1eao 

Prasldentlal Preference 
. Preferencla Presldenclal !!\~ 

RONALD REAGAN 

PHIL CRANE 

I 

II BENJAMIN FERNANDEZ 

II OEORGEBUSH 

JOHN B. ANDERSON 

8-17 R-1 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCH)N PRIMARIA 
3 de juillo de 1980 

Vote for Ona 
Vote por Uno 

~~~~-!tr llf! ;J;!Z . 

111 l)lla 

113 l)lla 

115 l)lla 

117 l)lla 

119 l)lla 



2 REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCll'.IN PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

Jt~tl?.i\ ¥/Jrfil 
-:;IL/\0~7'J=l 2:1:l 

United States Senator/Senador de los Estados Unldos ~lil~tl~ Vote for One/ Vote por Unoffi"lt~-~ 
SAM l'ORTY 132 • 
JAMES A, WARE 134 • Business Executive 

Ejecutivo de Empresa 
illiiUMll 

PHIi.iP SCHWARTZ 136 • Businessman 
Hombre de negocios (Comerciante) 
illiA 

JOHN G, SCHMITZ 138 • California State Senator 
Senador del Estado de California 

' 
/JlltM*,IUI ...... PAUL GANN 140 • cc zz Ta" Crusader C> C> 

in ii.i Ciudadano opueslo a la Tasa de lmpuestos 
ll)W w a: f.\HllDkll.l'1!:I: a: co co z BRIAN Hl'NDMAN 142 • zc:i 
c:, u Businessman u 

Hombre de negor.ics (Comerciante) 
aJ;A 

RA l' HANZLIK 144 • 
Representative In Congress, 5th District Vote for Ona ffl~-(6 
Dlputado al Congreso, Distrito 5 1!1ii'~~~ ~11i:.i'.ill!Mi Vote por Uno 

DENNIS MC QUAID 149 • Attorney-at-Law 
Abogado 
fl!llli 

,~--------------------------------------§ S State Senator, 5th District Vote for One s ~ Senador Estatal, Dlstrlto 5 fM~~j! !1~ .Ii:.:i.I!i fi•~ Vote por Uno 
~a:1-..--------------------------------------~ ~ MILTON MARKS 
_ .J State Senator, 5th District S ~ Senador Estatal, Distrito 5 
en !!f ti'lf.l11,\U, ll!lii!AI/,\ 

155-•• 

9-I7R-2 



3 REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

Jun11 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 

a:d11 lunlo d111980 ,_, _____________________________________ _ 
wj! 
; i! Member of the Assembly, 17th District Vote for Ona 
5 ta Mlambro de la Asamblaa, Dlstrlto 17 fM*;m~ ffi-t-tlflw•l Vote por Uno 0~1------------~...;.;.~.;.;,;...;....;.;......;.....;;;;.;..;..~--------------:--~ = THOMAS S, CRARY 160 • 

..1 Assistant District Attorney 
~ !!! Fiscal Delesado del Distrito 
ti ! il/JIIBltllti.~'h' 

Member, County Central Committee, 17th District lll'-iti*~~ fl Vote for B ffi~/\~ 
Mlambro dal Comlt6 Central dal Condado Dlstrlto 17 ffi-t-t~llii'l Vote por B 

WILLIAM FERDINAND TERHE\'DEN 167 • Attorney/ Abosado t,l!Mi 
M, LESTER O'SHEA 168 • County Committee Chairman/Director de Comite del Condado MJUr.:ll/Ht 
A, LEE KNIGHT 169 • Realtor/ Asente de Flncas 'l'tl£¥1\A-I: 
MIKE HENDERSON 170 • Small Business Owner/Due'lro de Peque·tl'o Nesocio 1l•llli:\'!'::.\'./.:t 

,ci PAUL JOSEPH LANGDON 171 • WCI Retired Accountant/ Contador Retirado ill1'1:ff,ii•011i ~I DOLPH ANDREWS 172 • :ECI Incumbent/En el cargo .!J/.ft:f;f';·i··tt,llilJl,f, 111!>~•~Uff1d~ :lie.a 
Cl_, BERTHA NELSON 173 • c.a :!l Housewife/ Arna de Casa *ltn;tM 
~•IM 
z!:: CHARLES K, "RUST\'" EPPS 174 • =• Attorney I Abosado tMli CICI c.a c.a JAMES MCKINNEY • Senate Aide/ Ayudante del Senado *,\lt\t~il/Jfll\A U 175 

JOHN W. STARK 176 • Incumbent/En el cargo U!.ft:f;f';·J·-t::IM:IJl,f,11•~1<Ulf¾U 
DAVID K. FINN 177 • Realtor/ Asente de Fincas W!¥'!'¥1\A-I: 
SCOTT BURKE 178 • Lawyer/ Abogado Wil11i 
J, ROBERT VASTINE, JR, 179 :JIii Consultant/ Consuitor ~111111 
LELAND G. GUTH 180 • Incumbent/En el cargo m1r,m-J··t!M:IJl,f,111~~lHH!U 
MARTHA M. GILLHAM 181 • Incumbent/En el cargo uw,m+·tl,lliltf,111~~Uff1d~ 
RON GETT\' 182 • Businessman/ Negocios 11'fi A 

10-l?R-3 
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4 PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflclna #1 

RA\'MONDJ, ARATA,JR. 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
J\l!,lj//,1,, 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
Chief Trial Allorney 
Defensor de oficio en jefe 
1111'/I i"fllio.l'.'11',tl'i:,:1 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflcina #2 

RICHARD P, t'IGONE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Jucz, Juzgado Municipal 
Jil',)jf},i:,, 

WILLIAM J, MALLEN 
Deputy City Allorney 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de Junlo de ~ 980 

.ifi.~!?Jl~'gi·z -

.. ~,~~'gi·z= 

Ayuda.ntc del consejcro legal de la ciudad 
1,1ll,liil11:,11 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oficina in :l&ti~~~'gi·z-:-

JERRY LEVITIN 
Municipal Court Commissioner 
Comisionndo, Juzgado Municipal 
lll!lil/J,i-/.:ll 

PHILIP J, MOSCONE 
Deputy City Auorney 
Abogado de la Ciudnd Delegado 

1,111 ili/l'i:,1, 

INA GYEMANT 
Deputy Allorney General 

• Procurndor General Delegado 
/,\Ii, ,Ji),i',l;J< 

V. RO\' 1.EFCOURT 
Chief Trial Allorney 
Abogado Jcfe de Juicios 
1111 'Ji i"i'lli.. l:'riHl'1lii1 

Vote for One a~~-!6 Vote por Uno 

213 • 
215 • 

Vote for One w~J~ ~ 
Vote por Uno 

1=11':J~,-

220 • 
222 • 

Vote for One ~:~~-~ 
Vote por Uno 1=1fq~ ::J 

227 • 
I 229 • 

231 .. 
233 .. 

11-17-4 
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5 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

FOR 235 ... PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM. ,, 1 Pro\'.i'des for a bond issue of $495,000,!)0Q to.be used for this program. AGAINST 236 ... 
'1/ FOR 237 ... 

!:1 2 VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980 .. Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 to 

:)1 
provide farm and home aid for California veterans. · · AGAINST 238 ... 

i! ... I YES 239 I 3 STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE. Restricts authorizations for-alteration or modi-
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No im-

j mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost avoidance. NO 240-+ 
1: 
i! YES 241 ... f LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval for such state 4 ... /! 

public body projects. Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure. Fiscul NO 242 impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen-
): ditures for low rent housing. 

I 
244-+ I YES 

ii 5 FREEDOM OF PRESS. Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for 
refusing to disclose Information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact. NO 245-+ 

6 REAPPORTIONMENT, Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution YES 246-+ 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. NO 247.-+ 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental aid to persons. in removing debris YES 248 ... 7 from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or local costs. NO 249 ... 

YES 250 ... 
8 ENERGY FACILITIES, Legislature may authorize state revenue bonds to finance 

alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect, Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses, 

NO 251 ... 
TAXATION. INCOME, Provides personal income taxes not exceed 50% of 1978 rates. YES 253 ... 9 Ends.business inventory taxation. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in-

-254·-. come tax revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. NO 
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-
m'encing in 1980-81. · · . 

I 

RENT, Permits rent control only by voter approved local ordinances. Permits annual YES 256 ... 10 increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No slate fiscnl effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance-administration. NO 257 ... 
TAXATION, SURTAX, Le.vies a 10% surtax on California oil companies' business in- YES 258 ... 11 come; funds nlternative transit, fuels. Allows investment tax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on nmount of tax credits claimed, state revenue increnscs of $150 - $420 NO 259 ... · million (1980-81) and $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes 

, 

distribute one-half of increase to local governments. 

12 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

·• 235 FACoR •~ 
,. 236 co~~RA ~ 

· 1 PROQRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES V RE• "1J1k!ltuf,J.!1'Jr2:fiiltitt'?WJII, 
CURSOS RENOVABLES, Hace poslble una emlsl6n de bonos de tlHJt~fil'llfi'•:/vl-'li'.i'i/l\Jc0/,'i/lllf:'tltfil,llll11, 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programs. 

-. 237 FACon •~ 

. -. 238 co~~RA.&!t 

2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS Dt: 188D.- Hace posible una -Jv,o:rilli'!All0-/(ill.;'t:, 
emlsl6n de 'bonos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla tJWt: liUr·l:ft,: 1,:-Ni.Jt':0.f,'(, Jn/ft./!I/Jll1/J111111u11J:). 
para granjas y residencies para los veteranos de Ca/llornfa. ll'~/iri!Mf,;i'J, 

_. 239 FACon -~ 

.. 240 co~~RA !Ut 

_. 241 FA¢on •~ 

.- 242 co~~RA &It 

... 244 FA¢0R -~ 

• 245 cot1RA M 

. EN ,...mi, 
CONTRA ~ 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlla fas autorlza• 
clones para la alteracf6n o modlflcacl6n del edlflcio y 1011 muebles 
del Capltollo hlst6rlcamente restaurados. lmpacto fiscal: Nlnglln 
efecto fiscal lnmedlato. Podrfa evltar costos ruturos. 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALOUILERES BAJOS. Ellmlna la actual aproba, 
cl6n prevla elecc16n para dlchos proyectos de entldades pllbllcas 
estatales. Sustltuye el procedlm/ento de avlso publlco Y referl!n-
dum, lmpacto I/seal: Reduce los costos electorales en una cantl
dad menor. Poslbles lncrementos tuturos en gastos para VIVI• 
endas de aiQulleres bajos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlbe cltaclones de desucuto contra 
empleados de 10s medlos notlclosos por rehusarse a dlvulgar ln
lormacl6n o tuentes. lrnpacto I/seal: Nlngun lmpacto fiscal 
slgnlflcante. · 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en torma modi· 
llcada dlsposlclones de ta Constltucl6n que se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de los dlstrltos del Senado, la Asamblea, el Con-
greso y la Junta de lguallzac/6n. lmpacto fiscal: NJngun etecto fls, 
cal dlrecto . 

iHHn'Jl:il•I~. IY!OiliJ':tlllli!'ltlti1\Jil,IHl·IH0)1',f:1l! 
tt-'i·':f111rii1,,'.I:, 11tlf'(~•,~1: 1,wt1rf~-n~11tir1d<.;•,~,1. ,,Jfi\l 
rJ; 1l·Jl~'\f-ln'Jllll k, 

lftt Ill ll: /1{, J[~ il'I fJH f;t /l,!:E, Oil IMl:!H; ~'.itli 
fl'.:l;/'(i~ ;'I'; I )'il·fiF'< 1/.{0. jl,, /II/I~ O'J ,il·/JI/, f tz. t.l. ~Mi 0. 
W.f11,1,11,1inrr-. lltlf',11.;'.~1: J1k;li;jl'.~!f.jljYll'f9h'i~~
//~"/l~HIJlt, fllfl:Mn·M!~ tm1aitt/JII, 

tLIIVi (I 1/1, Wiil·.1't1'Jr//l/f11m,WA lJil4!/H@ii;)i 
n'l.l'.!.Ji! ill,(1!i Mi!PlJ'~ iilt91'•, Mffif /t\~1: J/1f1fi).;n:1 U-tJT!f 
W~,~1o 

,:,tJ,11,n:1 ,r(mlf1/',}, 1r'.U,t<', or:wJ11,n11r;t.,iJ,n·Jr,: 
·f'W,~, tJn'/i\''i\\llltt, l!ll\'1111/~11/.,J,/~/,¾\m ,Ji:171' 
1/1/',}, l/1'if',\\;'..~1: J!ll!Mia\;','ll, 

... 248 7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a J'£!A, l,U.Jc·,·r.1M.k ~n~\1•x~1:.:u1~ll411!/IH(/(/ 11f/',~ 
personas para la remocl6n de escombros de propiedad particular All'.tJl1Jtfi.'ll/J, r,tf/,,A.qljJ~'irf1i,liJ!/!i~J,w~qljJ, llt1T', 

~ 249 en areas mayores de desastre o emergencla declaradas por el · 
Presldente. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun costo estatal o local dlrecto. 1,',;'I"/: 1'tiH1•lU1k;li1P,l/,f111WC~iHW, 

.. 250 FAeOR -~ 

~ 251 co~~RA &It 
8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Leg/slatura podra autorlzar 

bones de lngresos estatales para 1/nanclar lnstalaclones de 
luentes alternatlvas de energ/a y arrendar o vender dlchas lnstala• 
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun electo fiscal dlrecto. Poslbles 
costos lndlrectos luturos, aumentos de redltos y perdldas de 
redllos . 

.,,,,,.:.., A 9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. INGRESOS. Dlspone qu'e los Im• .......- 253 FAVOR -~ puestos personales a la renta no excederan 50% de /as tasas de 
---------- 1978, Exenta a 10s lnventarlos comerc/ales de los Jmpuestos sobre .,,,,,.:.., 254 · EN r;:.~ la prop/edad. lmpacto llscal: Aeduccl6n de redltos de·1mpuestos a 
.......- CONTRA l,,)(J,1 la renta de $4.9 rnll mlllones en 1980-81 y reducclones sustan• 

clales de ah/ en ade/ante. Aeduccl6n sustanclal en gastos 
estatales lncluyendo aslstenc/a a gob/ernos locales, comenzando 
ea 19BQ-81. 

.,,,,,.:.., A -~ 1 Q ALQUILER. Permlle control de! a/qui/er solamente por medlo de .......- 256 FAVOR ~PX. estalutos locales aprobados por los votantes. Permlte aumentos 
-------,,,----- anuales conformes a normas especJllcadas. lmpacto fiscal: Nin-"""'-· 257 EN &Jt gun efecto I/seal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamentales 
.......- CONTRA locales para elecclones ¥ pos/ble adrnlnlslracl6n de ariravlos. 

• 258 FA:OR -~ 11 ,';!,t~~!6~n ~~u~~rou~~~~Fem~~ra~1~5J~ 1(f.2~~~~eMil~~~~~ci 

N 
· comerclal do las compa/'ilas petroleras para flnanclar servlclos a/terns-"""'- 259 E r;;m,. 1/vos y combustibles. Permlte un credlto de lmpuestos por /nversl6n. 

.......- CONTRA .._.., lmpacto I/sea/: Depondlendo de la cantldad de credltos de impuestos 
rec/arnados, podrlan ocurrlr aumentos de redllos estatales de $150 a 
$420 mlllones (1980·1981) y $165 a $470 mil/ones (1981-82). La mltad del 

__________ aumento se repartlrla entre los goblernos locales. 

~ffiil!i;,i1,1ri, -,•r.1u;i 11rttlll!~nfiMflf.1Jll:0-t1,, ti 
:&ti Iii' 11[ fJl:jjl:/\}iO'J/Mi,ili:/n/i;Ji!f, ,//' IIJ 111 )'iJ'l!IIH'f 
it~,i'.1:!11/i, 11111",I,\;',"-/: ~{l((#ll11Pdt1,q1, il'f-l!l11f0ii'fi 
1/IJMn·J f,f: '/~, Jf•i/Jll//lA:ft1~~1-•ff/.A., 

,MHi., A..i'.J., Jlt/)/t,_'.Jf~/iJ.!fl,IIArYi/!l.lfi.:./,/tm-
1L·l;JI./J'ffi.1ttO'J1'i',}Z. /!:·I·, 1r<i'.l':{/:1~· 11f;i<;f~kt<jq/1J 
'.\':Hi., 111tfl,l:l>'n1: -JLJ\0-\il\-W~•~,i/1/'.fl!'II~~~ 
1/iA.0. /fi./1tJ-/ · IL fibt:, t.l. {I; IJUJ\ ~~'b, JHr1rl/./O':I 
/ill ((Jt2j,r;r1Jll1.:Mlflf.in:11,11111J, ll~/1:--JLI\OiU\
',J,(•V,i/ :i:11.t JHW;J.;J;l'JJrJ~. r,,~. /1}fll\'1•n,11,JiM1;jl:J\.'.,l'):.W[~:iJ,,1,ll,1f/},//Jo/" 
~~J'('/,(1!, 'i'i-',,l1U1U:1F/Jllfl/' ill. ,/i//d!({j \',iin·m ,1,,. 
ll1if',~','ll: l'-/iH1P,lf./lltu1df:.IJ!l~',V:1

, fVlli /JIIJll!;j!T1
, 

If.In, i11: 11tw tY, ,11. 11njj): 111i,n'J t ~ 11 r •~: 11rt1~11i 1111, 
,1'1.~ll. llt/Jll/fi., Ji1t/JllilUii1!1fo;JnUiifi '\'il/'.lA.i1F 

J'.l1'i~2-H~I/JJl/li., /1/n,J(:fiJll/lif,;---~..t/ll'·Jl,l(i;,, 
'i'i,i'l'W:·N (Ml:, 1/W,(\'l>'.'l': nil/.1P·lli ,IM~lli.111' Wl:1/ii',i!, 
1Hfkl(.f 11{/j!Yfi /Rif/llf',(-(1\ Id·,!'!, Jd'll/111 [():~: f- ,~·!, 'JC 
( 1980-81) J1/-fl)';';-f· '/(1'j/j:,;t)'//JllJ{r.( (.;f•,,j), 

,u 1981-82 ) , )l:,/1,j;!J!f·:w'(J/"T,:Xll'f.JMM'rJll•.Jj ff'(/(./, 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the ·principal amount of not to exceed S 100,000,000 pursuant to Divi• · 
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health anli Safety Code of the State of California to provide 
funds for mortgage financing of the: purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San 
Francisco: the repayment of loans and ·monies made available by 'the Board is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds: bonds issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? · · · 

Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad· 
mlnlstrative Officer to manage the city's convention facilities Including but not limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general 
manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? 

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and'remove a deputr director for administra• 
tion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for 
community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? · 

Shall the Admini.strator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remove 
associate administrators exempt from civil service;' continuing civil service status for . 
present holders of said positions? 

· Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except ars<m 
investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
·work more than 24 conse~utive hours except in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate: the 48,7 hour work week nor the 24 consecl\tive hours? 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service 
System? · 

Shall the salary of the members of the Boliril of Supervisors bci 25% of the annual gross 
salary of t_he Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by II hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures'/ 

YES .261 !Jii . 
NO 262 !Jii 

YES 2M !Jii 
NO 265 !Jii 

YES 267 !Jii 
NO 268 .. 

YES 270 ► 
NO 271 .. 

YES 273 !Jii 
NO 274 • YES 275 !Jii 
NO 276 · !Jii 

YES 278 .. 
NO 279 • YES 280 • NO 281 • YES 282 • NO 283 • YES 284 .. 
NO l85 • 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADO . 

• 261. 
-.2&2 

SI Jfa A 
NO IUt 

BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: lDebe la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emltlr bonos hlpotecarlos por suma no superior a 
$100,000,000 bajo la DIVlsl6n 31 Parle 5 del C6dlgo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de California para fondos de flnanclamlento 
hlpotecarlo, para com1>ra, construccl6n o mejora de casas en la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

•264 
.. 265 NOU 

.. 267 
•268 NO litlt 

.. 270 
,. 271 

,. 273 
.. 274 NO!ilf 
,. 275 SI•~ 
♦ 276 NO!ilt 

,.,278 SI Jra 
.. 279 NO &It 
• 280 SI '.Ra 
• 281 NO &It 
♦ 282 SI Jf~ 
♦ 283 NO ti.Jt 

♦ 284 SI J!~ 
• 285 NO &ft 

B lDebe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emltlr bonos 
para llnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re• 
habllltar vlvlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pritstamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el Consejo como unlco medlo de pago de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad? 

C i,Oebe crearse un departamento de lnstalaclones de convenclon• 
es b11jo el ollcl11I jele admlnlst1at1vo, p11ra admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
·Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 
servlclo clVII de empleados actuales? 

D i,Debe el Director de Salud PLlbllca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstraclOn y llnanzas, otro de programa y evalua
clOn, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra-
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos, todos del servlclo 
clvll? 

E i,Debe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servlclo clVII los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

f i,Oeben empezar a 1as 8 de la manana todos 10s turnos de trabajo 
de ollclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvesllgadores de 
lncendlos premedltados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecullvo, excepto por conllagracl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48,7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H i,Oeben ser mfembros del Servlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
clales de la cludad con perfodo de servlclo IIJado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

LDeben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con• 
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J i,Debe ser el sueldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los benellclos 
anuales? 

K i,Debe lntervenlr un tunclonarlo de audlencla, empleado bajo con• 
trato por el Consejo de Rellro, en ausenclas y rellros per lncapacl• 
dad o perrnlsos y fljarse procedlrnlentos de apelacl6n7 

6 
IJ!;jql~A~flt: ;;;:)W ili!AIN!!ii!ii/i;/l(i1JPtltfli!WW/e~ 

tJ.;4tf9n.ufi!lfr!ff:::;•-rcn1JtU!c, litfif1&1;r,MJ~-it~ 
5ert1~A~flt, Jllfl:~!fjljl.Ali~, PJM1!i(i¥£Jll2:ilili 
j.C!IM,(f.Jli})~? 

;fia,itA.lii!i~~liiU.!llJRfr~flt, MJJl!;Y;~. /Hf'llll~ 
jljl~M(, l!J.M"!l't• §t!l11*11~'tl::::l\Jili(l'1/j}li't1 1fililiSdl• 
lfr~IY1flflt,~lJHllJ~fi~* ['.J~flt/Jl.11 !i'illt7i'l'1~-;r, 
~lll1l-1*iliO~flt'1i? 

Hfii!i;{J:ilitl· lflitri&W/ler11ltl'l:-ir'.i:!:i!ltfl11'11 Jlllfll~"J , 
VJ.11'J!llilil[j(/{J/llr.tff:i:t:illtt!II, ill.Mill,f,l!tllt.;(r;O.!t,;M• 
:ii:, ~mlll!'.il:*11At!Wr!li/lW,C,, ~[fr~;Z.l!ffffll:flllk~, 
,W.f~-t,Ym;fi~'1iU.tllA:f1J? 

~,11.:~rlliJ,.J/.,JJil:ltf!ii!.'-1H\\-t, t-rl!i:lAIUfl[j(~/JJi;!;ff:. 
-:!<i1tlflJ!,ll!iPl"fD/J~ll.:t/T:, -t,llitll(!li~iffflJD}JliiliH:*11 
-4'iW-1!.lt'liJi1~Mml[j(.:tff,, ~P.tiHW~lfi"'M(z:!II.IB1 

2:tllrilit1'1rtlil\li~t!.J:l\!!,J!HT:$1\IIU~Hl:~lJ;>i$~~1titfi 
;i,1:1Y1JJ!lli, ill!Jl1@hllJ~HUll1\l:ll1Jj!U,Y~'1i.U!.ll$}? 

n'/llli/ .. Jn~vrr:m·JIJi.U, lfsT~i~'Hr.UZ?'~, l!!!iiiJW 
J:lf-AIIHMd'(, /llJfifll~fllJ;r;l\!!!Afllllili1!11'1:::+1i!J1HIJ, ilif! 
~!t:k~ !/l, :klll.nil!Jil:~!\?1'111:J~.\illWl:'fi'f.;;'J;,ltWJl/'l'Z 
?'~I l1!fl£11,l'IIIJ;r,Jl!!i~/J('1l/,@Ji'!l· J·/U1J;-t1J,fl:i1oli:i!l!11'1 ::·f·V!J 
1f,1i!i/l~~J!;i!? 

lfr:{f'!"ill//111:/l~ili(;;M!~. /ll!il'r1:HMH!\11illi~.ll.tflfr 
111(,i!:lt, l\!!iAfil'</llbNMr!EIIUM,fW:t1:J11\i.U? 

lli~.INUO~IJitl111, l\i,11):ip/l~~MIJ;!:.{I~. l@i!,'l:liliJ.J:-
11,tl\~i/llll/l~j!j?}-z:::·1•.:1,:? 

!JHJ!f;f;il~. ilU~ill/;!-111:JEl'.:"11':tlAl<i;,, Ji!W1l1illlt/ .. J!J\; 
'!'l'Wrr1rM1ir1jij~1,11\Uti;11\/tiiklli, iu(n;1JlliLWr(1jr1H; ·1 
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I 
I 7 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 

i 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

I 
I YES 287 • I 

I L Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an 
ordinance, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, 

NO 288 • ,, imposing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 

::1 
feet of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 

\ and County of San Francisco? 

,/ YES 290 ► 11 

M Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares I be deleted? · NO 291 ► 'UI ·,,) 
Ji' 

YES 292 ► i1 N Shall 250/o of non-airline revenues, or a l~sser percentage as the Board of Supervisors 
I.I · shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city's 
,!; investment in tl,e Airpart? NO 293 ► ,I 

► 
:1 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing an additional YES 294 ,ii 0 ;r: tax of I. 75% on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County of San 
,,[,. Francisco after July I, 1980? NO 295 ► } 1!, 

YES 296 ► p Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
1 l1, the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? NO 297 ► I I I I 

'" I !I YES 298 ► . l/ 
1 Ii Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the NO · 299 ► Ji\ rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in• 

t crease the rate of the! business tax effective July I, 1980'1 
:I ,,, 

JI/ 

YES 301 ► ( R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a ,· 
;: IOo/o surcharge on the rem of a parking space in parking stations? NO 302 ► k 

YES 303 ► 
1,1 

( s ORDINANCE: Sha\\ the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 

i'i per year for each $ 1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations1 NO 304 ► h YES 305 ► {· 
I 

T ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that the City shall NO 306 ► meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this 
ordinanc,e1 

YES 308 ► V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively 
by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be NO 309 ► allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting increases in taxes nod fees paid by residents? 
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4a 287 
.. 288 

_. 290 SI•~ 

··• 291 
• 292 
.. 293 
.._ 294 
._ 295 NO&lt 
.._ 296 
_. 297 NOLUI 
_. 298 SI-~ 
• 299 NO /UI 

.. 301 SI•~ 
_. 302 NO&at 
.. 303 SI•~ 
.. 304 NO&Jt 
.. 305 SI•~ 
,._ 306 NO&Jt 

... 308 SI Jr~ 
~ 309 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNID DE 1980 
PR.OPOSICIOMES PARA CIUDAD Y COHDADO 

L 1,Debe promutgar una ordenanza et Consejo de Supervtsores de la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco, segun eJ Codi go de Servlclo 
Publlcos de Callfornla, Secc1ones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0,01) por gal6n combustible de motor (o 100 pJes cub/, 
cos de gas natural comprlmldo combustible de motor) vendldo en 
ta Cludad y Oondado de San Francisco? 

M e,Debe suprimlrse la llmllacl6n de tarllas del tranv/a de cable a las 
de otros lranvlas locales munlclpales? 

N e,Oebe estableceree por ordenanza transferlr al fondo general 
como devolucton de Inversion de la Cludad en el Aeropuerto el 
25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas aereas? 

0 ORDENANZA: c.Debe enmendarse el tmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de 1,75 sobre et actual lmpuesto de ocu1.111cl6n de 
habltaclon de hotel en la Cludad y Condado .de San Francisco 
despues del 1 de Ju)Jo de 19B0? 

P tDebe lundarse el costo base del Sistema de Retlro en la vlda 
media de trabajo de los mlembros y amorllzarse en perlodo no 
superior a 20 a/los? 

a ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto 
sobre Gastos de N6mlna aumentando el tlpo eobre nom1nas y 
sobre lmpuesto de negoclos II parllr del 1 de )Ullo de 19B0, 

R ORDENANZA: c.Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto de 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecarga de 10% del impuesto por es• 
paclo en los estaclonamlentos'I 

S ORDENANZA: c.Oebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de /mpuestos de 
Negoclos lnclu:,,endo lmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In• 
gresos brutos de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucratlvas? 

T ORDENANZA: c.Deben resclndlrse los Bonos de Alcantarlllado 
aprobados por los votantes el 2 de novlembre, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsponer que la Cludad cumpla sus obllgac1ones con los bonos 
vendldos antes de la fecha de vigor de esta ordenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: i,Debe I/Jar el Consejo de Super• 
vlsores lmpuostos de grandes negoclos que cubran 60%, al 
menos de los lngresos para vlendas, escuetas y coleg/o de la 
cludad; reduclr lmpuesto de empleo; prohlblr aumento de Im• 
puestos y derechos de resldentes? 

7 
:ilili ~-$.1& fllt{i!l'lli!Wlll~/ll4UtUiAIII 99 

600 Jliai 99609 t//itl'iMa°t9lJl.jg, i!JIJ~lli!l'J, lll:O::ilill 
9'~$/~{IJ(1!J~!ml(llfitJ11!J!~'-t( --IISI."Ji ~li!/t~U 
~;t.¥j1rnl+\JnWPtw111~-•Ht) ~&-1tc so• o 1 , , 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number l 

INAGYEMANT 
My occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor
nia. 
My education and qualifh:ations are: Born in San 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
kele,Y.,•Hastings Law School, selected for Law Review. 

I have , haa extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice s.ystem: a prosecutor for the At• 
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for. the California Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me first-hand knowledge of the 
probfcms that exist in our.Courts. 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge I 
will protect the ri&hts of victims and the safety of the 
general public wtille at the same time protecting the 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-hand
ed administration of justice. . 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San Francis
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Nurnber 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occupation is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate witlt trial and judicial experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tern and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducing court appearances for parking cita
tions from two 'to one (saving $ l00,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising ~ r~porting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
sible by 111y writing articles for the city's newspapers, 
speakin!l, b~f?re community groups a11d teaching at 
local un1vers1ties. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from a.II political viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp, Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scou, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson Chang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan l-lcller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Mnrtin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinette, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

V. ROY LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Defender's Office. · 
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
S()ecialist; formerly attorliey with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marriea, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social Is
sues' Subcommittee, S.P. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge. a skilled administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventing the 
revolving-door syndrome of crime. 

I am the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handlin{; 2700 cases annually; 
- is trained in business administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices in courts every day working with 

judges, prosecutors and public. 
My sponsors arc: Sheriff Michael · Hennessey; Supervisor 

Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My education and qualifications are: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law s-chool. 

I will instill confidence in the judicial system 
through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continue to play politics with people's lives. 
We must continue to believe in a no-nonsense ap
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dinnne Feinstein, John L. Molin• 
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Ccrbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Snmuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlaync Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Y cc Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Bcnioff, F'cly Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel• 
lo~, Grace Duhagon, Juanita_ Del Carlo, Ann Fogelbcrg, 
Oma Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, · Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Pa,rick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri• 
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williams. · 
This portlo11 of the p11mpblct docs not cont11i11 11 co11111lcte list of cu11dld11tes; u complete list 1111pc11rs on 
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and quallflcatlons are~ I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my fellow 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative Com
mittee, 1 am on the Executive Board of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Jucticial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
uren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served in the 
Army and rracticed law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant lo you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: I hold a Juris · 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. l am tbe only 
candidate with proven legal exeerience and knowledge 
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement has made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymond Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; Gwenn Craig; Mar$aret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Gooi:Hett; Aileen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harry Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, Zeppelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45, My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
MyoccupationisJudgeoftheMunicipalCourt My t-ducation and qualifications are: I am a native 
My education and quulifications urc: I have been a San Franciscan, graduated from St. Ignatius '54, 
judge of the Municiral Court since my appointment U.S.F. '58, U.S.F. Law School '61. Married, nine chil-
m 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Atlorney, Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
tice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice 

During my six Y.ears on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over all civil and criminal departments. I recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment pro~rams, I under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tern Judge of the stand the necessity for effective JUd1cial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
erogram conducted in conjunction with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. 
Courtjudges. My candidacy is supported b,Y members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and munities as indicated by my list ol sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey. Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney, John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch. Robel'l Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella, Ro6ert Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri flyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel ovoy, Alexander Balfour Chinn. Donald Friend. Ben-
Martinez, William J. Murphy. John B. Molinari, jamin James, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy, Jcf-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith. Ling-
A. Sutro. Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang, Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar, Paul Fay, 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh. 

This 11orlfon of tltc pnmphlet does not cont11l11 u complete list of candldutes; 11 complete list nppeurs on 
the S11111ple D1tllot. These sh1fcn1enls nre ~olnnteercd by the c1111dld11te 1111d 11ri11tcd 111 c1111did11tes' expense. 
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HOUSIN;G · REVENUE· BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A . 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco l11ue revenue 
bonds In. the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or Improvement of homes In the City 
and County of San Francisco? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: . California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There arc income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing housing 
mortages. These funds could be used to buy, build. 

Controller's Statement·on ''A'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted. in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease · the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIP,'.\L AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. 

WHEREAS. The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortga~e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 3 I, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the State of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges. would 
be paid by the 'mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS:· If you vote Yes you want 
the city to seH $100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors ,Voted on "A" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 

on the question of placing proposition A on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

52000, ct seq,), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County ofSnn Francisco as follows: 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered and will &c held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city and coun
t~ the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Hel1lth and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, ct seq,), as 11 may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A gives working San Franciscans a 
chance for better housing. It authorizes $100 million 
for mortgages for home construction rehabilitation· at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current high interest rate. The 
lower rates will help young families buy homes in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City must take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A will provide funds at the lower inter
est rate at no cost to the taxpayers. The bonds will 
.be secured by the value of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds are exempt from federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loan 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and B are passed by the voters, 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and B are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND B 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
league of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are the opl,ilons c,_f t_he 11_u_thors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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PROPOSITION B 
Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, l11ue bonds to establish a fund. to provide 
mortgage financing for, acqul1ltlon, construction or ,rehabilitation of housing In San Fran• 
c!sco; the repayment of loans and monies made avallable by the Board Is the· sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be a debt or llablllty of the 
City? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty of California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must' be ap
proved by a majority of the voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying, building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on "8" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the tiscal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of these 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote· Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bonds 
f?r housing. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage 
honds for housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' B'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. S), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). . 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 
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HOUSING REVENUE- BONDS ( A\,~':fo\ll~, ) 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

vo:rE YES ON PROPOSITION B 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi• 

tion B relates to P~oposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow· San F_i'ancisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the construe• 

. tion of multi-unit resldential housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quelllin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCinn 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home · mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provid-e mortgages at approximately half the current 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing· is more urgent in . San Francisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco. 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of San Francis
cans. Presently. the City Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your yote for Proposition B will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds wheJl needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress is considering· legislation 
on local housing bonds, and the City i;hould be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interesi rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein · 
Mayor 

Argument, printed on this page are the opinions of the outhors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION 8 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11ddcd 
10 the Charter; ii is therefore printed in bold fnce 
type: 

Sec. 7.310 Bonds for li111mcing the acquisition, construction 
or reh11bllitatlon of housing. 

(11) Nolwfthst1111dl11g the voter 11pproml requirements l11 
Section 7,300, the bo11rd or supervisors mny, by ordi111111ce, 
from time to time uuthorize the Issuance of bonds to es(11b
llsli a fund for the purpose of providing 111ortg11ge lir111ncing 
for the 11cquisltlon, construction, or rctrnbllitntlon of housing 
111 the City 1111d Cmmty or Sa11 Frnnclsco, or for the 1•urpose 
of refunding such bonds. The iss111111ce of sucb bonds shall 
be pursu1111t to procedures adopted by ordi111111ce of tl1e bonrd 
of supervisors. The repayment of principnl, interest 1111d other 
charges on such loans lo property owners, together with such 

other monies 11s t(1e bo11rd of supervisors may, In its discre• 
tlon, nmkc nvallnble therefor, sludl be tl1e sole source of 
funds pledged by the city nod county for rep11yment of such 
bonds. Bonds issued under the provisions of tl1is section shall 
not be deemed to constitute II debt or linbility of the City 
1111d County of Sam Fruncisco or II pledge of the fold1 1111d 
credit of the City and County of Snn Francisco, 
but shall be p11y11ble solely from tbc funds specified in this 
section. Tire issunnce of such bonds sh11U not direclly, indi
rectly, or contingently obligate the board of supcfl'isors to 
levy or to pledge nny fonn of t11x11tio11 wh11tever therefor or 
to 11111ke nny appropriation for their pnymcnt. 

(b) Nothing lu this section shall nlTcct the authority of the 
bonrd of supervisors to authorize the lssu,mcc of bonds 
under 1111y other 11pplicnble provision or this Charter or 1111y 
other npplicnble provisions of the general laws of the Stutc 
of C11lifomia. 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention facllltles management department be created. under the Chief Ad· . 
mlnlstratlve Officer to manage the cities' convention facllltles lncludlng but not llmlted 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moacc:,ne Center and providing for a general man• 
age; and neceaaary employee, and pre1ervln9 clvll service rights of· .present em• 
ployee1? 

Analysis 
By ·Ballot $implication Committee 

THE WAY IT IS .NOW: The management of the 'ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real, Estate. The J?epartment 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer'. · · 

THE PROP-OSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for· Convention Facilities Management. 
This department would have complete. responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities, including but not 
limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium, and Mos
cone Center. This de.partmenl would be responsible 

, to the Chief Administrativ,e Officer. The general 
manager of this department wot1ld be appointed by 

Controller's Statement on ".C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the flsca1 impact of Proposition C: 
"Should• the proposed Charter anl'endment be 

adopted, in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neitlfor increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions urc indicated by ((double parenth
eses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services. Purchasing. Real Esiatc. Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's . Office; and ,Convention Fncllitics 
Mnnngc.mcnt 

The functions. activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of ofliccrs and employees char&cd with 
·specilic jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section l 1.102 and section 3.501 of (his charter. be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
24 
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the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
department from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. · 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat
ed which would hµve complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat

·ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 C" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 
on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Qu·entin Kopp' (Dist. 
IO). 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Oist. 11). 

voters, recorder. public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative ofliccr. 

The public administrator shall appoint and al his pleasure 
may remove an attorney. He may ,also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses. and the operation of central 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



CONVENT.ION FACILITIES MANAGER. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism· and ·conventions have become San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars • into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive, 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management that will _maximize the 
use of its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center, now under construction, in which 
the City is investing over$ 100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of Convef!tion Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned' 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Moscone Con
.vention Center. The Department Manager ·will be ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing. Civil Service 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable con
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi~ 
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 

Endorsed by: 
Quellfin Kopp. Supervisor 
Jvh11 Molinari, Supervisor 
Louise Renne, Supervisor 

· C"rol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
Doris W"rd, Supervisor 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
George Christopher, Former Mnyor 
Jolt11 B11rb11gelt11t1 
Gordo11 Lau 
A/free/ Nelcler 
Rotwld /'elvsi 
Peter Tt1111c1Tas 
Thomas Me/1011 
Lela11cl Lazams, Chairman Mayor's Select Committee 
Lo11is Batmale, Chancellor_-Emeritus. SF Community College 
Marvi11 Cardoza 
Ri11t1/clo C"rmazzi , 
Bill Chester, Labor Consultant 
William Dt111er, President Chamber of Commerce 
Jess Esteva, Publisher Mabuhny Republic 
Jim llermt111, President ILWU 
Mrs. Mc1►•li11 Low 
Cyril Maw1i11 
Uoycl l'jl11eger, General Manager, Downtown Association 
J..,e011ard Rogers, President Western Merchandise Mart 
A /berl Samuels, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C. the charter amendment to consolidate 
the City's convention facilities management operations 
in one department. is a step . in the right directi<?n 
towards efficiency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective.· efficient and economical operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's allraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would be in a better position 10 mux
imize the use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduli11g and staff utilization. Convention and trade 
shows would be able lo deal with a single man-

agement and staff lo coordinate their activities and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Fran.cisco looks lo Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Cenler to serve as a catalyst 
for lhe generation of employment for cily residents 
and for millions. in local tax dollars. Proposition C 
will ensure !hat these facilities can meel those expcc
lations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitled by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arouments printed on this pa9e arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FOUR ·PUBLIC 'HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
.PROPOSITION D 

Shall Director of Publlc Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com
munity health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Ho1pltal, all exempt 
from clvfl 1ervlce? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

· THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator .. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. · 

.THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the administrator of Laguna· 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held by persons with the ~ecessary back-

'Controller's Statement on 11 D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact ~f Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of goV<:!rnment." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions nre indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health·, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; ano 
Coroner's Office. 

. The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hcieby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees charged with, 
specific jurisdiction thereof~ shall sub.l'ect to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.501 of t 1is charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: · 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
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ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status appointed to an1 .of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes,· you want 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and 011e. more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No .. you do not 
want the director of public health to . have the 
power to appoint three deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 D'' 
On March 3 the· Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: ·supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6),. Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

and shall be.admini~t~red by the chief administrative officer. 
The public adm1111strator shall appoint and at his pleasure 

may remove an attorney. _He may also appoint sucl1 assis
tant attorneY.s .as may 6e provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Dcl?artment, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and sh?ps, and shall be administered by the pur
ch_n~er of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad-
m1111stra11ve officer and shall hol? off 1cc at his pleasure. · 

,Real Estate Department, wluch shall include the functions 
an_d personnel of the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also_ th~ control, management and leas111g of the exposition 
aud1tonum. 

(Continued on Page 80) 



FOUR .PUBLIC HEALJ.H ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D · 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment 

· tional positions, change any 
CQStS. . 

will not add any addi
salaries, or increase any 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers .. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons. the Department 
shotild have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure. that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart
ment, and the City at large. 

In other major City Departments, such as the Air
port, Public Utilities Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

Recreation and 
Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor Jol,11 L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, S11pervi:1or 
Ella Hi/I J/111ch, Supervisor 
NcmC)' G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, Supervisor 
Roger Boa:;, CA 0 
Dr. Mervyn Silverman, Director of Health . 
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Co11111111nlly Advisory Board, SFGH -

Afflrmmive Actio11 Of)icer WBSHA Goveml11g Body 
E11ola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhocd Center 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Bucha11a11 YMCA 
Margarete Co1111olly 
Feli.t Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
Shirle11 Jo11e.1 Rhode.1, Executive Director S,F. Medical Cell/er 

Ouipcllie/11 lmproveme11t Progrcims, l11c, 
Vere, M. Blue 
E11rica A. Zabala, Boarcl of Direciors, S.F. Medical Ce11ter 

Olllpcllicmt lmprovemem Programs, /11c. 
Arthur lmha11, Clwirm,m, Me111al Health Advisory Board 
Elizabeth B. De11ebeim, Comm11111ty Me11tal Health Advisory 

Board Member 
Thomas j, Mello11, Former CA 0 
F.A, Sooy, M.D., Clumcel/or, U11ivmity ofCalifomia S.F. 
Thomas W. G,~,,,,, Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fairly, M.D., U11iversily of Califor11ia S.F. As.l'Ocime 

Deem, SFGH 
Donald L. Fink, M.D., Chief, Medical Staff SFGJI. 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
Judge Dorothy Von Beroldi11gen 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Propositic.i D that was defeated by the voters last 
November .. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of.· this measure to the voters. No wonder; There 
• is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot wjth old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quelllin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Margaret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this p,age are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by 0'1Y official agency. 
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VARIOUS ·PUJILIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

,Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remove a11oclate 
'administrator• exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll service status for .present 
· holden of said positions? · 

· Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS _NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francjsco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition, E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They _would be tilled by 

Controller's Statement on ''.E" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the .follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in· my opinion. in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT-OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren
theses)), 

3.SIO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, iind County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner's Office · 

Tl1e functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the directiori of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~ed with 
specific jurisdktion thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, al)d such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall bc,iidministcrcd by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
28 

persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators. 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the · ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO). 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneY.s _as may be provided by the budget and an
nual approprmuon ordinance. 

Purcliasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel or the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrdtive oflice_r and shall hol~ office at !1is pleasure, 

Real Estate Department, wl11ch shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri&ht-of-way agent and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium. 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
funct10ns :md personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be in charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Co11ti1111ed on Page 81) 



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past · administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
.ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important resources. 

Submitted by: 
, Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
S11pervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ella Iii/I l/111ch, Supervisor 
Na11cy G, Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, Supervisor 

Roger Boas, CAO 
Dr. Mervy11 Silverma11, Director of Health 
Patricia M, Fo11g, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Governing Body 
Enola M, Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center 

· Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Margarete Co11110/ly 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D,, Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
Shirley Jones Rhodes, Executive Director S.F, Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc, 
VemM. Blue 
Enrica A. Zabala, Board or Directors, S.F, Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc, 
Arlhur l11tllC11I, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Eliz11belll B. De11ebeim, Community Mental Health 

Advisory Board Member 
ThomasJ, Me/1011, former CAO 
F.A, Sooy, M.D., Clumcellor. University of California S.f. 
Thm1111,1· W. G11:v11, Director, Public Service Programs 
1/,B, Fairlj•, M.D,. University of California S.F. 

Associate Denn. SFGH 
D01111/d L Fi11k, M.D .. Chief, Medical StuffSFGI-I 
Selig Gellert, M.D. . 
Judge Dorothy Vm( Beroldi11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and fire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the M.ayor and the 
Board of Supervisors. could create numerous positions. 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure. 
all highly paid. 

In the past two years, more than 10 new pos1ttons 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran·
cisco General Hospital - have been under attack by 
the community due to mismanagement arid lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year .. the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
Superi•isor Quentin L Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph lanKdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of. the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

I•. 

Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Francisco neighborhooda. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaitan trabajadore, on 1111 urnaa olectoral&1 
do muchos barrios ·en San Franci1co. PrHtnteao 

ahora en el cuorlo 155 del City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
. PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and ~embers of fire fighting companies, except ar11on 
Investigators, start .at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work ft'.IOre than 24 consecutive hours except In case of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
vlolat~ the 48.7 ho~r work week nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

·THE WAY J1' JS NOW: The charter states that 
members or the San Francisco Fire Department 
may work no more than 1.4 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48.7 hours in a week, except in cases or 
emergency. The 14-hour shift, which was passed by 
the voters in 1975, has never been put into effect 
because or court litigation. Firefighters and officers 
now work24-hour shirts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter and set 24-hour. work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement. on 11 F'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor de
crease the.cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions, arc indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). . 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of department shall recommend and · the lire 
comn11ss1on shall provide by rule for work schedules or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the 
several ranks of the lire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
such officers and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty established for officers and members assigned 
to the lire lighting companies and firefighting units exce11tlng 
the arson investigation unit, shall I · start at eight o'clock A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requiring the members of the department 
to remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden and unexpecteil emergency of 
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and officers. The 48.7 hour work week would 
remain in effect, except in cases of sudden, unex
pected. and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: tr you vote yes, you want 
San Francisco firefighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts. for no more.than 48.7 hours a week. , 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want San 
Francisco firefighters and officers to work · 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48. 7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted on "F" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of' placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11). 

11 lempomry nature requiring the services of more than the 
available . on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as lime in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the limlt11tion of 48.7 hours In any 
nonnal work week nor twenty-four consecutive hours, Each 
such officer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one (I) day olT duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 

(Continued 011 Page 82) 
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·FIREFIGHTERS. WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 

Proposition F affects an important part of our fire
Oghting organization - . the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters. and the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. 'fhe Proposition itself is 
lengthy. but the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Propc:>sition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the· Fire Department has been us
ing for more than twenty years. and· clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost t~ the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of tire pro
tection for whi'ch San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who arc responsibile for administering and 
managing the Department are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures !1nd increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and ~ighly-motivated firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department administrators the 
tools necessary to continue • providing excellent lire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by:. 
l/e11ry E. Berma11. President 
fire Commission. 
J11a11ila Del C11rlo 
fire Commissioner. 
Robert Nicco 
fire Commissioner. 

Curtis ML'Cl11i11 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
Anne S. f/owden 
Fire Commissioner. 
Andrew C. C(L1per 
Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you · fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975, the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q~' which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in "the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers 
and the tire lighters. 

As of this date, almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerful political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have ih one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the formc~ Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
stein's, Morris Bernstein. and. al the recommendation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of, the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November I 975 election will 
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-·hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have flip 
flopped and are in support of this repeal of their law. 
Are they being honest or are they following the well 
travelled path of expediency? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argumi.:nt 

was valid then and is still valid. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

to light fires. 
5. Sick- leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will not have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is filled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at captain's pay. But 
th~ lieutenant's job then has to be filled through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firefighting by cominuters will be reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of IOll miles. 

8. M~)onlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Fdnstein and Molinari· have played the same game 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They 
ignore ii. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

John .I. Barhar.elata 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

31 

I 



I 
I' 

I 

i 
I 

FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES · 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION_ F .. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal faced by 

the people of San Francisco. 
In 1975, you, "ttie voters, amended the Charter to 

delete a detail, which should not have bee.n in the 
Charter in the first place, that required all work shifts 
for firelighters to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president · of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, . then-chief . Calden, and Supervisor John. 
Molinari, among. others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa
tigue in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon-

. ey. The voters agreed with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 
Cha.rter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48. 7 
hours, at a time when most other fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firefighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,000. A reduction from '56 hours to 48.7 hours 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 · in costs per 
year for the San Francisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48.7 work week. with the recom
mendation of all members of the Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour. work 
shift. 

Now, the proponents want to reinstate the 24· hours 
on. and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But 
there is no willingness on their part to acc'ept any 
change in the work week - not even to base the 
work week on that of other California fire depart
ments upon which San Francisco firelighters' salaries 
are based. All of those cities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and s•hifts 
should not. be locked into the Charter in the first 
place. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal. and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page are .the opinions of the authora and have not b~en checked for accuracy by any offlclal a9ency, 
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After you have moved , phone us 

. We will mail you a registration form to fill out & mail back• ,~~ 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
,, PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervl1on become members of the Health se;vlce System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS. NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county· Health Service 
system unless excused by t~e Health System Board 
for religious belief, salary. or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervis'ors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 

· have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on ' 1H" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 1-1: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. il1 my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 

. the maximum amount of which could be $3,765.000. 
"But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend

ment to the Charter. would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A YES VOT,E MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO' VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on 1 'H'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on. 

the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. ·2), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

a 

,..I;)- -'-
,i.-- ,, ... 

THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 Uolng both hondo, inoort tho ballot card oll tho woy Into tho Votomotlc. 
Stop 2 Bo sure tho two slots in tho end of your cord fit down qvor tho two rod plna. 
Stop 3 To vote, hold tho voting instrument atrolght up, Punch atrolght through tho ballot cord for tho 
condidotoo of your choice. Do not uoo pon or poncll, 
Stop 4 Voto nil pnono. 
Stop 6 Aftor votino, remove tho ballot card from tho votomotic. 
NOTE: If you make a mistoko rotum vour ballot cord and obtoin onothor. 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF, PROPOSITION H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term, pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 

temporary employees to receive health care benefits. This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive no health care 
benefits. or any chance for pl'Omot'ion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before ihey can 
qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

and most equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Harry Brill 
Peter Ashe 
Tom Scanlon 

Keith Ei,·hman 
Leroy King 
Pat Jackson 
Bill Kra11s 
Bill-Mallen 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Keamey 
Vince Co11rtney 
Bill Bradley 
Carol R111h Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health service benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. 

First, why does San Francisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7.000 in a workforce of 

,28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5.000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees are hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees.· not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, how can the City afford the costs of this 
proposal~ Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time. 

Another proposal that. the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment allowing 1emporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system, as opposed !O paying for individual 
health plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem-

. porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e111in L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Ma1-xaret Q. Warren 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authora and have not bee~ checked for accuracy b~ any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-focc 
type; deletions . arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. 

A health sci-vice system is hereby established as a depart
ment .of the city and county govern111ent and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
inclusive. Said. system shall be administered by a 6oard to 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist of all pernmnent cmrloyees, which shall 
include officers of the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), 11nd 11II temporary emI1loyees with 
34 

more th11n such period of continuous service 11s slutll be de
tennlncd by the Donrd of Supervisors by ordinance. Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching of any reco~
nizcd religious sect, denomination or organization and, m 
accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service board an affidavit stating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compensation exeeds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise frns provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The he11lth service bo11rd slmll have the 
power to exempt 1111y person whose co111pe11s11tio11 exceeds the 
1111101101 deemed sufficient for self covernge and any person 
who othenvise h11s provided for 11dcq1111te 111edic11I c11re. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH ·BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys• 
tem? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE W.(Y IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 

· Health Service✓5ystem. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would arnend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the. city Health Service. 
system. 

Controller's Statement on "I" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposltion I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment b~ adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5.881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

. A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. , 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on ''I?' 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ), 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 

~ 

__ /J),;t!, Workers are needed at the polls 

~ ·~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3-Judges 

at each poll 

. Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vole on Proposil.ion I will permit Meinbers 

of the Board of Supervisors lo have the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors arc 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervi~ors consider their work to be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be · 
penalized because they do not have another outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

. Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Arguments printed on thl1 page are tho oplnlona·of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PR.OPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supel'l'lsors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8.420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this charter to the con
trary, members of the board of supervisors shall be members 
of the San Francisco City and County Health Service Sys
tep1. 

Worker, are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1~0 neighborhood■. 

· Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se nece11tan trabajador .. en la1 urn11 electoral•• 
de mucho1 barrio,· en San Francl■co. Pr•••nteN 

ahora en el cuerto 155 d•I City Hall. 

OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all the items that go. into this pamphlet, it's possible .we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we w.ill publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

)UNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
8y Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors at $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is 
set by the Civil ·service Commission, with the ap-

. proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a year. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition ,J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent or the mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on "J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ingstatement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15,677.50. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin-
. ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver ·(Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward '(Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors· Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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· .SUPERVI.SORS' SALARIES. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustment for the Qoard of S~per
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time, with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 1 

will buy $3,924 worth of 1980 goods and services. 

Approving ·Board of Supervisors' pay at 25% of the 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and fair. The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - who have to support themselves by working 
- to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" approach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has important advantages: I) it was est,~b
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is th us a sound 
basis for _the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has had no salary in
crease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-five 
( 1965). No· other San Francisco county administrator, 
elected official, employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient .. can say the same. · 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

San Francisco ·pays its Boatd of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 

. $13,524 in Solano County. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to main.tain outside sources of 
income, while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. · 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy ·of his business occtir because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties. 

No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
_your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors are not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

Carol R111h Sill•e/ 
Doris M. Ward 
Na11ci• G. Walker 
Jolm·l. Moliliari 
Ella Ifill 1/utch 
1/am•G. Brill 
Do11 )1ora11: I' 
Deborah k Rohrer 
Priscilla Ale.wmder 
D.J. Sm•i[!ro 
Eric C'rt11•e11 
Rich 1/m•e.1· , 
Lydia s: Sa11 Fi/1j1po 
Carolm Reil/I' 
lil/i1i11Si11[!. 
T,•n·1•111·e Rl'ml 
William llradlel' 
James Mic/we/Moore 
Richard Marti11 Schlack11w11 
Timothy R. Wo!freo 

Br11ce G{Jrt/ll.1·011 
Mark Forrester 
Thelma Cal'lllltlll[!h 
Gort/011 Armstroll[! 
Bob l'urie 
Bar/Jara Amato 
Dm•itl F{Jw/er 
Michael Clum 
A11drew C. Casper 
Janice Mirikitani 
Cecil Williams 
Etluartlo Smulm•al 
Bob llu.1·tame11te 
Fred Marth, 
Chuck llnw 
Wilber 11;111,i/t{J11 
Wallace Stokes 
Stall Smith 
Red Korna11 
Johll Squire 

J{Ja/1 M. Gmjf 
Li11co/n Ch11 
A111ho111;J_ Taormi11a 
Anl111rR. SieKI 
Do11 B. Kates, Jr. 
J{J/1 Ka11fimm 

• Joh11 (':lack") Trujillo 
Linda P{Jst 
Vi11ce11t James Courllll!l' 
E1•d1•11 Wilso11 . 
lerri1•Kill[! 
Jejj'Brow11 
Tern· Retl11w11d 
K1•iih Eichman 
llill·Kmu.1· 
/Jill Mal/e11 
TimT11·omer 
J{Ja/1 Dillo11 
Maura Kea/e)' 
James Core1;Bu.1·cl, 
Peter Ashe· 

Pa/I)' Prato 
lleri11a11 Galle[!o,1· 
I'm Jacksoi1 
Carl Williams 
Joh11Jacobs 
Me/loin J,ee 
Jack Crowley 
1/arold Yee 
Gra11t M icke11.1· 
Bob Barn• 
A11c/p Kai1e11 
Richard Goldman 
William Coblentz 
11mm Lidecker 
J;1ckso11 Schult: 
Jol,11 Ka11ji11a11 
l'm,/a C. Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Kel'ill F. Shelley 
A1111a Dt1rtle11 
Rosali11d Wolf 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors to 
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher: 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure are trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City employees who have · freed 
themselves •from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a '_'formula." which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. · 

There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there are. I I Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

the City. In 1965, · when salaries were increased. 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965. the Supervisors . had no personal office 
aides. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and stenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. have been created. costing taxpayers $400.000 
per year in salaries and fringe benefits. 

The City is facing a dire financial crisis. Depart
ments are being forced to cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition .I flies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea at the wrong time. 

Submilled by: 
Supervisor Q11e111i11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the oplnloH of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION· J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts. 

The .board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) equal 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the 11111111111 gross s11l11ry paid 
to the mayor, exclusive of benefits per year and each shull 
execute an ofticial bond to the city and county in the sum 
oflive thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby divided into eleven 
supervisonal distl'icts as hereinafter set forth. and, 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977. and continuing thereafter until new districts are 
established as hereinafter set forth, such districts shall 
be used for the election or recall of the members of 
the board of supervisors, and for tilling any vacancy 
in the office of member of the board of supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes: provided: however. 
that no change in the boundary or loc;llion of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper
ate 10 aoolish or terminate the term of office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior. to the ex
piration of the term of orlice for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts. as establisf1ed herein. shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

I 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. · shall compr1se 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street: thence northerly along Stanyan Street. to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly along Arguello. 
Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation: thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean: thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com
mencement.· Unless specifically designated to the con
trary, all references ·to streets. and boulevards con
tained in the fore~oing description shall refer to the 
center lines of s,ud streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

. SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com01c8d
mencing at the point of intersection of the shon:line 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary or the Presidio United Stales Military 
Reservation; thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with Ar
guello Boulevard: thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard; thence easterly along 
Geary Boulevar<l to Stanyan Street: thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street; thence easterly 

-
(Continued on Page 82) 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
PROPOSITION K . 

Shall dl1ablllty leaves, .dlsalllllty retirement■ or death allowance■ be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firefighters and certain other city employees for dis
abili~y leaves. disability retirements, or death al•• 
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing officer to hear and deterinine. requests for 

Controller'·s Statement on '' K'' 
, City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-

ing statement on the fis_cal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion, H wo4ld increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section . be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type, 

lf,518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub-
5'.'Ction (c) of Section 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8.516, 
8.547, 8,548, 8;559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8,584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8,588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, any application for disability leave, dls11bility 
retirement, or death allowance made pursuant to said 
subsection of said sections of this charter shatll be 
heard by a ,1uallfied and unbiased hearinw officer em-. 
ployed under contract by the retirement boiml and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement bonrd. The retirement board shall have the 
power to establish ntles setting forth the q_ualificatiot~s 
und selection procedure necessary to appoml II quali
fied and 1111bl11sed hearing officer. Following public 
hearing, lite .heuring officer shull determine whether 
such application shull be grunted or denied. 

All expenses relating to processing 11nd adjudicating 
the 11bove a11plic11tions, incht~ling_ but Jtot. limited to the 
cost of he11ring officer, leg11I, 111vest1gattve, und court 
reporter services, shall be puid from the compensation 
fund. 

At any time within thirty (30) days after the service 
of the hearing officer's decision, the a11plicant or any 
40 

disability leaves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do .not 
want the present system changed. 

How ~upervisors Voted on ''K'' 
On March 3' the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the· question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3 ), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 

· Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist.' 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other affected party, including the retirement system, 
may petition the hearing officer for a rehearing upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other: 

a. That the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. Thut the decision was procured by fraud. 
c. That the evidence does not justify the decision. 
d. Thut the petition hus discovered new evidence 

muterial to him, which he could not, with re11son-
11ble diligence, · have discovered und produced at 
the heuring. 

Upon the expiration of thirty (30) days after the pe
tition for rehe11ring is denied, or if the petition is 
grunted, upon the expirntion of thirty (30) days after 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the he11ring officer sludl be final. Such fin11l deci
sion shall not be subject to umendment, modific11tion 
or rescission by the· retirement bourd, but sh11II be sub
ject to review by the retirement board only for the 
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
and such fin11I decision shall be deemed for 11II pur
poses to be the decision of lite retirement board. 

The provisions of this section slutll become operntive 
on October 1, 1980. 



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City'~ retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any other California city. 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
, by a board of City employees and · political appoin
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote on disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of 
investments totalling nearly $ I billion (they are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial. professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case. the hearing officer will hold a public hearing. 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superior Court. 

At present. the law is one-sided on appeals, Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair. impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to, concentrate on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO'.' ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will. however. place 
an additionui financial burden of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of government with an undeter-

. minable cost to the taxpayer, It is time that our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government. not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. 

True. pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high. but you, the voter, substanti,,ily 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced. by great numbers, 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board, consisting of three city employees. three ap
pointees of the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to· reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most· certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise. you that no 
other city in the country provides this type· of process. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision of one individual would certainly 
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in irnyonc 
of us. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. f/ehel 
Attorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page Qro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST. PROPOSITION K 

The authors of th,e current Charter language 
governing the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
d,emocratic representation of the rightful parties at in
terest in the• administration of the Retirement System. 
Employees. as the sole. expressed beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own, while the City, unquestionabl)· the ,major ben
efactor, has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting 
against the employee, which City employees have never 
questioned or contesied, apparently the odds of 4 to 3 
arc not enough. • • 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
ficer. to serve at the pleasure and on the payroll of 
the, City, a method unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which would be disavowed. by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation: will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee to 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, , when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder of their lives. · 

· The review of compensation for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NOON PROPOSITION "K". 

Submitted by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee. S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION k . 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well, they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats. never content with less government 
interference. want to add yc_t another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form of a hearing officer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco: 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
voters in l97i It was opposed by the S;m Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by Sa11 Francisco Newspapers 
and television sta\ions. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus, retire
ment board act~ons arc taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather than one individual. In fact, if any vote 
results in a tie, the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members, appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected. , 

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff and overhead, arc expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Office space. staff, equipment, 
health b,enelits, vacation pay. all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of .. The present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an appeal process only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Commillce For A Sound Retirement System 
Leon Bruschera 

Arguments printed on this pa9e are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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14 GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordln• 
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Public Utflltles Code Sections 99500 through 99509, lmpos-

- Ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
,compressed natural gas · when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of San Francisco? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The state Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public transit pur-

. poses. 

THE -PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks rhc voters if the city and county 
should add a· tax of one cent ·per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on ,. L" 

City Controller John C. Farrell· has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L:' 

"Should the proposed declaration or· policy be ap
-proved, in my opinion. in and of itselC it would 
neither increase · nor decrease the cosl of government. 
However. this prfiposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2,550,000 _in additional revenues 
to the City and County of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every IOO feet of compressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES VOTE; MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city and· county to add :i tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco . 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on "L" 

On March 19 the · Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I): Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
1-lu1ch (Disl._ 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None or the Supe_rvisors present voted No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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1¢ GAS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

VOTE YES QN PROPOSITION L 

The · Sari Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis
pensable function of city government, Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600,000 
rides a day are logged on. the Muni. So, too, are the 

· ~osts of public tr.ansit increasing tremendously in San 
Francisco. Public policy, nationally, as well as in San 
Francisco, has placed public transit iri a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public policy . is the principle of encouraging use of 
public transit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE .YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Since 1977. the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its people lo add a 
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and· use the proceeds 
for ,its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for I our 
Municipal Railway arid help keep Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation• and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11enti11 Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Pa11/ Joseph Langdon 

Argument, printed on thl1 page ~re the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not e,cceed other local munlclpal railway fares 
be deleted? · 

Analysis ,. 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on '.'4unicipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on 11M" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal. impact of Propositi~n M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself: it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of govern111ent. However. 
this proposed amendment could prepare the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which, be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action, cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions are indicated by ((double par
entheses)) 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi
sions, limitations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
tr~ch: 10 pernJit two or more lines of street. railways oper
atmg under different management to use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rer.air of' the tracks ·and appurtenances used by . the said 
railways jointly for such number of blocks consecut1vely. not , 
exceeding ten blocks; to regulate rates c_Jf speed and propose 
such ordinances to the board of superv1~ors as :!re ne~essary 
lo protect the public from danger or 111conven1ence 111 the 
operation of such roads. · 

No _person, firm or corporation shall ever l?e granted the 
~xclus1ve right to operate a street or o!her railroad through, 
111 or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct const_ructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of. special asse_s~
~ent upon private property for such c_onstructwn or acqu1s1-
1Jon. Two or more lines of street ·railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on "M" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted I 1-0 

on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3 ). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin· Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
I I). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

d!ffercnt manage~cnt may use such- tunnel, subway or 
v1uduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive 
~locks approaching_ each end thereof, each management pay
mg an ec11wl portion of the expense for the construction, 
maintcnanc~ an~ repai~s. of the tra~ks and appurtenances 
used ('Y sa1~ ra1l~•,~ys JOl~tly. The city and county .in the 
operation ol. 111u111c1pal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or ywduct either sin~ly or jointly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for ·any 
numhc~ .of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case ol JOlllt use of tracks. shall pa.y an equal portion of 
the exr.ense for the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing al Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street to Columbus Avenue; thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along 1 aylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

I 

(Conti1111ed 011 Page 84) 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars· are primarily a .tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For SO cents, tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world. 

. It's a bargain for tourists, but an expensive burden 
on the. rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers. 

The Charter· now prohibits the Public Utilities Com
mission from setting different fares for· cable cars than 
on ,the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for,cable cars. 

Why should ta]lpayers subsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00. and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$ 1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is ~ouble the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES o·N PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent ·required farebox income neces
sary to. receive state matching funds. At present', the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its oper~ting costs 
from passenger fares . 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisors Donald floranzy 

Carol Ruth Silver 
Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD 
VOTE NOON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit lines who. depend_. upon them 
to go Downtown. MUNI is one system. Why single 
out these lines and not lh?se with higher subsidies? 

2. It taxes tourists and residents :alik~. If the objec
tive is to· soak tourists and not residents. a special ca~ 
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist ·hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more. money than buses .. lh fact. MUN l's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false .assumption that only 
tourists, use t\1e cars,• In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal busiriess. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it ·could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits, these buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to llow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son· for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present 
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines. perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? · 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Francisco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 

• our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our · city's transportation system. They're valuable 
_because they're real. Proposition M' would set them 
up as a fake, an expensive gimmick run for the ben- , 
efit of the tourist industry. 

Vole NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO.on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakery. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel Kl11ssman11, Chair 
The Cable Car Committee 

.Argumont1 prlntod on this pa90 arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable cur fares. This is grossly unfair. The bal• 
tie cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars are used by many San 
Francisi;ans for their basic transportation and not 
·everyone has a fastpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable _car passes for residents. which wouldn't help the 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater 
percentage of expenses from fares than most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. · 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap arid a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M ! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSIT,ION .M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars arc an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twjce as much as a.ny other public tran-

sportation. We urge .a vote _against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opJnlons of the author• and have not been checked for·accuracy by any offlclal agency, 

Is your voting place atthe top of a hill? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. 
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AIRPORT ·REVENUE 'FUND 
I 
! 

PROPOSITION N 
Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a le11er percent as the Board of Supervisors shall 
e,tabllsh by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund a1 a return on the City's In• 
ve1tment In the airport? 

Andlysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: All the. airport revenues are 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would . change ihe 
charter to use up to 25% of the , airport's income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on "N" 

City Contn:>ller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

, I , , 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
t!1is proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General fund of twenty
five percent (25%) of the non-airline revenues. Bused 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections. this could amount 
to approximately $9,000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHA.RTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: · Additionti or substitutions are indi.cuted by bold face 
type; deletions arc indicated by. ((double paren-
theses)). . 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and fiscal prov1s1ons or this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and counlr treasury to be known as the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shall be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other. city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Separate accounts shall be 
kepi with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in 1he. Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be ·appropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 
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A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
some of the money that is earned by the airport to 

· be used for general _city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11N" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 

· Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker. (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). . 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses tor such airports or 
related facilities;. (2) the payment of pension charges and 
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin-
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory /' 
funds created to secure revenue bonds hereafter issued by .I 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter-
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is-
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by· the commission 
or us required by any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and ·,pproved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

. (Continued on Page 85) 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get· revenue, from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing. not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such· 
profits are now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which are 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines,. not the people of San 
Francisco, 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

,Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
A11drew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Dit·k Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
RcliOkamoto 
Director, Planning 
Jeff lee 
Director, Public Works 
Joh11 Walsh 
General Manager, Civil Service 
Joh11 Frcmtz 
City Librnriun 
Mike llemwssey 
Sheriff 

Comeli11:.· Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smith 
District A11orncy 
Jeff Brow11 
Public Defender 
Merl')'II Silver111a11 
Director. Public Health 
Richard llt•clih 
Director, Airport 
Tom Malloy 
Director. Recreation & Park 
Wilbur llamilttJ11 
Redevelopment Ai;ency 
Et/will Sar.!/ield 
Director. Social Services 
Arthur C. TatnowJr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter 1/tJadlel' 
V.P .. flank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance. 
the budget. · 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
buslness, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or. minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disab'ted, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11ey 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J .. Jackso11 
lnternutionul Vice President 
International Ludies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Muchinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell 
Laborers, Local 261 
Timothy J. Twome)' 
International Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been chcclccd for accuracy by any official agency, 
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. AIRPORT. REVENUE FUND 

.ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION N . 
Prqposition N . would allow the City to take advan

tage of San Frimcisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, . the. airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from the money it · raises by charging airlines and 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce ~irline charges the following year. 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
funds from non-airline revenues 'into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental agencies, food and magazine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial· benefits· as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of- property. San Mateo County 
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar-way. 

Proposition N wquld cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. · 

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be . 
more efficieqt in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pense. 

,Vote Y cs on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 
Supervisor John Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAl"'ST. PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious ecouomic 

repercussions on tourism. organi.zed labor. the airlines 
and, ultimately. the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid olT. More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and 
replacement program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted. resulting in even 
n,10re unemployment for organized labor. 

Propositi~n N is a clear violation of the spirit _und 
intent of recent mandates for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
lo continue "business as usual." . 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San 
Francisco's tourism. the city's number one revenue 
and job producer. with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. 

For the past seven years, cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by the airlines - at no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts, and could affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support. of the airport. thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. · 

The airlines already pay $2 million per year to the 
City. $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes. and. 
their landing fees have never been reduced and are 
now among 'the highest in the U.S. 

Furthermore. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility of the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. R1•1111 
California Pt1blic Alfoirs Coordinator 
Air Transport Association of America 
Gn!J:O~I' I'. /111rs1, · 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Lloycl A. /'j/11eJ:er 
General Manager 
Downtown Association San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this pago are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by ·1mpo1ln9 an addltlonal tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guesJ rooms In hotels In the City and County of San Fran• 
clsco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: People who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 
8%. The money from this tax docs not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fLind specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75% 
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on 110" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the liscal impact of Proposition 0: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5,000.000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART Ill. ARTICLE 7. OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502.5 THERHO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM. (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be ii ordained by the People of the City and County of 
Sun Francisco: • 

Section I. Purl Ill, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section .502.5 
thereto reading us follows: 

Section 502.5 Imposition or 11 one 1111d three-fourths 11er• 
centmn (1.75%) surcharge. There shall be an additional lax 
of one and three-fourths percentum (1.75%) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of Sun Francisco on and after July I. 1980. . 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or tails due on either 
. a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 

charged, billed or falling due shall be subject lo the tax of 
eight percentu~ (8%) herein imposed to the extent that ii 

■ 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to b.e raised from 8% to 
9.75Cf'c and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you want. the 
hotel room tax to stay at 8%. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' 0'' 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal• 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John 'Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Oist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I. 1980, and 
to the tax of eight percentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge im~osea to the extent that it covers any por
tion of tlie period on and after July I, 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby. 
Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tux Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tux upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject lo appropriation pursuant lo the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited lo, raising lhc rule of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rule of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
lax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
1.axpuyers under this ordinance. 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

San Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "O" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 

· only those who come to stay with us for short periods 
· of time. not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "0" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Yes on Propositi.on "0". 

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and fire protection. and con
tinu.e to provide the kind of health. library and re
creational services which we believe the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 
the City budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable. day-to
day services. 

Proposition "0" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is an inte-, 
gral part of a total. revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of' our City. 
Proposition "R" · and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your support. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote . of two 
thirds of thl! electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "0". The business co111munity, including the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support· Proposition "O". 
A vote for "0" is a vote· to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

R"ger. B"as, Chief Administrati~e Ollicer 
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
1"hn Frantz, City Librarian 
Arthur Tt1tnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter l/{}(1dley, V,P., Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition• 0 will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police. fire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and civic leaders. as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

Constantly increasing inl1ation. complicated by 
Proposition 13 •. leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced at the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken t<'· cul costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way c,1n the City escape the need for additional 
revenue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay •. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submitted by Supervisor Louise I/. Renne 

John C. M"linari 
Harry G. Brill 
Dm, llortm:y 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Jl111ch 
Edward lawso11 
Endorsed by: Sun Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

DEBE REGISTRARSE DE NUEVO SI CAMBIA DE RESIDENCIA 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF.PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries, parks, police. lire. health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry does not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 
Bruce M. Cowan, Attorney 
Irene Young, Jordan Park 
Anne Bloomfield, Pacific Heights 
Bf!rt Schwarzschi/d, Eureka Valley 
Be,11rice laws, Haight Ashbury 
Evelyn L Wilson, Parkside 
Jerome Vail, Bernal Heights 
Ann Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
Carlo/le M<1eck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clark, Cow Hollow 
Ruth Gr<1va,1is, Glen Park 

Jude P. l<1spa, Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
Elsa Straight, Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Market 
Toby le~·i11e, Mission District 
Emily Bour, Twin Peaks 
Pat Helton, Bernal Heights 
Walter Park, Duboce Triangle 
Stephe11 Stra11011, Diamond Heights . 
Jua11ita Rave11, Mon1erey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal witlrit, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
~ommunity services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 
;ervice departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
.vould have to cut in half the budgets of· the City At
:orney. coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
1ging. emergency medical services - and right on 
hrough 50 departments. 

Or we could make up · the deficit by cutting the 
>udgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
viuni almost exactly in half. Fewer. police, fewer fire
ighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
he budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
\dopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
rhis is ·a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled, the · elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, President, IL WU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MclllieJ. Jack.1·on, lntcrn11tional Vice President. lntcrna1ional Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director. Aulomotivc Machinisls. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Laborers, Locnl 261 
TimothyJ. Tll'omey, International Vice President. Service Employees 

1rguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us;. we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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PROPOSITION P 
Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? 

·Analysi_s 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS. NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees. The. amount is based 
in part on the average number of years employees 
worlt for the city before retirement.. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
. to allow the city to contribute to the retirement . 

fund over a different. period of time. The city 

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the number of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system. 

Controller's· Statement on ''P'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt

ed. in my opinion. it would not. in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. the 
Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which are not provided from the normal con
tribution rates arc paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average working career of the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should th c Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries. 
the annuaf payments will be made according to the 
following schedule·of contributions: . 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Year Method vs, Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual lncrcusc in 
Yenr Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Puyment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

.I ·$ 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

61.1 
64.4 
67.5 
70.4 
72.9 
75.1 
77.3 
79.7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 
69,6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
( 15.4) 
(9,8) 
(4,6) 

,3 
5.1 

10.1 

Year 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Ycar EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Red11ction) 
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56.1 39.0 
~~ ~I ~9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
!03.9 50.4 53.5 
!07.1 48.6 58.5 
I I0.3 46.9 63.4 
113.6 . 45.2 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42. I) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 . (33,9) 
32.7 (32.7) 29 The Unfunded 
31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3.1) 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
33 ( 11~::1~11 ) 20 Y cars 

TOTAL $1.732.8 · $1,732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at 6%. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6r:i 

per year to 3~t over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3% per year thereafter. 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year lo year." . . 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain· sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations are being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the declining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for futl!(e 
retirement benefits of City employees. If· we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P does is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a lhed 20 year period. After 
'these 20 years we are rid of ii entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments· in the later years. th us taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dojlar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. . 

This proposal does not increase the t()tal debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often , spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The. affect of -this change will be 10 save the City 
about" $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation, we should make this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinsiein 
Mayor 

Roger Bo,is, Chief Administrative OITicer 
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief 
S"m Duc(l, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
R"i Ok"moto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
John W"l:.·h, General Manager, 'Civil Service 
John Fmntz, City Librarian 
Mike llen11emy, Sheriff 
Comelius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorncy 
Jeff Bro11111, Public Defender 
Merv)I/I SilYemum, Director, Public Health 
Richard Heath, Director, Airport 
Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur Hami/1011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taormina, Port Commission 
Edwi11 St1rsfielcl, Director, Sociul Services 
Artilur TC1111ow, Jr,. Pacific Telephone 
Walter f/(){1dley, V,P., Dank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON P 
Proposition P would allow the City 10 do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . lo restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declini'itg value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It lakes advantage of 
the reduced costs today, al today's dollar value. and 
pays it off at a later time using the value or the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important to know that the .past debt as a 
whole does not change. nor are benefits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing. its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 
· Most public pension plans pay off this kind or 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if 1101 

longer, Wise business managers stretch . theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 

do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Submit1ed by: 
Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 
Supervisor John l. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT. SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't· there. 

· We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is t<;> slash vi_tal, needed 
community services. We. could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 

· would have to cut in half the budge_ts of the City At
torney, coroner, commissioris on human rights and on 
aging, emergency_ medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departmen1s and the 
Muni almost · exactly · in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget.. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the• deficit. 
_ Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from t~ose who' can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped · - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive · cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Propositio11 R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage_ revenue). · 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey, Executive Secr~tury 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickma11, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Maule J. Jackson, International Vice President, lntcrnationul Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McDon11ell, Business Rcprcscnt11tivc · 
TimotllyJ. Twomey, lntcrnntionul Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
financial. irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81. will 
result in INCRFASES each y.ear thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on -the ballot in November, 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The volers rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now. the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976, $97.8 million was budgeted as the 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time, the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500.000.000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 

c11mulative payment will- have been $1.749.340,000 as 
compared to a c.umulative payment of $1,333,999,000 
in 20 years under the present system. Thus, taxpayers 

· would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While . in fiscal year 
1980-81. they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million. they don't tell 
yoµ that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed. there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example, in the 16th year after 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100.900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will -pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now .. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P . 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's linancial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amounts of money after the first year saving: and. 
make no mistake about it, there is only a first year 
budget rc<luction: after that. 1hc budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this pogo are the opinions of tho authors and hove not boon chocked f~r accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q · 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to In
crease the rate of the-business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE. WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500, then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on ''Q'.' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion, in and of itself, it would neither increase nor 
decrease the co~t of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16.850.000 to the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF.PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workere are needed at the poll• In many 
San Franclaco nelghborhooda. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se noc&1itan trabaj11dore1 en 1111 urna• olectoralo1 
de muchoa barrios· en San Franci1co. Pre16nto■e 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

-----------------

I 

creases to continue after Jul.)l, I. 1980. 
;, 

A YES VOTE MEANS: ff you vote Yes, you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I, , 

A NO. VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on "Q" 
On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 

two separate measures for indusion on the June 3 
ba_llot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross• receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so. closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one, 

This explains why there is . no proposition U on 
your ballot; it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson.' 
Molinari. Renne. Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the Lallot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Brill. l-loranzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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PAYROLl.AND GR0S5 RECEIPTS.TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR o·F PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q will increase the gross payroll tax. 
from I.I to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses . must pay their fair 
share of City costs.-

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our ,City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small busin·esses categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 .. million a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operate all librnriet;, more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for a 
year. 

Proposition Q · is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is that we have had an increase 
in total ·employment in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small addcp cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the · interest of business, supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing fire. police and other services. 

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joi~s San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Ru1w Boas, Chief Administrutive Olliccr 
Andrew Cmper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director. Public Utilities 
Ra/ Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
Joh11 Walsh, General Manager. Civil Service 
Joh11 Fra111z, City Librarian 
'Mike l/e111w.1:ve11, Sheriff 
Corneliu.1· Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smilh, District Attorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Mervyn Silverman, Director, Public Health 
Ridwrd /lealh, Director, Airport 
Tom Malfov, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur flai11ilton, Redevelopment Agency 
To11y Tciormina, Port Commission 
Edwin Sarsfield, Director, Social Service.s 
Arthur Tamow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
·support for the Muni through new fares. Now busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the payroll tax from I. I '7t to 1.5 ~?, and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This· tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 

NEIGHDORI-IOODWORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

· help offset the Muni deficit Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under · Proposition · 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE 'VES ON "Q" 

Bruce M. Cowan 
I re11e You11,: 
Eve/1'11 l.. Wilson 
Jerrime Vail 
Amie Bloomfield 
Berl Sd111'11rzschild 
A1111 Fo,:elberg 
William S. Clark 
Rwh Grrll'(mis 
Jude P. laspa 
Dorice Murphy 
Elsa S1rai1 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobi• Le1•i11e 
Pm· ile/1011 
Walter Park 
S1ephe11 S1ra11011 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney . 
· Jordan Park 

Parkside 
Bernal Heigh1s 
Pacific Heigh1s 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hollow 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Markel 
Mission District 
Bernal Heighls 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond t-lcigh1s 
Anza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authon and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official a9oncy. 

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Ea~ly 
See the inside back cover · 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflatiqn which has weakened City 
buying power while Proposition 13 is. reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business tixes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety o( neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. . 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are 
required. Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
million to City resources and go far in maintaining• 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES. ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Ren11e 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Britt 
Do11 Horanzy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow. 

. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or an«;>ther. 

One way to deal with it is to slash ·vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cu·t in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer. fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair. balanced package. h 
raises revenue from those· who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or 1i1inimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled, .the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system . amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES·. N through S. 

Vi11ce Courtney 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eickman · 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MattieJ. Jackson 
lnternalional Vice President 
ln1ern11tion11I Ladies Garmen! Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automolive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111el/ 
Business Represcnlative 
Ti111otl~1•J, Tll'omey 
lnlernalional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and havo not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYRO·LL AND GROSS·RECEIPTS TAX 
I 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPO_SITION Q 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 

The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 
November,· 19.78, it was defeated nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax. and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly · labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow. profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco businesses at a competitive disad
vantage. Sinc.e the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that employed• primarily blue collar 
workers: 

Proposition Q is a penalty on employers. who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 
is there to create· jobs in San Francisco, to initiate 
hiring programs, to bring · businesses into t!1e · city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today, practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to loca~e in San Francisco are giant cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q does not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. · 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argui:nent by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing o( the sort. It. 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

-Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes-
sage voters gave government in 1978 stop raising 
taxes and cut_government blubber. 

VOTE NOON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on thla page ftre the opinions of the authora and have not.been checked tor accuracy by any offlclal agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES.OF PAYROLL ~XPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF· ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART Ill, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE 

. RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDl1'1G ARTICLE 12-8 OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
. SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.Q4, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 

· 1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS. TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
De it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: · 
· Section I. Article 12-A of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Pay• 

roll Expense Tax Ordinance) is hereby amenoed by amend
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of Payroll Expense tnx. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, lllfes, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such tax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (I%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; provided, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that por(Jon of payroll expense which is attributable to 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided further that the amount of such tax com-
60 

mencing January 1, 1977 shall be one ·nnd one-tenth (I
I/ 10th%) percent of the · payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that dur,ing the period commencing April I. 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax 
shall be one and one-half (l'A.%) percent' of the payroll ex-. 
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of.such tax shall be one and one• 
half (I 1/1%) percent of the payroll expense of such person . 

The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one 
(1%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (I%) percent of the total distributions inade by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax 
shall be levied only upon that portion of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such nssocia
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which ure attributable to the 
City and County of San Francisco ns set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January 1, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth (1-1/1$0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (l-1/IO%) percent ·of lhe total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary 10 those having 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
thal during the period commencing April I. 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be lrnc and 
one-half I½%,) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half (ll/i%) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association ny wuy or salary lo 

. those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-
. (Colllitllted 011 Page 85) 

l 



PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10% 
surcharge o~ the rent of a parking space In parking stations? 

Analysis · 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

I 
THE WAV IT JS NOW: The city charges a tax of IS 

percent on th~ rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent, to a total of25 percent 

Controller's Statement on 11R". 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
, opinion. in and of itself, it would neither increase nor 

decrease the cost of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 

, ,of approximately $4.350.000 to the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENOfNG PART Ill, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DlNANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 

, OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS· 
OF Tl-IE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained hy the People of the City and County of 
Sun Francisco: . 

Section I. Part Ill. Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading ns follows: · 

S~c. 602.5 Imposilion of n ten pcrccnlum (10%) surcharge. 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum (10%) on 
the rent of every occupancy of par.king space i_n ll parking 
station in the City and County ol San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total tax on t!tc rent of every oc
cupancy after the effective date of tlus surcharge shall he 
twenty-live percent (25% ). . . '. l Whoo "'"' is P"id, drn,ged, b,11,d °' f,lls d,,c 00 e,thc, 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the city to charge an additional ten percent 1·ax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If yov vote no, you do not 
want the city to increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on "R" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R on · the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist, 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Doris. Ward 
(Dist. 7) und Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) .. 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be su bjecl 10 the tax of 
tifleen percentum (15%) herein imposed to the extent that ii 
covers any portion of the period prior 10 July I. 1980, and 
to the tax of fifteen, pcrcentum (15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that II covers 
any portion of the period on and after July I. 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falllng 
within said periods lo the Iota! number of days covered 
thereby. Where any lax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Col
lector may by regulation provicfc for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application· therefor as provided in 
Section 614(/) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall he deposited in the 
general fund subject to apr,ropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of lhe City and 
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in nny 
way curwil any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
hut not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge. or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others who 
park their cars downtown all day pay. their fair share 
of the City's costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order to maintain 
fire, police, health, and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtown parking is equal to one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up
keep of Golden Gate Park. . 

VOTE )'ES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. NQnsense. The fact is that on a· $3 
parking bill, Proposition "R" would cos_t only .30 
cents more. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas, this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On the other hand. the $4 
million that Proposition "R" · will raise for the City 
can keep 100 San Francisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part ~f a fair, balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by· organized 
labor, by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups. as the best alternative to . massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas · 
Chief Administrative Oflicer 
Cornelius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew Casper 
Fire Chief 
ArloSmit/J 
District Attorney 
JeffBrow11 
Public Defender 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Mervy11 Silverman 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard Heath 
Director, Airport 
Re1iOkamoto 
Director, Planning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Pnrk 
Jeff lee 
Director, Public Works 
Wilbur IJamiho11 
Redevelopment Agency 
Jo/J11 Wais// 
General Manager. Civil Service 
Tony Taor111i11,1 
Port Commission 
Jol/11 Fmnlz 
City Librarian 
Edwin Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services 
Mike l/e1inessey 
Sheriff 
Arthur Tat11ow, Jr. 
Pucific Telephone 
Walter Hoe1dle1• 
VJ>., Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. . . 
' The increase in parking taxes this measure would 

impose is reasonable, indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13. coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion, have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the. vital public services (like police, fire. 
libraries and parks) the people have a right to expect. 

Constant efforts to cut go-vernmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but th~y cannot do the ~ob 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenu.e are 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in. a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 

Jo/111 L. Moli,wri 
ffarrv G. Brill 
Do11 'iiormi:y 
Ella Hill 1/rttch 
Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Sa11 Fra11cisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal.with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 

(Co1uim1ed} 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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(argument for "R ''. co111i1111ed) 
service departi11enls - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At• 
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency inedical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote \'ES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-dral'led, fuir. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business." non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vote YES, .N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business lax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). · 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rlllel' 
.Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associu1io11. Loci1I 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Muaie J. Jackso/I 
ln1ernu1ional Vice Pn:sident 
lntcrnalional Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J./1. Marlin · 
Arca Director 
Automotive Mm:hinis1s. Lodge 1305 
/lob McD01111dl 
Business ReprcsenlUlivc 
TimotilrJ. Two111e1• 
ln1crn,i1ional Vice· President 
Service Em ployces 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSll'ION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 
The Parking Tax is a consumer lax paid by those 

who use the parking facilities and 6Q<:; of these users 
' arc residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 

increase the P,trking Tax from 15r; to 25'~ lt-hich 
could be confiscatory. We do not need mote con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. nol 
only is the public inconvenienced, but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25~. over 400 parking altendants. including many 
minorities. lost their johs. As a result of this loss of 
employment. this tax was reduced to I0'i after its 
enactment by the same Board of Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION n MEANS 
INClmASED NEIGIIHOIUIOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax e1J<:ouragcs pcopk 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thereby increasing parking conge\lion. a prohlem al
ready aggravated by increased gasoline costs which 
force people to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the less expensive M1wi 1rn11.~por1;11ion. 

The impact of the increased Parking Tax on shop
pers will force them ou I or the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. n:sulting in a loss of re
tail sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. hut also to patients al hos
pitals and clinics and lo students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is thi: only City in the state of 
California that has enacted ,1 parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submillcd by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

Endorsed hv: 
Supervisor f.'d11wd Law.wm 
Supervisor Dori.r M. W,1rd 
I.lord A. Pflm·,:,·r. Retail Merchant, .'\ssm:iation 
Teams1er Uniom: 
Frunk M. IJ11rr. Local l,(,.'i 
Jud //. Bookter. Local 278 
Jim Rourk,·. l<etir,•d. Local 85 
/Jcll'id /;. /'owl'//. Lorn! 66.'i 
Ja111,•s E A·inmid, I .ocal 241 
f: Tl""'"'·' Nfrher. Local 265 
M111lt•li11e S11111a_;, •. r. Local 9h0 

-------------------------------
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION 5 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to Include a tax of $250 per 
ye1:1r for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipt• of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committe_e 

THE.WA\' IT IS NOW: Some public parking gnrages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not tax.ed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to tax nonprofit garage corporations . 
.on their gross income. The tax. would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on 11 S'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has isst1ed the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. it would netther increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However. this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769.000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote 
the city to cha'rge nonprofit garage 
25 pe_rcent gross receipts tax.. 

yes, you want 
corporations a 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to ch~rge a gross receipts tax l'or 

.. nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 
Proposition. S was placed on the ballot by a City 

Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot. 

On March 21, 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed o·n the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION S 

AMENDING PART Ill. SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, -BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. . 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-8 of Purl Ill, Sun Francisco Mun
icipal Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
11diling Section 1004.16 thereto, rending 11s follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Gair11gc Corporations. 

For every person engaged in business us a nonprofit gar
age cm ,oration. the tux shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the lirst $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts. or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of Sun 
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Francisco in constructing a public off.street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit\ corporation has issued revenue bonds, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income tux 
and which bonds or a portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a public off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engage<! in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the Sun 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herein reduce or repeal any San Francisco tux as applied to 
any r,crso(t who is .not a "nonprofit garage corporation," 
even 1f siud person 1s an opcralor, manager or lcasce of a 
public otT-strcet parking, facilitt 

Section 2. Effcclivc Date. rhis ordinance shall become el~ 
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Superv·isors shall adopt appro
priate amendments lo Article. 1213 of Part Ill. San Francisco 
Municip:il Code to implement the tax on nonprofit garage 
corpora hons. 

I 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES ., 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 
Proposition S will generate. from city-owned garages 

up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. , but the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S -is a fair way of 
getting some return to the · City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid . by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges are usually lower 
than _they are in competing private facilities. Proposi
tion' "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you will get the 
bcnefii. Vote Yes on "S''. 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our ptlblicly owned garages and those who use them 
must do their. share. Proposition "S" is a part of a 
broad. balanced package of revenue proposals. The 
Muni fare increase. the business tax (Proposition Q) 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Yot_e Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boru, Chief Administrative Officer 
A11drew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
DiC'k Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director, Plunning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
Jo//11 Wtilsli, General Munngcr. Civil Service 
John Fralllz, City Librarian 
Mike f/e1111essey, Sheriff . 
Cornelius Murphy, Chief of l>olicc 
Ario Smith, District Attorney 
Jef.f'Orow11, Public Defender 
Men•v11 Silverman, Director, Public Health 
Richard Jleath, Director, Airport 
Tom Ma/101,. Director. Recreation & l'llrk 
Wilbur l/ui111'/to11, Redevelopment Agency 
To111• Taor111i11r1, Port Commission 
Ed1;•i11 Srmfielr/, Director, Social Services 
Arl)wr Tr1111m1', Jr .. Pacilic Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 
The City's financial cnsts is real and urgent. We 

can't make ii go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have 10 cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire dcpart111en ts (Ind the 
Muni almost exactly in half'. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would b,1lancc 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps .new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or 111ini111ii'.e increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive curs in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associalion. Local 400 
Keith Eick111il11 
Prcsidcnl 
IL WU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Maltie J. Jackson 
lntcrnnlional Vice Prcsidcnl 
lnternalional Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Area DireclOr 
Automolivc Machinis1s, Lodge 1305 
JJob McD0111wl/ 
Business Rcprcscnrative 
Tit110th1'J. Twom<'I' 
lntcr111itional Vice· President 
Service Em ployccs 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

65 



I 
II I 

!' -~~--"'-· ,_, .. ,-+•=' ~r-· ,...,_./JI:....,,,,••=·•·•~··=· • .,_.....c......,.J... .... • ----- I,, 

I 
I 
I 

if,: 

1 • 

\ I 

I I 
I 

i i 
I 

I' 
I 

i 
I I 

! 

I . 

' 
'i 

NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San Francis~o must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax ·.will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund to support police, fire, _parks, libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The· com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Br11ce M, Cowan 
Irene Yo1,ng 
Evelyn 'l. Wilwn 
Jerome Vclil 

· Anne Bloomfield 
Bert Schwarm·hild 
Beatrice laws 
N. Arden Dcmekas 
Ann Fogelberg 
Charlotfe Maeck 
William S. Cl11rk 
R111h Gravanis 

'Jude P. ltlspa 
Dorice Murphy 
Elsa S,rait 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobylev/11e 
Pat lle/1011 
Walter Park 
Stephen Str1111011 
J11a11/111 R11ve11 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heigh1s 
Pacific Heighls 
Eureka Valley· 
Haight Ashbury 
Haigh! Ashbury 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heigh1s 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Dubocc Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page aro the opinion• of. tho author1 and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal a9en1 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

\ 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 

JUNE 'llJESDAY 17 WEDNESDAY 18 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
I • 

PROPOSITION T 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved, by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining un1old and providing that the City 1hall 
meet all outstanding obll9atlon1 on bond1 told prior to the effective date of this ordin• 
ance? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November 1976· the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue · bonds by the city. · The money from the 
sale of these. bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program, 

THE PROPOSAL: Propositiqn T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on ''T'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issu~d the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 

opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. if additional 
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the add.itional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to 
the City and County. the amounl of which can 1101 be 
determined." 

ready sold' would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city lo stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976, 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976, 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was p'laced on the ballot by a City 

'Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the bullot. • 

On Marclt 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question of sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the bullot. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bard.is and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

' RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DA TE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County of 
San Francisco 

Section I. Findings, 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost 
of the approved phase or the project was estimated at 
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and Stale 
funds for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over 
the construction phase of said project. 

The estimated cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Rccision, 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2. 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue hands is herehy rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of 

. this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstanding obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date or this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. l~ITcclivc Date. 
This ordinance shall become cffrctivc upon approval hy 

the electors of the CCSF al a primary election to be con
ducted on .lune 3. 1980. 

Section 4. SubrniUnl 
The above noted ordinance is hereby suhmilled to the 

electors at the primary election to be hckl on .lune 3, 1980. 
by the undersigned members of the Board of Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section 9. l 08. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of PROPOSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of t_he sewer project 
was· $1.5 billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated to be $2,t bil
lion, with reduced standar~s. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent annually, the actual cost 
surely will'be higher. 

We were also told that the city's share· of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact i~ that the city's share is 
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~ufficient to pay our share of, the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES ON PRPPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is used to pay off ihe bonds. The more bonds that 
are sold, the higher your sewer service -char_ge. Unless 
the projec( is stopped, your sewer charge will be. at 
least three times as high within 'a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of operating the system. all of which must 

be paid by local residents. A ~•YES" vote on Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness lo pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPPSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do we 

need to spend Two Billion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NO!" (t can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VQ'l'E YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should 
be wasted on the present. plan. The only way to bring 
things to a halt and to put pressure on the federal 
and state governments to adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

Supervisor John Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Britt 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be buih 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped, Inc.. will 
ultimately destroy a special facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped. rang- , 
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems, al
lergies, seizures, and are extrernely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelander, M.D .. Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her lingers in her ears and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV, 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." 

The five years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to 
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which 
would . be depriving these persons of their right to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school, day care and socialization . programs. but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes-
sionals come from all over the world to train here. · 

There are alternl\tive designs and sites for the sewer 
plant, ·but there are no alternative facilities for l .300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret B. Douglas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services. San Francisco 
John L. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou Longinotti 
Board of Directors 

Ar9umont, printed on this pogo arc tho opinions of the authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agoricy. 
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·sEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR. OF PROPOSITION T 
VOTE VES ON "T" 

Vote Yes on "T" to stop the uncontrolled sewer 
project with its runaway. escalating costs, now estimat
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. II will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset Coalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Cornmiuec 
John Barbagelata, former Sun Francisco supervi.~or 
Don Zeigler, Presideni. Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tux 
11,omas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
&/Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ashbury Neighborhood Council 
Tony KIiroy · 
Michael K. Wong 
Dennis and Margie Antenore 
Sue C Hes/or, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
Sharl Mann 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 

· Calvin Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen L lipse/1, Vice-President, Lake S1rcc1 Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 
Victor Honig 
J11dyMcCc1be 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen. Paul Berrigan, Rel., Chair, Citizens Advisory Commillcc on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommiuce 
Peg OTey-Elberling 
Citizens for Representative Government 
DaveJuco/Js, Independent Marina Rcsidenrs Association 
Peggy Kopman11 
Leo P. Bailey, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
l11rri1 Erickson 
San Franciscan Democratic Club 
Cimm Wyland 
C<lrl H. Rus/1 Ill 
Anna Darden 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
Patrick Walsh, Rossi Park Prorective Association 
J/alerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

.JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

lf Proposition T is approved. San Francisco would 
· be going back on its word. rescinding the vote of 
November 2. 1976, when 71 percent of the .San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds to 
clean up the Bay. by rcpl11cing San Francisco's an-

, tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES, A BUILDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

· If San Francisco votes yes. the City would be in 
violation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows. The Federal Jaw that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Waler Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system. and rescind the bond authorization. 
the Regional ·water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $10.000 a day. and the Unite<l States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can line us $25,000 a 
day. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Bourd. for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposilion of a building bun for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before, from March 14 to May 19n 1970. aml 
(1gain from May 18 to November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs, in addition to 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. It also means sewage will continue to 

. pollute our beaches and shorelines. · 

A vote for. Proposition T is a meaningles.~ \'Ole. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass, the court could simply appoint a receiver 
to take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE .JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submitted by: 
Mm1or Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 

Araument.t printed on this page ore tho opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION. 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposi~ion T will kill San. Francisco's sewage clean
up. We urge you to vote "NO!" 

San Francisco. right now. today. is ·dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flus~ - . plus industrial chemical wastes, plus rain 
water running down your street. plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. 

But the problem is: there Is no place anymore that 
is really "away." 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong, · it is self-defeating. Federal 
and Stale regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet. Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The federnl and State 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's · share of 
the costs, we can expect ·court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. again. And tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when we 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony, 
a majority of the Board determined that the program, 
constructed as planned, would be the best. the most 
cost-effective option lo clean up our sewage. treat it. 
and pump the treated residue out into the deep. 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976, San Francisco voters exp'resscd a strong 
. desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 

Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol R111h Sfive;:supervisor 
John l. Moli~,ari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor 
Ella Hill Hurc/1, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

San F,anciscans voted overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's sewer mess, 

Now, a minority of the Board of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City lo fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws; Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections. effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime, inflation, higher interest 
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates an utter disregard for 
public health and for the need to protec\ the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately. treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more than 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. I~ could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
progra111 being financed 100% by San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal governments. 

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
ing the project'~ life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Contractors 
Electrical Ind11st1:i1 Trust 
Operating Engineers Local No. 3 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and hove not been chocked for accuracy by any official a9011cy, 
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SEWER· -oND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION ·y 

We urge your no vote.on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 
and Federal law. adopted a masterplan for a moderri 
sewer system. Some time after 1972. the tax to fi
nance the wastewater program: which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People -were angry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over themselves ex• 
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew wha·t they were doing; only 
now it had seen the light of day. 

In 'rt effort · lo appeal lo the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors fried stalling the project; tried lo cul 
off funding for the project; and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old sewer project is going lo be 
built: 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans: 
(3) that the cost of the project. as a result of the 

delays, has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion .. 

Now we have five supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the· remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. · 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going 10 be built; 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (lo us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government now pays 87.S~f 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could · easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dem11:i· Bouev 
Business M~nager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

. ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks· you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would !lush down the 
drain years of work and millions of <lollars spent lo 
improve S~n Francisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of 
71 W of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Unless. the bonds authorized by Proposition A in l 976 
are sold. the Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco should and must meet state and 
federal requirements to stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expected 10 force the City t(J complete the 
project. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointi1ig a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile. inllation will be ,II work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus lurge legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscllns 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. If Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. 1101 stopping ii. 
and at a huge additional cost to San Frnnciscans. 

let the work go on. Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

Lea1:11e of Women Voters o/St111 Fra11cisc1J 
ShaJier 1h•e111w Co1111111111l~1• Club 
Citi:msfl)r a /Je11er Elll'iro11111e111 
Frie11dr l)f th,• Earth 
Kathleen Vall VL'!.wr, Ext•c. Director 
S1111 FmndmJ Ecology Ce11ter 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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. CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 
. ' 

PROP.OSITION V 
INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board o.f Supervisor• aet taxea paid exclualvely by 
larger bualneHes at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting lncreaaes In taxes and. fees paid by residents? 

·Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
p~ovides many services _to its residents. To cover the 
cost of · providing these services, it taxes several 
sources and it imposes special fees. The tax rates 
and· special fees are set by the Board of Supervi· 
sors. No single tax source is required to provide· a 
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
to provide services and it decides the· uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporations and businesses. These increases 
would have to produce at least 60% of all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that 

Controller's Statement on ''V'' 
,· 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted. 
in . my opinion. the cost of government would be in
creased by an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in inflation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged I I .9<ir. 
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase to the current cost of government of 
approxi.natcly $190.622.000 would result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes paid by corporations and other business be 
liigh enough so that the revenue produced _thereby shall 

. be not less than 60~'f of all revenues from City taxes 
and user fees. -This feature would not. in and of itselC 
increase or decrease the cost or government. It would 
have_ ·the effect of i11ereasing the taxes on business by 
approximately $144.321.000." 
72 

year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New or increased taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at least 80% of the annual budget must 
be used to pay for services to residents. The annual 
budget must increase ·with inflation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce, their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
60% of .revenues from all city taxes and fees to be 
paid by large businesses. Yoµ also want 809l of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

I 

How .Proposition V 

Got On The Ballot 

On. March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V to be placed on the bullot had 
qualified and would be placed before the voters on 
June 3. . · 

Grass Roots Alliance. the proponents of the initia
tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures. Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9,676 represents 5% or the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF. PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

,ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce. controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions, congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $ IOO million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this. the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in- preventing business tax 
increase measures from even coming , before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could have gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our health care, and 
other public services, but instead it stayed in the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966, Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If. they could pay 60% then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V". 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our own interests. against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. · 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Nancy Kelly, Treasurer 
The Committee to.Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to You. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business can afford to pny 60'½: of the 
tax share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locnte 
here and seeing no renson to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to ,pay increased t~xes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off local CL\stomers and the tourist industry. 
They will not giVC' up this market simply because or 
increased business taxes. Government studies show 
taxes are not an important factor in decisions by busi
ness as to where to locate. Small businesses won't pay 
any more tax at all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Bu.~iness raises it.o; prices all the time, 
whether or not its tnxes nrc rniscd. Gas prices have 
increased regardless of public criticism and taxation 
proposals. Inflation is caused by the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Frnnciscans to get back some 
oft_hat money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. Yes. S1111 Francisco possesses "ho111e rule" taxing 
power, No 2/3 requirement cnn therefore be imposed, 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted to San Francisco 
by the state constitution. No special voting require
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 requirement established by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "special" taxes: business taxes arc not 
"special" taxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "iicd 
up in court." Taxes can be collected even though they 
are being challenged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must resqrt to lies. Don't believe them. 
Vote YE'S on Proposilion V. 

Submitted by: 
Gari' Titus 
for The Grass Roots Alliance to Save Our Services 
and .lobs 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors cmd have not bocn checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORAT-E .TAXATION INITIATIVt -

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V . 

Proposition V would _solve San Fran_clsco's financial 
crisis. In this post-ProposiUon 13 er~. with Jarvis II 
coming our way. our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools, hospitals, and parks are already in 
desperate shape. Proposition V would . provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services for the people 
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public services to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality public health care, 

• childcare. schools, housing. transportation. parks. tire 
and police protection. Proposition "V'f makes this pos
sible, at no extra cost to the Individual taxpayer, 

Proposition "V"_ would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that at least 80% of the city's budget 
be spent on .services. ~pd requires the budget to rise , 
with inflation. Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality sei;vices at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation of 1974. . · -

Proposition V makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
fares and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It. not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the p~ople. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big corporations return to pay
ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen years ago, Big 
Business paid 60% of loc~I taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. · 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would' pay additional taxes. Small busi-. 
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest t'a tes. · 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year. over 82.000 people vot
ed YES to· Tax the Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Biehn, Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Par Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rev, Jose Luis Laiw 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonabl,Y., but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced to incrJase its share of 
the budget · pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers _in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another.· 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. -

Because Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not lo hire additional personnel or 
give raises· to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job niarket. ;rcns of thousands of people 
will be a{fected in the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job layoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and· business 
growth. 

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis
cal problems and believe the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0, P. Q •. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com-

•., merce supports these· measures. Proposition V, on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full or lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith Brecka. Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council or Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Argumc:nts printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officio! agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION ·:·1NlJIA:tlVE' 
ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes, San Franciscans, not the corporations, will pay 
the most. 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our tax base - out of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure would do. 

If Proposition V passes, BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them, we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most important;· Proposition V tells small. large and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take your jobs. money. products and ser
vices elsewhere. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do. this measure · will increase our current 
$127,000,000 budget deficit by 100 percent. By forcing 
us to spend at least $135,000,000 more each year. 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo
sition V. yet here we go again. Don't be fooled. 

I urge you to vote NO: I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15,000,000 in taxes to the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a weak attempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away a.nd discouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets are tight and 
that city. spending has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want to IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million ... at a time when we are already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no ma tier who 

pays it first. In the long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased taxes on San Francisco's business 
community means the prices of the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will have 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries and benefits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent of the City budget be used for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 percent 
f'or city services. What do the proponents or Proposi
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 percent'? 

(Co11ti1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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(argument against "V'~ contin11ed) 
They also ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport and Hetch Hetc_hy actually earQ mon
ey for- th~ City.· Obviousiy. these people don't under
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 
Proposition V's proponents want to return to wasteful 
spending and an entire restructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. 

When business costs go up. everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs are lost. Once 
asain. the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In the end. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help . . . the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Louise Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
William K. Koblentz, Attorney 
Cyril Magni11, Merchant 

Argument■ printed on thl■ page are the opinion■ of the authon and haYe not beon chocked for accuracy by any official agoncy. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be it Ordained by the People of the City and County of San 
Francisco: 

Restoration of · a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Smlces and Jobs 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the 
giant col'J)Orations. This has been a ma.,or factor causing the 
quality of our public services 10 de1eraora1e. It is the duty 
of the government to provide 10 the population fundamental 
community services - for example, liealth care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance 10 the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centets, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cullural and artistic life. 

Al the same time, lhe tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The lax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our ctty's right to home rule taxing 
power, and atlempt lo deny us the right 10 the progressive 
community we said we wanted when lhe majority of San 
Francisco vo1i:rs said "No" 10 Proposition 13. These efforts 
lo take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and lnke a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people musl get lhe tnx money we need from the 
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and the)' should pay. 

It is for these reasons thnt we find ii necessary to use our 
power of inilialive - use it to pass an ordinnnce restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regaro 
money pai<I in tax ns lhe fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for lhe community's well-being. This lax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations through lhc contracling out of city services and 
jobs, nor should ii be allocated lo schemes lhal disguise the 
transformation of public money into private profits, like 
Verba Buena. 

THEREFORE, 
(I) The board of supervisors, every year, shall sci the 

rntcs of certain tnxcs paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall be 1101 less lhan 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
nnd user fees that year. These taxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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required by (2) below, without raising the rate of any lax 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and w11hout 
imposing any new lax or fee on residents. 

Only laxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used lo 
P.roduce the 60% share; these may include the properly tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts shall be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The tolal amount of lhc city budget which goes 10 
provide services 10 city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which musl rise each year with inna1ion. 

To compute this minimum, slarl with the combined bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
fege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscaf year 
1973-74. Then, look at the percent rise in lhe consumer 
P.rice index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage lo get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go lo provide services to city residents. 

(3) A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines lhe lax base needed to support city services. 

Therefore, each year 1h111 11 business drops its total payroll 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year 
before, lhnt business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue lax to the city. 

(4) The revenues, user fees, services, departments and 
budgets covered by this ordinance include lhe unified school 
district, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees arc all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, Ifie board of supervisors is hereby directed 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charier shall apply 
to this ordinance. (Continued 011 Page 92) 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) P.Ursuant to Division ..31-;: P!ir! s, bf1 ,~~ Heall~ ? I • .• ~ ''P,Ollti f9• .such ·11e~tion ,;s)foll :_be :anrrc;mitin op~n d~ring t~e 
and Safety Coclc of the State. of Cahforma · (Sect1pn S200<J, ' ·, 1 · tune.r~qu1red by said_ laws,:. · •. · , • · : . , . 
et seq,), as it may be amended, to provide funds for mort• Section 4. The said special revenue bond election., h~re.by 
gage tina~cing of the purchase, constructio~ or improvement • call~(! s~all .. ~~ •. and_ .her~~y _is, ,consolidated wiJ,h 1he ,~ta!.li pf 
ofhomes m the Cit)'. and County of San Francisco? Cahfoniia General Election to be held Tuesday, June 3, 

Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex• 1980, and the voting precincts, P,Olling J>laces and officers of 
elusively from the revenues and receipts derived from or election for said State of California General Election be, 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
to any notes or other obligations of lendins institutions with named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
respect to which the bonds arc issued. Siud bonds are not election for such special election hereby called, and as 
to·be secured by the taxins P.OWer of the City and County specifically set fortli, in the official publication, by the 
of San Francisco. The prmcipal of and interest on saicl Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and erection 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of officers for the said State of California General Election. 
any thereof, are not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec-
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable lion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor-
charge, lien or encumbrance upon any of its property or nia General Election and reference is hereby made to the 
upon any of its income, receir.ts or revenues, except the notice of election setting forth the votins precincts, polling 
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall places and. officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
ever be levied or collected· by the city and county for the the State of California General Election to be published in 
P.ayment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis-
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for- co on or about May IS, 1980. 
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from Section S, If at such special revenue bond election it shall 
or with respect to the home mortgases or from or with re- appear that a majority of all the voters VfJting on the mea-
spcct to any notes or other obligations of lending institu- sure set forth in Section I of this -resolution voted in favor 
tmns with respect to which the 6onds are issued shall be of and, authorized the measure, ,then such measure shall 
applied to such payment. have been approved by the electors. 

Section 3. Tlie special revenue bond election hereby called The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined measure shall 6e deemed approved.' 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the no other notice of the election hereby called need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange · and 
which shall be m charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director <;if 
public works for engineering. a deputy director of pubhc 
works for tinanci~I managemen! and administra!ion, und an 
assistant lo the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall desi.gn1_11e a d~puty or _other employee to 
perform the duties ol city engmeer. S111d deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same po~er in the ~ity and county 
m makin~ surveys, plats and cerllticates as 1s or may from 
time to lime be giv~n b)'._ \aw lo city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and his ~fficial acts and all plats, sur_v~ys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and coun~y surveyors .. 

All examinations, plans . and esllmat_es . required by the 
supervisors in connecl1on with any public. 1111p~~v_emen1s. e_x
clusive of those 10 he made by the rubhc u11h11es commis
sion, shall be made by the director of rubli,c works .. and he 
shall, when requested lo do so. furrnsh mformallon and 
data for the use oflhc supervisors, 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 

which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic. subject to the laws relating 
thereto, us follows: (a) to. cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traflic safety educa
tion; (b) to , receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traflic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic· and parkin& data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident informa110n; (d) to engage 111 traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (c) to cooperate for the best per• 
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street lraflic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau 111ay waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit lo the depart• 
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within fif. 
teen ( 15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic 
approval of said traflic bureau, The department shall not, 
with respect lo any traffic control devices, implement such 
plan until the recommendation of the truflic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the fiflecn ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. firm or 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or fire protec
tion, be connected with the police or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same. 

(Continued) 
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I ( Prop_osition C, Continued) 
; provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
r. of the chief of the department of electricity and shaU• not in 
i' any way overload or anterfere with the proper and efficient I operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The · condi-· 

lions upon which such connection shall · be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by· the 
board of suf>ervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

Department· of Public Heallh, which shall· be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly· licensed 
physician or sur;eon in the State of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
J>receding his appointment thereto; provided, however, that 
ttie physician or surgeon requirement may be -waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer shall have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be· responsible for the ad-· 
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtft. including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitar. Laguna Honda 
Home. Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions· of the charter. The ~sition of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who ~ssesses · the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to a11'oint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service provisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shalf be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who possesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications anil exper
i~nce necessary to manage the San Francisco General Hos
pital. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one II dentist. all regularly certificated. 
Members of the bo11rd shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one P.hysician and one lay member sh11l1 expire in 1933, 
1934 anil 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems und 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to 1hr. functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. · 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
J>CfSOnncl of the exi!lting office of coroner as established al 
the time this charter shaU go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county 11~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions estubhshed by state law 11nd those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. · 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

Convention F11cllitles M11n11gement Department, which sh11ll 
Include the dly 11nd county's convention facllltles, Including 
but not limited to Brooks H111l, Civic Auditorium 11nd Mos
cone Center, 11nd shall consist of II general 11111n11ger 11nd 
such employees 11s m11y be necessary to carry out the f1mc
tlons 1111d duties of s11id department. The chief administrative 
officer shall h11ve charge of the department of convention 
f11cllltles management. 

The chief 11dmlnsilr11tive officer sl1111l 111111oint II gcner11l 
m111111gcr of the convention fncllllies management de1,11rtmcnt 
who sh11ll hold office nt his pleasure. The gencrul n1111111gcr 
shall be the administrative hc11d 11nd appointing officer of the 
department of convention fncllltics m11n11gc111ent. Subject to 
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lhe approv11I of lhe chief 11dmlnlslr111lve officer, the gener11I 
11111nager shall have power to alter, repair, m11n11ge, operate 
and maintain all or the city and county convention racllltles, 
Including.· but not ·limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
11nd Moscone ,Center. All contracts or orders· for work to be 
perfonned on convention facilities shall be awarded and 
executed by the general manager with the approval .or lhe 
chief . administrative officer and shall be administered by the 
~eral manager. · 

It shall be . ·the function and duly of the department of 
convention facllllles management to manage, operate and 
maintain all or the elly and county convention facllltles, In• 
cludlng, bul not limited lo, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. 

If In lhe election or June 3, 1980 lwo or more proposi
tions amending section 3,510 of this charier receive the 
nwnber or votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any ·other provisions of lhls charter, the city attorney shall 
lncmporate their provisions Into one section. 

7.400 Director of Property 
The director of property shall be the head of the depart

ment of properly. He shall have char&c of the purchase of 
real property and improvements rcqmred for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property 
and improvements thereon owned by the city and county, 
~xcept as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 

' make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon lo the responsible officer. It shall be his duty in 
addition, to assist in such proceedings on the request or' the 
resp<>nsible officer. 
.. ((He ~ha!I have charge of the management of the exposi

tion auditorium.)) 
Except for lhe Convention Facilities Management Depart• 

~t, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or leases through the director of property. He shall 
make a preliminary valuation of the. property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend acceptance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be instituteo for the acquisition of 
such property. 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of all real property owned by the city, which 
shall show the purchase price, 1f known, and the department 

. in charge of each parcel, with reference 10 deeds or grants 
establishing the city's title. 

He shall annually report 10 the mayor, the controller, th.e 
chief administrative officer, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of c11ch parcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city 

and county, including positions created by l11ws of the Stale 
of California, where the compensation is r,aid by the city 
and county, shall be included in the classified civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be filled from lists of 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting: 

( I) Positions in which attorneys and physicians are em
ployed in their professional capacity to perform only duties 
included in their professions, 6ut exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sin-

' tus constitutes only part of the qualification therefor; 
(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 

(Co11ti1111ed) 



( Proposition C, Continued) 
District who serve in the capacity of paraprofessionals and 
technical instructional assistants employed by the San Fran
cisco Community College· District; provided, however, that 
presently employed persons be granted status and those who 
are on existing eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate lielp or student nurses, or part-time services, 
where the compensation including the value of any al
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($ISO) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year following tiscaf year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adjust the one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with 
the averai;e percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
classificattons under the provisions of section 8.400 and 
8.401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that 
such J>art-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
tilled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the appointing officer, wfio 
sfiall set forth the schedule of operations showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more than seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, includin~ a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot eracttcally be tilled from 
existing eligible lists. These provisions shall not be used to 
split or divide any position mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by tlie city 
and county when such positions are exempted from said 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from said classified civil service f'or a 
specified period of said temporary service, by order of the 
civil service commission; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions . in this chaqer, 
are specifically exempted. from, or where the aP.pointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by efection or appointment, who shall, dur
ing his term of office, hold or retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the United States, or of this 
state, or who shall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specilicall,Y exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specified m Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall lie held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the clirector, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions for_ which. a 
total compensation of less than $80.00 per month 1s provid
ed by the city and c~unty, inclusive of a\l?wance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Pos111ons held by em
ployees of the city and county al said buildings and im
provements shall be subject to the civil service provisions of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject lo 
the salary standardi~ation provisions of t_h!s charter, m like 
manner and extent in all respects as pos111ons and compen
sations of employments in the city_ and county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in 
the ~h.arter. or ordinances of said city and ~ounty. The chief 
admm1strallve officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. _ . , . , 

(e~ All. persons employed in the operating service, of any 
pubhc uhhty hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
right. to oper~te said utility, s~;ill be continued in their re• 
spc~tJVe pos1ttons and s~all be deemed appointed to such 
pos1t1ons under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the civil 
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue lo operate said utilitY. 
under said lease or other temporary, arrnn_1:1ement. Shoul<f 
the citr permanently acquire said utility, sa1<1 persons shall 
come into the permanent employ .of the city and county in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed l'ermanently 
appointed thereto under the civil service provisions of the 
charter and shall be entitled to all. the benefits thereof all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8,300(0 'and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken over into the employ of the city under. said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary nrrangemem. who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, snarl be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
~r~ry arrangement for the. acquisition and op~rat,ion of said 
utthty shall cease and termmnte upon the exp1ratton of said 
lease or other temporary arrnn~ement. 

(0 All persons employed m the operating service of any 
publi~ utifity hereafl~r acquired by the city and county, at 
the ttme the same 1s taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
pri?r to the. date ~f. such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respecttve pos1t10ns and shall be deemed appointed to 
such posttions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of the 
civil service provisions of this charter. • 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity witll tfte ~ivil serv.ice provisions of this charter, shall 
except us otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any _employee who. was a permanent civil service ap
pointee assigned to the n1reorl department under the pubfic 
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice . rights as . ~n nppoinl~e of the airport department, 
prov1deo that c1v1l service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of nil permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, incfuding the 
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date. 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the s11111e 
manner and to the same extent as though the airport 
departmc~t had ,not by these . amendments ~een createa u 
separate city function uni.ler the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who was a pcrm11nent civil service ap
pointee assignl'CI to 1m exposition a11dltorium 11nd whose job 
f11nction Is placed under the Convention F11cllltles M11n• 
agement Department sh11II be contin11cd wltho11t loss In civil 
service rights 11s tho11gh snid job r11nctions h11d not by 
11mendment to this ch11rter been placed under the jurisdiction 
of the chief 11dminlstr11tlvc officer, 111111 shull not lose those 
civil service rights which relate to lllyolT rrom 11 pcrmane1it 
civil service 1iosltion In the event of hick of work or luck of 
funds. . 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be ID charge of and administered by the direc• 
tor of public works, who shall be appointed l>y the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy. director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public ~orks, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall ilesignate a deputy or other employee to 
p=rform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em-

. ployee shall passess the same power in the city and county 
ID makinB surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from· 
time to tame be given by law to city engineers and to .coun
ty. surveyors, and his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. · 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when. requested to do so, furnash information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, us follows: (a) to cooperate with ·and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street desi.gn or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkin!j data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information: (d) to engage ID traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. . 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating · to street traffic control devices: 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elursed. 

Department of Electricuy, which shat be administered by 
11 chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or lire protec20 I cBd
tion. be connected with tf1e police or tire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
com~ensatio11 for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way overloud or mterfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of supervise;.-~ by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of tlw t'.: partment. 

Department c .>ublic Health, which shall be administered 
by a director 01· health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physi1=ian or surgeon in the State of California. with not less 
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than .10 years' practice in his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, tliat the 
pliysiciun or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors, . He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to aP.• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the Sun Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who ~sscisses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insO
tutions of the department of public health. 
. The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for ailmlnlstratlon and 
finance, a deputy director for program planning and ev1duu
tlon, a deputy director for community health programs, an 
administrator ((of)) .for Sun Francisco General Hospital and 
an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi
sions of the charter ((. The position of administrator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((u physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who eossess ((es)) the educational and 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and 
Institutions of the department of public health; provided, 
however, that any pel'llon who has civil service status to any 
of these positions on the effective date of this amendment 
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions 
under the cMI service provisions of this charter. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one II dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify tliemselves by lot so that the terms 
or one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ancl 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be, made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. . 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a~riculturul commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of. Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of 
weights and measures as established at the lime this charter 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding uny other l?rovision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 two 01· more pro1msi
tions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive the 
number of votes necessnry for their 11doption, then notwith
standing 11ny other provision of this eharter, the city attorney 
shall incorpornte their provisions into one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of P.ublic works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the P.leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall iJesignate a deputy or other employee to 
P.lrform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m makini; surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to time be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the eublic utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and JJarkin& data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic JJlanning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall _submi~ to the traffic bureau. of the 
police department, fo_r lls review and r_ecommendauon,. all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic c~ntrol dey1c_es; 
provided, however, that the bureau ~ay wai~e subm1ss1~11 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by 11. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic aP,proval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re• 
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day perio~ has elarsed. . . 

Department of Electric11y, wluc!t shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of a~y person, firm or 
corporation may, for _the purpos~ of police o_r fire protec
tion, be connected with the police or fire s1gn~l or tel~
phone system of the city an~ county upon pa~mg a fair 
compensation for such connecllon and the use of the same, 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department o~ electricity and shall no! in 
any way overload . or _interfere_ wll_h _the proper and eflic1e~t 
operation of the circuit to wlucl! 11 1s connected. The condi
tions upon which such connect10n shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by )he 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendauon 
of the chief of the depar_tment. . . . 

Department of Public Health, which shall be adm1~1stered 
by ,, director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
phy~ician or surgeo~ in. the _State ?f _California,. with not less 
than JO years' pracllce 111 lus protes~1on 1mmed111tely preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, that the 

physician or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to aP.• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, tile San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna · Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a P!:rson who ~ssesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to ari>oint 
and remove an administrator of San Frandsco Genera Hos• 
pital. The administrator of San Frunelseo Generali Hospital 
shall have the power to appoint and remove associate admln• 
lstrators. ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((, The position of 
administrator)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrator)) persons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifi~ations and experie~ce neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hosp1tal.)) divi
sions and Institutions of the dep1utment of publlc health; 
provided, however, that any person who has civil senlce sta
tus to any of these positions on the effective date of this 
wnendment shall continue to have civil senlce status for 
said positions under the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

Health Advisory Board, There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ancl 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mauers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a$ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall so into efTect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other J?rovision of this charter, the city 
a11orney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the. election of June 3, 1980 two or more pro11osi
tions amending section 3.5IO of this charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith
standing nny other provision of this cl111rter, the city attorney 
shall incorporate their provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
in this charter, said officer or member shall be entitled to 
be compensated at his regular rate of pay as provided for 
herein for said extra time served, or he shall be allowed the 
equivalent time off. 

ln any computation in the administration of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compensation, as delined in any provisions relat• 
ing to the retirement system, is a factor, compensation for 
overtime provided for in this section shall be excluded, and 
no such overtime compensation shall be deemed as compen• 
sation for any purpose relating to such retirement provisions. 

Officers and members of the uniformed force shall be en
titled to the days declared to be holidays for employees 
whose compensations are fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule or compensations adopted by the board of supervi• 

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.40 I of the 
charter, as additional days off with pay. Officers or 
members required to perform service in said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herem computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pay in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which fairs witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
f>C'.rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculatea by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by the number of single tours of duty 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the fire fighting com
panies in said fiscal year. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 

along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
'northerly ana northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; · thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevarct to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Van . Ness Avenue; thence 
nortlterly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence ea$terly along Filbert Street to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
Bay; thence generally westerly and southerly along 
sai<i shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description shall refer to the center line of said 
streets. boulevards and ~venues. respectively. 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street and the shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay; thence easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broadway and an easterly straightline extension there
of and including all piers norfh of said intersection; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front Street; 
thence southerly along Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Sutter 
Street; thence westerly along Sutter street to Powell 
Street; thence southerly along Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street; thence westerly along California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
northerly along Leavenworth Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specitically designated to the 
contrnry. all references to streets. avenues and ways 
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of said streets. avenues and ways. re
spectively. 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
nortfierly and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevara to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
soutfierly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Waller 
Street; thence westerly along Waller Street to Divi
sadero Street; thence northerfy along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
natecl to the contrary. all references to streets. avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH SUPERVJSORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence southerly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market S\reet; thence generally soutnerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southemmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard lo Diamond Street; 
thence · northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market Street; thence northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 

(Continued) 



( Proposition J, Continued) . 
northerly along . Divisadero Street · to Oak .Street; 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker . Street~ 
thence northerly along Baker Street io Fulton Street; 
thence westerly along Fulton Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets. drives. boulevards 
and avenues contained in the fore~oing description 
shall refer to the center line of sa1il streets, drives. 
boulevards and avenues. respectively. 

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Church 
Street and Market Street;. thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Seventh Street; thence soutfieasterly 
alopg Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
southwesterly along To\Ynsend Street to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division , Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerfy along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence . westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to_ the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvcly. . 

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northedy along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis· 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Suiter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along Mark~t Street to Ballery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway; . 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the point of intersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly along said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and. county, and \ncluding 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the south
ern boundary of the city and county to the point of 
intersection with the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI); thence generally northerly 
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town-

. send Street; thence northeasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Street; · thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to the point of commencement. Unless 
specificallY. designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets ancf wa)'.s contained in the foregoing description . 
shall refer to the center line of said streets and ways, 
respectively. · 

/- . 
EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI); thence gener
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) and along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate ·Route 280); thence generally 
westerly ancf southerly along the center line of the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter
section with the southern boundary of the city and 
co~nty; thence easterly along · said boundary to the 
pomt of commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortfierly along Fernwood Drive to, Brentwood Ave
nue; ttience northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Verba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Verba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Sfiaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight•line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Srcet to Precita 
Avenue; thence easterfy along Precita Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence soutF1erly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-

(Continued) 
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(Proposition J, Continued) , . 
· len Avenue to Peralta Avenue; thence northeasterly 

along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line extension 
· thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route IO I); ihence gener
ally southerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 10 I) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (lnter~tate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly and southerly along the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter!\ection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary,· all references to streets, boulevards, avenues, 
wa,Y.S and drives contained in the foregoing · description 
shall refer to the center line of .said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPERVISORiAL· DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of .that portion of the city .and county commencing 
at the intersection· of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of fonipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Se,rra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue· to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean. Avenue; thence north
westerly along Ocean . Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood· 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to 
Upland Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
.North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortiierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Yer
ba Buena Avenue. to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
nortfierly along Ludlow Avenue lo Juanita Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly.· along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna . Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly ulong said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo St~eet to Aerial Way; thence southwest~rly 
along Aerial Way to Fourteenth , Avenue; thence 
northerly along Fourteenth Av_enue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega Street to Forty-first 
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
.Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 

. and a· straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said shoreline- to the southern boun
dary of the city ·and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all. references to 
_streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description. snail refer to the center 
line of saicf streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. · . . 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall 
comprise that portion of the city' and county not oth
erwise described as constituting the first, second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. 

The board of supervisors sliall by ordinance, adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year following the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken. commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all 
the reguirements therein, provided, however, that the 
r~districting provided for nercin shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. · 

Each member of the board of supervisors, com
mencing with the general municipal election in 
!'lovemf>er, l,97~. sha,11 ~e elected by the electo~s with
m a superv1sonal district, and must have resided in 
the distnct in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
?flice ?f supervisor, a_nd must continue to reside ,there
m during. his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision· of the amendment to this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors arc not elect
ed by districts ill the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of. eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be helq in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M 
I 

along Columbus, Avenue to Mason Street; thence along 
Mason Street to Washington Street; thence along Wash
ington Street to Powell Streeet; and thence along Powell 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 
(2) A line commencing al Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; then along 
Jackson Street to Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street 
to a terminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
Streets ,dons Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence 
along Wash111gton Street to Powell Street; thence along 
Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen
cement. 
(3) A line commendng at Market and California; ihcnce 
along California Street to a terminal at Van Ness Avcn-
84 

ue; returning from Yan Ness Avenue along Calif~rnia 
Street to Markel Street, the point of commencement. 

To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the 
ca_b)~ car line~ ~lesignuted in, I,. 2 and 3 above, the public 
utthllcs comn11ss1on shall mamtam and operate said lines at 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I, 1971; provided, however, that nothing herein contained 
shall prevent the commission from increasing at any time 
the said levels of scheduling and service. 

((The fare on any cable car line shall not exceed the 
local fare· established under the provisions of section 3.598 
of this charter for' other types of carrier equipment cm
ploxed in the operation of the Sun Francisco Municipal 
Railway.)) 

(Continued) 1 



(Proposition M. Continued) 
(c) In the event of the unitication. consolidation or 

merger of the San Francisco Municipnl Railway with any 
privately owned street rnilway system or with any portion or 
facility thereof, no line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus hne or cable car line. or ·any portion thereof, which 1s 
how. or will be owned by the City and County of San 
Francisco, and is now or will be operated by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abandoned nor .shall 
the service be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by th~ board of supervisors within thirty days 
from the· receipt 01ereof. For the purp_ose of he.iring such 

I 

recommendation a rublic hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is clisappoved by at least nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes of said 
board the recommendation shall become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendation provided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to the board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service on any tin~ of street railway. bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereol~- which 
has beeri in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding suc/1 order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, 
construction, enlargement arid improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for 
the development or improvement of any airports and 
heliports owned, controlled or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodution of air commerce or 
navigation and matters incide'ntal thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the genernl fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued 6y the city ana 

county for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) Including, but not 
limited to, transfer to the general fund during euch fiscal 
year of twenty-five (25%) percent, or such lesser percentage 
11s the bourd of supervisors shall by ordlm111ce establish, of 
the non-airline revenues us a return upon the city und coun
ty's Investment in said airport. "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges to airlines for use of ulrport 
fueillties, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

3.674 Funding the Retirement System 

Notwithstanding 11ny other provisions in this charter, the 
retirement board shall determine city and county 11nd district 
contributions on the b1lsis of II normal contribution rate 
which shall be computed 11s II level of percent11ge of compen
sation which, when 11pplied to the future cmnpensation of the 

11ver11ge new member entering tJ1e system, together with the 
required member contribution,· will he sufficient to provide for 
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion of li11billty not provided hy the normal contribution 
rate shall be 11mortlzed over a period not lo exceL'CI twenty 
(20) ye11rs, All expenses incurred in the implementutlon of 
this section, Including but not limited lo the vuluulion, inves
tigation and audit of the system as n111y be rc11uircd, sh11II be 
paid from the accumulated <:ontribufions of ll1e city and 
county, 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing July l. 1980 the amount of 
such tax shitll be one and one-half ( 11/2 %) percent of the 
payroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-half 
(I½%) percent of the total distribution made hy such Asso
ciation by way of salary to those having an pwnership inter-
est in such Association. . 
• This ordimmce shall not be construed as requiring any 

license whatsoever, nor shall payment of this lax be a con
dition precedent to engagi~g in an_y busi~es:~ within the City 
and County of San Francisco. TIHS tax 1s imposed for gen
eral revenue purposes and in order to re,Jl1ire commerce 
and the business community to carry a fair. share or the 
costs of local government in return for lh_e benelits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

Section 2. Article 12-B or Part Ill, Municipal Co~e (Busi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amend111g Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, !004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, (004.12, 1004.13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Merclm!1t or Broke~. 
(a) For every person engaged 111 the busmess of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0_D~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 pe_r year for each add1_11onal . $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fract10nal part thereof . Ill excess of 
$4,000. The rate of the tax set forth hcre1na~ovc ~hall 
remain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

Jy following the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Puyroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available lo meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
lime the tax shall be $8.00 per year or friictional part 
thereof .for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, pl us 
$2.00 ~er year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or factional part thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how
ever, that commencing January I. 1977, the tax shall be 
$11.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess of $5,000; provided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $ r,ooo, or fractional part 1f1creof, of 
gross receipt.~ during the period in excess of the first $5,000; . 
provided further tliat commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent that the person (l) docs not engage in 
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( Proposition Q, Continued) 
. the ~usiness pf manufa~turing, , refining, fabricating, milling, 
tr,eatmg ·or other processmg of the gooils, wares or merchan

.d1sc bought ~nd sold, ana does not cause said goods, wares 
or merclland1se to be manufactured, refined, fabricated, 
milled,. trc~ted or -~rherwise processed; (2) does not obtain 
or retain title ro. said goods, wares or merchandise except in 
~ne or ~ore of the follow!ng situa~ions: while such may be 
an trans11, or for short perroas of time before transportation 
commences or afler ii ceases; and (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or me.rchandise exceJ>t during 
one or more of the following situations: while such goods, 
wares or merchandise are actually in transit, or for short 
periods of time before transportation commences or 11fter it 
ceases, · 

(c) "Gross receipts" shall mean, for the purpose of this 
section, all commissions . charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits and proeerty of any kind or nature received 
for the performance of any service, act or employment as a 
commission merchant. or &roker, or in connection with the 
business of being a commission merchant or broker, and 1111 
trading profits, without any deduction therefrom on account 
of trading losses, labor or service costs or other costs of en
gaging in business, or any other expense whatever. 

Sec. 1004.02. Contractor, 
(a) For every person engaged in business as a contractor, 

the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submitted a 6id 
P.rior to August 17, 1968, there shall be no tax whatsoever; 
(ii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the contractor submitted a bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall b'e $24 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less 
of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per. year for each• additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to· gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between the }iates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, l9JI, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
less of gi:oss receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor subqaitted a bid between July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the lax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the firs! $12,000 or less of 
gi:oss receipts, _plus $2.00 p~r year for each additional _$1,000 , 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on 
which the contractor submitted a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional parl 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 . or les~ of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
contractor submitted a bia during the 8eriod commencing 
April I, 1980 and ending June :JO, 198 , the rax shall be 
$30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$!0,000 or less of gross receipts m the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional pnrt thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided furdier that for the period commencin_g July I, 
1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fructaonal part 
thereof, for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receillts in the 
year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1000, -or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
first $10,000. 

(b) The term "contractor" as used herein means any per
son (except an owner who contrncls for a project with 
another person who is licensed b_y the Stare of California as 
n contractor or architect or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his professional capacity) . who in any capacity 
other than as an cmrloyec of another with wages as the 
sole compensation, undertakes to or offers lo undertake to 
or J?Urports lo have the capacity to undertake lo, or submit~ 
a bid to, or does himself or by or through· others construct, 
alter, repair, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolish any building1 highway, road, railroad, excavation, 
or other structure, pro3ect, development or improvement or 
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to do any part thereof, including the erection of scaffolding, 
or other structures or works in connection therewith. Ttie 
ter~ "contractor". doe~ not include 11ny person engaged in 
business as an architect or engineer. · . 

(c) The ·meaning of the term "gross receipts'' as used 
herein shall be that . set forth in. Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shalt include the total ~ontract price for the 
work performed under the contract to which tnc contractor 
. i~ a P.arry, without deductio~ for subcontracts, and irrespec
hve of whether the contract 1s one on• a fixed price or on a 
cost-plus basis or one under the terms of whicli the contrac
tor acts as agent for ,the owner. The term "gross receipts " 
however, shall include · only receipts from contracts whi~h 
cover jobs or projects with construction sites located within 
the city limits of the City and County. 

(d) The term "bid' as . used lierein means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. · 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. 
(a) Subject to the limitations stated therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating u 
hole!, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house, _ 
lodging house, house court or -bungalow court, and every 
person engaged in the. business of renting or letting rooms, 
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging ,in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional P.art thereof for the first $ I 5,000 or less of 
gross receipts aerivcd from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000. The rate of 
the· tax set forth hcreinabovc shall remain in effect until the 
first day of the month immediately following the month· in 
which the Controller reports to tl1c Board of Supervisors 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Expense Tax unposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
arc leg_ally available to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which ume the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or fractional part thereof for the - first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus· $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, thut commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $!0,000 o.r less of gross receipts, plus 
$1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing Aprir l, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $15,00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $ I.SO for each additional 
$1,000, . or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period m excess of the first $10,000; provided further 
that commencing July 1, 1980 the tax. shall be $15.00. per 
year or fract!onal part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts' in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross. receipts during 
the period in excess of Ilic first $ I0,000. . - · 

(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed to require 
that a registration certificate be obtained or a tax paid by 
any person engaged in the business of renting or letting 
apartments in a structure consisting of less than four units. 

(c) At the time the tax provided for herein is remitted, 
the Tax Collector may require the re,;istrant to furnish a 
st.atem~n~ of the number of such businesses conducted b,X 
tum, g1vmg the street address of each location, number of 

1 units at each location, and the amount of gross receipts at
tributable to each location. 

(d) T~1e Tax Collector . may ~equirc a person en&aged in 
~ny busmess taxed by tlus section lo furnish such anforma
Uon as may be necessary in order for the Tax Collector to 
determine· the ~ature of t!1e own~rship of the business, and 
the. amount ~f interest wluch parties to the ownership of the' 
business claim or possess. Notice of such determination 

- made ~y the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or parties affected by his determination in the same manner 
as notices of deficiency determination arc served under the 
provisions of subsection (0 of Section 1010. 

(Contin11ed) 



(Proposition Q, Continued) 
Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec

tor, Lln~n S~ppl,. For every person enga_ged in lhc business 
of wash1!1g, ironing, drying, clea!ling, dyemg, sizing, blocking 
or pressmg . a~y clothmg, wearmi apparef, garmenl, linen, 
fabric or similar material, or similar arlicfe of personal 
pr?perty, whelher a~omplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machme operated by such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishmg or Jetting the use of 
any towe,ls, lmen, apr<?ns, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
otlier article of a similar nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee' or 
charge, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the firsl $15,000 or less of gross receipls plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided that 
a ~rson engaged in a business subject to lax under this 
section, who, al lhe same location is also engaged in any 
b~siness subject to lax under Section 1004.08 of lhis or
dmance, or, at the same location makes minor alteralions or 
repa_irs 10 the clothing, wearing apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or similar material bemg washed, ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dye~, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
separate business tax and obtaining separate registration cer
lificates under this ordinance for 1he conduct of each such 
business may combine 1he gross receipts of all such busi
~esses al the loc~tion an~ upon the basis ?f tha! computa
llon pay a combmed business tax and obtam a single regis
lration certificate under Ibis section for all such businesses. 
The rale of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in 
effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month in which tlie Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $ I 5.00 per xear or fractional part thereof for the 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or, fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I. 1977, the tax shall be $ I I.00

1 
per year 

or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0.000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$10,000; provicled, however, that during the p_eriod com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part tliereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
SJ0,000 and provided" that commencing July I, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$IO,OOO. 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc, 
(a) Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter, for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of money 
or advancing oC credit or lending of credit for and on his 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker. whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga• 
tion or evidence of money due or lo become due, whether 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items aforesaid acts as principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October I, 
1973, said tax shall be due and payable annually on or 
before the last day of the month o February next succeed
ing each respective annual. period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payment~ made pursuant to the due date of October I. 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calendar 
(Car 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in 
;uch business during the period commencing April I. 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to such 
tax prior to April I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year 
1980, shall instead be $800.00; provided, however, that for 
persons engaged in such business during the period com
mencing July 1, 1980, and ending December 31, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax prior to July I, 1980, said tax, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; provid
ed, however, that no such taxpayer shall be subject to tax 
under this section in excess of $800.00 for the cafendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) s~all not. apply to th~ business of lending money or ad
vancms credit or arrangmg for the loan of .money or the 
advancing of credit as principal or agent, where the obli8a• 
lion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or to com
pensate for the advance of credit is secured by a lien on 
real property, or some interest in real property, nor shall 
the provisions of this section apply to the 6usiness of pur
chasmg, either as principal or agent, any debt or evidence 
of delit secured by any lien upon real property; nor shall 
the .Provisions of this section apply to any transaction in
volving the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
tax imposed under the provisions of subst"ction (a) shall nol 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
wliicli consists of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons engaged in busi
nesses such as are described in this subsection shall be sub
ject lo tax under Section 1004.07, Persons covered by Sec
tion 1276. l of the Police Code shall pay tax on their inter
est income under Section 1004.07 and sliall pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08. 

(c) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus
tomers or suppliers of that other business; nor sliall the tax 
apply to a person engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines such business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or subsidiary to him, 
or arc so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject ro a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, all interest and other charges received as a result 
of Ifie activity described in subsection (a) shall be included 
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject to a tax measured by gross receipts, it shall pay 
a tax under the provisions of Section 1004.07 for engaging 
in the kind of activity described in subsection (a). If a per• 
son described in this subsection as exempt from the tax im
posed u_nder subsection (a) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect to persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. . 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rental. 
For every person engaged in the business of leasing or 

renting any tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Expense 
Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
to m~et appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, 
at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipt~ or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, or frac-
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
tional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June '30,, l91f0 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of· gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the per
iod in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first · $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

For the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
ty" shall mean personal property which · may be seen, 
weighed, measured, fell or touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. 

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con
strued to require the inclusion of the amount received for 
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas
ing or renting of mobile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of which is made wholly outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses. 
(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per _year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. -The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his OJ>in
ion, the proceeds derived from tlie levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legall)' 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boara of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gros.~ receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; proviaed, however, that commencini January I, 
1977. the tax shall be $22.00 per year or lractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 J>l:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 . the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional p11rt thereof. of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; providea, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tux shall be $30.00 per 
ye11r or frnctional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tl1e first $ I 0,000. 

(6) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin$, oc
cupation, vocation, profession or other means or livelihood 
embraced within tf1is section shall consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover• 
ing all stich activities. Any person engaged in any activities 
embraced' within this sect10n, in addition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections. 

Sec. 1004.08 Ret111l S11lcs. 
. (a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise spec11ically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fraction11l part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind persons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in the computation of the 
11mount of tax due hereunder nor to be required to pay the 
minimum tax. This exemption shall not subject such blind 
persons to the provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordin
ance. The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
Boara of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally available to meet appro
priations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 
during the period commencing April I, 1980 and ending 
June 30, 198U the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
part thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sn111l be $15.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of _gross receipts in the 
year, plus $ I.SO for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
part ttiereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first$ 10,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at 
ret11il means a sarc of goods, wares or merchandise for any 
purpose other than resale in the regular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages at the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind t11xed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for alt such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shnll mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Such blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physici11n and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(c) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "hand• 
ling and selling," "storage, handling and selling," "asscm• 
bling and selling," and "r.rocessing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require die inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which are shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
the seller to points outside the State of Californi11. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forwarding. 
(a) "Freight forwardinf shall mean the business of co(. 

lecting or consolidating tor shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, w11rcs or merchandise 
as agent or bailee for any person where II fee is charged 
for such service. 

(b) For every person engaged in the business of freight 
forwarding or maintaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48,00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each ·additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,00lT. The rate of the tax set forth 
hcreinabovc shall remain in effect until the lirst d11y of the 
month immediately following the month in which tlie Con• 
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70. arc leg11lly 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, nt which time the· tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12.000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
or gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
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1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April l, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, phis $3.00 for _each additional 
$1,000,. or fractional part thereof, of_ gross receipts during 
the penod, m excess of the lirst $ l0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing: July I, 1980, the tax snail be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or ress 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1.000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000. 

Sec. 1004.10. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Service. 
(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the . tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $ I ;ooo of gross 
receipts or fractional -part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Su()l:rvisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax unposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available 10 meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fraclional part thereof for rhe 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the 111x shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $,90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of g~oss receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; proviaed, however, that during the period com
mencing j\pril I, 1980 and endins June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less or gross receipts in the year, plus $1,23 
for each additional $1,000, or .fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July l. 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
plus $1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of the 
first $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" shall 
have the same meanin_e, as in Section 1002.6, except that 
only those receipts denvcd from providing services within 
the City and County shall be included, ana further except· 
ing that, with respect lo telephone services, o_nly receipts re• 
suiting from intrastate telephone service sh111J be mcluded. 

Sec. 1004.11. Transporting Persons for Hire. 
(a) Definitions. 
l. Operntor. The term "~pcr~tor" includes: . . 
(i) Any person engagmg m the , 1ransporlat10n ol persons 

or property for hire or compcns11t1on by or upon a motor 
velucle upon any public highway in this State, either direct
ly or indirectly. 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or properly 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for . the . oper~tion of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1ether the vcl11cle is dnvcn by such 
person or Ifie person to wh_om the . vehicle is furnish~d, or 
engages either m whole or in part in, the transportatwn of 
persons or properly in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Operator. The term "operator" docs not in-
clude 11ny of the following: . . . 

(i) Any person transporting his own property m a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _him u~less h~ _ J?lakcs a 
specific charge for the transportation. This subd1v1S1on docs 

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who occasionally 
transr.orts property for other farmers, or who transports his 
own farm products, or who 1ranspor1s laborers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any nonprofit agricultural cooperative association, or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under ChaJ)ter 4 oT Division 6 of tfie Agricultural Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
In the. transporting of its own property or the property of 
us members, 

(iv) Any Jlerson whose sole transportation of persons or 
propeny for hire or compensation consists of the transporta
tion or children to or from any public or nonfrolit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
J)roviding such trans~rtation docs not exceed one hundred 
dollars ($100) in any calendar month. 

(v) Any P.erson engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicfe in a procession to a bunal ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
of interment to a garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registered owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while 
operating the vehicle, transports persons to his work or to a 
place tlirough which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation, 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any such matter in a motor vehicle owned or operated by 
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transporlation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profll, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle, The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, ot other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public hir,hways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby, 

(b) Tax Imposed. 
l. Every person whose business in whole or in _part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business tax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provided in this 
section. This tax is imposed for the privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco for the purpose of such business, cmpfoying or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required to be taxed 
under this section during any tax period without first ob• 
taining a registration certificate, 

2. The ousiness taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the tmnsportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly within the City and County; 
(ii) From a place or places outside the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places witlun the City and County; 

(iii) From a plllcc or places within the City and County 
to a place or plllces outside the City and County (including 
a place or places outside the State of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places 111s0 within the City and County even 
thougfi such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (including a place or places ouside the State of 
California) in the course tlicreof. 

(c) Measure ofTnx. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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~urs~ of. th.at business uses the public streets and highways 

. m . this. City, ,and County . for the pureose of such business, 
the tax shall be '$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof 

. for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per 
year for each· additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
.al part th·ereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set 
forth hereinabove shall remain in .effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 

• Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his 
<>pinion, the· proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
E"x~nse Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available to .meet the appropriations made by the Boar<! of 
Supervisors, at which time tbe tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for -each additional $1,000 

, of • gross receiets or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; proviiled, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional .$1,000 of gross . receipts, 

. or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I,. 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional !>art thereof, • of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross -receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000. 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce, 
· Whenever an operator engages in the transportation of 

passengers · partly within an<f partly without the City and 
County of San Francisco, the tax imposed by this section 
shall apply exclusively to the portion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operations withm the City an<! County of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at
tributable to operations within the City an<f County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percentase of an ope.rator's total 
aross receipts, including gross receipts from Ifie transporta
tion of persons to and from a place oi' places outside the . 
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which 
the. mileage operated with the City and County of San 
Francisco bears to the entire mileage over which the opera
tions extend. 

(e) Exemption for Certain School Buses. 
· No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

any motor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day to transport 
students or members of bona fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising adults to and from public or private 
schools, school events or other youth activities, without 
regard lo the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall not subject such operation 10 
tlie provisions ofSectmn 1004.07 of this. ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. 1'mcklng - Hauling. 
(a) Definitions. 
l Operator. The term "operator" is used in this section 

as defined in the Motor Veliicle Transportation License Tax 
Act ·or California, with reference only, however, to persons 
cngagini; in the transportation of property for hire or com
pensation. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California. 

3. Tructor. The term "tractor" as used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in the V chicle Code of' California. 

(b) Tax Imposed, Every person whose business in whole 
or iri part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
tor vehicle for the transportation of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets and highways in the City and County for 
the purpose of' such business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided in this section. 

(c) Measure of Tax; Reporting Period, The tax required 
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to be ~id by this section shall be reported and paid an
nually. Every person engaged in the business subject to tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum tax of $12.50 per 
year. The tax required to be paid under this section sliall 
be measured as follows: · 

I. For each motor vehicle; other than a tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer., or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up 
or deliver property within this City and County, the tax 
shaWbe as follows: · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, the 
tax. shall be $.04 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation· as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.OS for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation . as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.07 for each day or fraction . thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); prov.ided however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its -operation as specified in subsec
tion (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 lbs., and 
not more than 8,000 lbs., the tax shall be $. IO for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified 'in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
!fiat during the. period commencing April I, 1980 and end
mg June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.IS for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, lhat commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax snail be $.IS for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ration as specified in subsection (b); · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs., the 
tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P,rovided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for each dar or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.16 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b), · 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the tax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be -$.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, tl1ar. commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax sball be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of' its 
operation as specified in subsection (b). 

( d) Method of Reporting, 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act rcq_uired to be taxc<l under this section during any 
tax perifi>d without first obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. At the close of each tax perioa such person shall tile a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the next su6sequent tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period. 
. 3. In making such statement, tl1c person may at his op

tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"test week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due· for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing th'< total of the tax due for 
the four test weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con-

(Colllinued) 



(Proposition Q, Colllinued) 
ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the 
person erects to compute the tax . imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such .election shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as lo the tax period for which such election is made. 
Any ~rson electing to compute such tax on a test week 
basis shall retain Ilic records used for such computation for 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a lest week basis to retain such records, the Tax 
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
estaimated · to be due from such person in the manner 
provided by Section JO JO. 

4. The test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the tax imposed under this section are the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in July and the second full week in 
October. If a person does not conduct operation subject to 
. tax under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he does conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if . a 
person does not conduct operations subject to tax under this 
section during each of the four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tux, such 
person may not elect lo compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior written application to and prior wrillen 
approval of the Tax Collector as to what alternate test per
iod or periods may be used. 

5, In the event the business .is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
statement required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be filed and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis
solution or termination. 

(e) Exempllc,n for Vehicles Operated Exclusively In Inter
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any day or fraction 
tfiereof when such vehicle is operated exclusively between 
points within this City and County and points without this 
State. 

(I) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip
ment alons the streets of this City and County if such 
operation 1s merely occasional and incidental to a business 
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in any quarter, and a 
business shall be deemed to be conducted within this Cit>.: 
and County if an office or agency is maintained here or 1f 
transportation business is solictecl here. 

Sec. 1004.13. Wholesale Sales. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise al wholesale, or selling any goods, 
wares or merchandise al wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.60 per_ year for 
each additiomil $1,000 of gross re~cipts or fra~tional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that blmd persons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts in the 
computation of the amount of tax due hereunder nor be 
required to pay the minimum tax. This cx.c!1}ption shall 1101 
su6jcct such blind person to the prov1s1ons of Secllon 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tax sci forth 
hereinabovc shall remain in effect until the first day of 
the month immediately following the mon_th in whic.h lh.e 
Controller reports· 10 the . Board of Supervisors that, m lus 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy or the Payroll 
Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to . me.cl appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000. or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per year for each ad~uonal $1,000 
of gross rcccipL~ or fractional part thereof m excess of 
$20,000; provicled,. however, that commencmg J~nuary I, 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fracl1onal part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
. $0.90 J)C:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross rece1p1S, 

or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; (rovided, 
however, that during the J)C:riod commencing Apri I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional P.arl thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $2fJ,OOO or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part' thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $20,000. 

(6) For the purpose of this section, a wholesale sale or 
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for the purpose of resale in tlie regular course of busi
ness . 

(c) Whenever a person engages in the same location in 
two or more businesses of the ldnd taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conrlucted. 

(d) A blind person, within the mea11ing of this section, 
shall mean a P.erson having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the belier eye, with correction. Sucli blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases or the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education or 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturin~ and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of 'han
dling and sellin/f "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed lo 
require tne inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the iax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which are shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihe seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. I 004.15. Architects, Engineers. 
(a) For every person engaged in business 11s an architect 

or engineer, the laK shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (ii) witfi respect to Gross 
recciplS from contracts on which the architect or engmeer 
submilled II proposal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and .August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00- per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts ·or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a proposal between the 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional p11rt 
thereof in excess of $12,000; (iv) with respect 10 Gross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submillcd a proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractionul part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect 10 gross receipts from contracts on which the architect 
or engineer submiued a proposal on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect lo gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submiued a proposal during lhe period 
commencing April I, 1980 and endmg June 30, 1980 the 
tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 

• 
(Continued) 
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( Proposition Q, Continued) 
$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$10,000; .(vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3,00 for each, additiona.1 .,$1,000, 
or fractional part thereof; of 'gross receip.ls during the ,per
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. 

(b) The t~rm "engaged in business .. ,as ,an architect.II as 
~sed he~ein sh~ll mean engaged if\'_ II!), a~ti_~i.ty .for whic~ a·. 
hcense 1s required under Chapter' 3, · .D1v1s1on. Ill · of 'the 
Business and Professional Code of the State of California. 
The term "engaged in business as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is re9uired under Chapter 7, Division Ill of the Business 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

(Proposition V. Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the same or 
a subsequent election. 

This ordinance is an exercise of this· city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 
superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco; no apportionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the percentage which workin& time expended with
in the City and County of San Francisco bears to his total 
working tim~ both witfiin and without the City and County 
of San Francisco, 

Section 3. By adopting this ordinance the People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, in
cluiling, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance. 

In adopting this ordinance the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the previously
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uance, and further declare that if any of such previously
adopted . increases should be invalid for any n:ason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. 

Section 4. Effective D11te. Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. 

two-thirds vote provision in Section 4, Article XlllA of the 
state C. onstitution (Proposition 13) docs not apply. Likewise, 
this. ordinance supercedes any inconsistent prov1s1on of Arti
cle XJIIB of the state Constituuon (Proposition 4). 

. (f any section, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any court lo be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of tnis ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. 

Register to Vote 
BY Mail 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters. the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
8 
C 

If you are not sure what your precinct number is. look at the mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (Sec sample 
below). 

Polling place--------• 
Pany----------
Name-----------• 
Address----------..... 

Precinct# 

Garage -- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address for each precinct as of the time of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion •given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our employees could have made an c1To~ in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake re_garding 
the accessibility nitin'gof your precinct, call us ill 558-3417·.-

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling place is inacessible. you can vote 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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' ! 17th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT I 

l 
. 7054A ,. 7001 C 7734A 7786 A 7837 A 7889 A 7939 B 

7002A 7055 A 7735 A 7787 C 7838 A 7890A 7940A 
\;, 7003 C 7056 A 7736 B 7788 A 7839A 7891 A 7941 A 
I 

7004C 7057 B 7737 8 · 7789 A 7840 8 7892A 7942 A 

I· t 700SC 7058 8 7738 8 7790 8 7842 8 7893 C 7943 C 

7006 8 7059A 7739A 7791 A 7843 B 7894 A 7944A 

7007 C 7060 8 7740 8 7792A 7844A 7895 A 7945 A 

7008/7009C 7061 A 7741 A 7793 A 7845 B 7896A 7946 B 

7010C 7062 A· 7742 A 7794 A 7846 A 7897 A 7947 A 

7011 A 7063 A 7743 A 7795 8 7847 8 7898 A 7948 A 

7012A 7064 B 7744A 7796A 7848 8 7899 A 7951 B 

7014A 7065 C. 7745 A 7797 8 7849A 7900A 7952 C 

7015 A 7066 A 7746 A 7798 A 7850A 7901 A 7953 A 

7016A 7067 A 7747 C 7799 B 7851 B 7902 A 7954C 

7017 A 7068 B 7748 A 7800A 7852 A 7903 A 7955 A 

7018A 7069 B 7749 A 7801 A 7853 A 7904A 7956 8 

r' 7019A 7070 B 7750A 7802A 7854 A 7905 A 7957 C 

I'. 7020A 7701 C 7751 A 7803 A 7855 B 7906 A 7958 C 

7021 C 7702 A 7752 A 7804 A 7856 A 7907 C 7959 C 
!i' 7022 A 7703 A 7753 A 7805 A 7857 A 7908 A 7960C 
Ii 7023 C 7704A 7754A 7806A 7858 B 7909 A 7961 A ,, 

7755 A 7807 A 7859 C 7910A I 7024A 7705A 7962 A 

7025C 7706A 7756A 7808 A 7860A 7911 B 7963 A 

7026A 7707 A 7757 B 7809A 7861 B 7912 A 7964A 

i 7027 A 7708A 7758 B 7810A 7862 A 7913 A 7965 C 

.I 7028A 7709A 7759 B 7811 A 7863 A 7914 A 7966 A 
I 7029A 7710A 7760 C 7812 A 7864 A 7915 A 7967 B 

1: 7031 A 7711 A 7761 A 7813 A 7865 B 7916 C 7968 A 
.I, 7032 A 7712A 7762 A 7814A 7866 A 7917 C 7969 C 
.I 7033 A 7713 A 7764 A 7815 A 7867 B 7918 C 7970A 
J,, 
:[1 

7034A 7714 B 7765 A 7816 A 7868 A 7919 A 7971 A 

7035A 7715 A 7766 A 7817 A 7869 C 7920 B 7972 A 

:Ji 7036 A 7716 A 7767 A 7818 B 7870 A 7921 A 7973 C 

·1! 7037 A 7717 A 7768 A 7819 A 7871 A 7922 B 7974C 
',I 7038 A 7718 A 7769 A 7820A 7872 A 7923 A 7975 B 
I! 
·! 7039A 7719 A 7770C 7821 A 7873 B 7924 A 7976 C 

7040A 7720 B 7771 B 7822 A 7874 A 7925 A 7977 B 

! 
7041.A 7721 B 7772 A 7823 A 7876/7875 A 7926 A 7978 C 

7042 A 7722 A 7763/7773 A 7824A 7877 A 7927 A 
7043 A 7723 A 7774 B 7825 A 7878 B 7949-7950-7928 A 

7044 A ':/724A 7776/7775 A 7826 A 7879 A 7929 B 
7045 A 7725 A 7777 B 7827 A 7880A 7930 B 

7046 B 7726 A 7778 A 7828 A 7881 A 7931 A 
7047 A 7727 A 7779 A 7829 A 7882 A 7932 8 

7048 A 7728 C 7780 B 7830 B 7883 A 7933 8 

7049 B 7729 A 7781 A 7831 A 7884 A 7934 A 

7050A 7730A 7782 A 7832 A 7885 A 7935 C 

7051 A 7731 A 7783-A 7833 A 7886 B 7936 8 

7052 B 7732 A 7784 A 7834 C 7887 A 7937 C 

7053 B 7733 A 7785 A 7835 A 7888 A 7938 B 
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POii IIIQIITIIAll'I UII ONLY 
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

i'ff rtiM: llll-n' z m 
APPLICATION FOR tBSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APl/CACION· PARA 8Al0TA. DE vorANTE AUSENTI PrlC. No. -

t1ik:fitiU¥! q:i ffitf ~ Pol. Affll, 

1. P~INTl!D NAMI! . 
B1Not No. 

LETR S DE IMPRENTA "rcpllc:allon MUST ALSO BE s1oi1EO BELOW BY APPLICANT, Ballot Mlllltd 
1Eh~fltt,t S gn11u11 will be comp■rld wun :ffld1vll on 1111 In tn11 offloe, 

Ballot Return.is 

2. l!Ll!CTION DATE 3 JUNE 1980 All, R1eord -
I hereby apply tor an Absent Voter's Ballot tor the electlon ln1pector'a Notice 

Indicated above. 
I expect to be absent from my electlon precinct on the day of Slgn■turt ■nd Rtglllr■tlon 

the electlon or unable to vote therein by reason ot physical dis- Verified II Correct: 
ablllty or other reason provided by law. · 

mtl-iff-~/RiU~*A 1 J:J.8 Por /1 preunt• 101/cllo un• IM/011 de D111 Deputy Rogl1tr■r 

Vot■n/9 Aur,nt• par■ II 1/lccl6n lndl01de 
JJll.l:.il&J!frir-ZiJI. • ;.t-Atl:ill•z 1:1 ■rrlba, 

1 l!f/&~!~i 1 ll.xl!J~g;,-~~~.11'!1'1111 E1pero ,at,r IUlln/9 di mt p,.cltflo 
•t•ctor•I •n or dfl d• I• 111cc/0n o no 

;!St~ 1 Jf.tl~{/it},Jfi'~~ • pod,r votor 11/lf 1(1/c■ u olr• r11t1n p,.. 
v/s/1 por /11 /1y. . 

3, BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT: 
ENVIEME LA BALO TA A: · L!J □ I preler 1l1ctlon m111rl1l1 In English 

,lil/#:frll!t#*¥rl'*.ATitl: : 0 Pflfllro m1t,r/1,..119ctor1111,n ••f)lff'ot 

o ~~~l!liflXHfffi 
~naeam 

Zip Code 
Ara11Po1t11/ 

I 

DATE: !Ji!HM: ~~ im - 4. FECHA: 
l:IWJ SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

. FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOL/CITANTE 
5. lllllilt}..~~ Aeglslered San Francisco Address ol Appllcanl 

Dlr11cc/6n d•I aol/ct11nt11 rt1Qlatrad1 an San Francisco 

Etliii\tAtE 1'i¢I I i◊.,iUi'i~Y1'.;z. it.ill: 

· IF YOU HAVE MOVED St USTED SE HA CAMBIADO ~11:!J..4'1:Cilf.ir 1 :EJ!fgfmtt:lll:;r-;l;!;M 
Complete lhls section II you have moved and Comp/11111 111111 s11cc1on s/ uatad aa ha c1mb/1do y itl=Jllri!~Ulfi!t .1:. z. tt:11!: , J~!Jt(t-1 Jlt1'c 
now reside al an address other then that roaldo · ahora an otra dtraccton dlal/nta a to qu• ~· shown on your ellldsvlt ol registration. apareca on su d~claracton /urada da rop/stro. 

I moved on 19_, Mo camb(o 11/ di 18_, !~ Brr:-Jt_1~_n __ EI if0 

My residence address Is Mt dtroccton ea :JUJltI:00tt:ltl:·M: : 
Ar1111 Poatal 

Zip Code !l.i!lfM:~6Jij NOTA: Un votanto quo ao camb/a dantro do los 28 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior dlas antor/oros II o~lo 11/11cct6n pu1d1 tt.W.: i!Ui.:.!1:JlC;ak;tu¾fliI=·t·Jt f.l fliifl.!} to this election may obtain 11n ab- obtanor balota auaonta, Un vot11nt11 qui 

sentee ballot. A voter moving more so cambla antes do toa 29 d/aa 1nterloroa 1f , lif~J&-f~lmiX~ • iXfi!.{E 
than 29 days prior to ltJls election do la olacc/6n y quo no so r11Ql1tro an/111 

1U:-:kiW~l1iiil/r.·ijj~ ::·I· JL ll , @ and who did not re-register prior to do la tacha t/nal para r11ptatr11roo do oala 

the reglstrallon closing date lor this 
olocc16n no puocto volar, 

:Cl'iff./111-~ fl Wl~J!:lli/XtftiliJJriH: 
election Is not eligible to vote. 11/!'X· 1 iU1ifiM*• 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!Iil\l.ii;: RO.OM 158, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 84102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN IA SOl/C/TUO OEIJE IIECIIJIIISE Ell lA Of/CIMA rf1 ,1ft&h/,~t ®,",'! •V.:,;f(tl: ittJtl; !l ·I:: fl Z 11il 
REGISTRAR'S OFFI~~ BY f ~~ 

O
P.M .. OEl REOISTIIA/1 AIITES DE lAS CIIICD Ell ,u11ro , nnV# sc }1twi=r'flrn~M'1ti 

TUESDAY, May r , DE IA TAI/OE, MARTES, il 7 M'1;'.Q 8 0 
El SEl'TIMD DIA ANT. 1011 Al/A OE IA iJl1 fi!.1H=./VJ-1Wlff.:1Jl/itJ/JCW.1JJJ:t 1f1 J1!/l,:tr'f • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. EUCCIOII. I " '°' .,,,. ,, '"" ., .. 

I 
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I JAY PATTERSON 

REGIST~R (?F VOTERS· 
155 CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
~ON 558-306) 
::.v 558-3417 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILING....._~ 
ADDRESS,,.-

· Republican Party . 
17th Assembly District 

BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID · . 
San Francisco 

Calif. 
Permit No. 4 

Third Class 

LOCATION OF YOUR 
POLLING PLACE 

·J I 1 

Application for absentee · ballot · 
appears on. Page_ 9 5 

Apli.cacion · para papeleta de votan.te 
ausente aparec~ en. la· Pagina 9 5 
VOTER SELECTION COUPON 

____ ... __________ ... _ .... ______________ 
CANDIDATES STATE CITY 

PROPOSITIONS PROPOSITIONS 

U.S. President · 
YES NO YES NO 

U.S. Senator 1 4 

U.S. Rep, In Congre11 '} B 
State Senator 3 I l' 

Stat. A11embly 4 D 
5 I\' 

Judge, Superior # 1 6 F 
7 IH Judge, Superior #2 

Judge, Munl, # 1 8 I. 
9 J 
10 If 

c~~nty Central Committee• 11 I . 
1. M. 

2. Wrlto your 
,... 

3, cholcoa on thla 0 I 

~- coupon and p 
bring It to your 

5. voting '100th, It n 

6. wlll mako a 
voting oaalor 

7. far you, and 5 
a.• wlll roduco tho T tlmo othora 
•Ref■r to your 10,nplo ballot for tho numbar of havo to wait, V County Control Commllle• Mnmbara to bo otectnd, 

I 

96-17R 

r 

•••••• 
MftflJti:8 

95
1 

ff 

• 



San -Francisco 
· Voter·lnformation 
Pamphlet 
Primary Election 
June 3, 1980 . 

SamrJa Ballot ·Pagli ' 
SF 
R'l-6 
-,, I ,1, I lo r 

◄ 17.X. 
l)e.t,t,t. 

~ "' 

Democratic Party 
17th A11embly Dl1trlct 

00CUM£Nt.e. 
• OEPr. 

MAY l 61980 
SAN F'~ 
PueL.,c "1.· Nc1sco 

IBFfAAV 

Jay Patterson 
Registrar of Voters 

1-170 

I 



Primary· Election CONTENTS June 3, 1980 

·Voter Information _Pamphlet· 
;. L -,.f'\ ~: 'l ( .i 

GENERAL INFQJJM~TICJfl,11 
.. '., · · 

\'\" f~ ·1 -.l • - ·•· 
Your Rights As a Voter ... ,\. ::•: ................ , .... 3, 4 
Words Y~u N~ed to Kno~ .......... !_•.· : .• ,. (~ .,.:. :,',i'. :,.; •.•.•• 4 
Map (omitted m some ed1t1ons) ... l ,·, .. , . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . 5 
Voting Instructions ....................... ·.:. \ .. '. •.. ,.•, , . 6, 7 
SAMPLE BALLOT ............ , .. , ........ ".,, .-; ,; ; .. 7-17 
Handicappedlnform~tio!l., ..... '.~: ... L'.":,: ···::··•···;; ;:;:·\ 93, 94 
Absentee Ballot Apphcat1on ..... ,; ,: ; • 1, •••• ,. .- • • • • • • • • • • • • 95 
Voter Selection Coupon . .. .. . .. .. . . .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . . . . . 96 
Location of".our Polling Place ...................... ".' 96 

JUDICIAL CANDIDATES 
Muni~ipal Court Judge #1: ............................ 18 
Supef!orCourtJudge #I: ......................... 19 (top) 
Supenor Court Judge #2: . . . . . . . . • . •.. . • . . . . . . . 19 (bottom) 

PROPOSITIONS 
PROPOSITION A 
Housing revenue bond issue, 

Analysis ....................................... ·. . . 20 
Arguments ............................. , .......... 21 
Legal Text .•...... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20, 77 

PROPOSITION B 
Housing revenue bonds, 

Analysis . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 
Arguments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Legal Text . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 

PROPOSITION C 
Convention facilities munnger 

Analysis ........... ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Arguments ............ · .. , .. , , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Legal Text ................. , ................. 24, 77-79 

PROPOSITION D 
Four public health administrators 

Analysis .............. , ................ ,. . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Arguments , ................ , . , ................... ; 27 
Legal Text ................... ; ........... , .... ·. . 26, 80 

PROPOSITION E 
Various public health administrators 

Analysis ....... , . , ....... , ...... , ...... , , . . . . . . . . . 28' 
Arguments ............. , ............. , . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 
Legal Te,ct ................. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28, 80-81 

PROPOSITION F 
Firefighters' work schedules . 

Analysis . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Arguments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31-32 
Legal Te,ct ........... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30, 82 

PROPOSITION G 
(Propositio11 G was withdraw11 by the Board of Supervfa'Ofs). 

PROPOSITION H 
Temporary employee hculth benefits. 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 
Arguments ................ : . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Lcgul Text . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . 34 

PROPOSITION I 
Supervisors' health benefits 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 
Argument ..... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 
Legal Text ..... ·. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 

PROPOSITION J 
Supervisors' salaries. 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 
Arguments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38, 39 
Legal Text ................................... 39, 82-84 

2 

PROPOSITION K 
Retirement hearing officers. 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . • . 40 
Arguments ...... ; ..... , ..... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 I, 42 
Legal Te,ct ................. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 

PROPOSITION L 
le,t~iy~ftec~~r.a~i~~-~~~I'.?!· ... ; ....••• ·.• •••.••••••••••• 43 

Argument .......................... , ..... ; . . . . . . . . 44 

PROPOSITION M 
Cable car fares. 

Analysis .............. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 
· Arguments .... , ................................. 46-47 

Legal Text .......... ~ ......................... 45, 84-85 

PROPOSITION N 
Airport revenue fund. • 

Analysis ................... · ....... , ....... · ......... 48 
Arguments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49, 50 
~gal Text ...................... , ........... , ... 48, 35 

PROPOSITION O . 
Hotel tax. . i', .. ; . . .. · 

Analysts ... , ................................ ,', .. , ... 51 
Arguments ... .- ........................... ,:' .•... ,; /,·. ·52.53-
Lcgal Text ....... , ................... ,:-, ;,, ;. ;· .. ;,. :. ; . 51 

PROPOSITION P . · :-'~:. 
Retirement system) funding. 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54 
Arguments· ................. ; , ................... 55-56 
Legal Te~t ...•....... '. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85 

PROPOSITION Q 
Payroll & qross receipts tux 

Analysts ............... , .. , ...... , .. , .. , . . . . . . . . . . 57 
Arguments ...................... , , .............. 58-60 
Legal Text ............... , ................... 60, 85-92 

PROPOSITION R 
Parking tax surcharge 

Analysis ................ , ; ..................... , . . 61 
Arguments .......................... ; ........... 62-63 
Legal Text .............................•... ,. . . . . . . 61 

, PROPOSITION S 
· Nonprofit parking revenue. 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 64 
ArgumcnL~ .................. ; ................. , . 65-66 
Legal Text . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 

PROPOSITION T 
Sewer bond rescission 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 
Arguments .............. , ....................... 68-71 
Legal Text ..... ·. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 

PROPOSITION U 
Proposit/011 U was comolidated i11to another propositio11. 

PROPOSITION V 
Corporntc laxution initiative 

Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 
ArgumcnL~ •................................ , ... -. 73-76 
Legal Text .................... , ................ _ 76, 92 

CREDITS 
The unulyses of l~c b_ullol meusu,res which nppeur in lhls pump_hlcl were 

prcp1!rcd by lhc Sun Fmnc1sco llllllol Slmpllncalfon CornmlUce, a noopurusun group 
u~prnn1ed by 1)1e Muyor und lhc llonrd of Supervisors. The member.I of lhe com• 
m111cc urc J11d1!h Ander.ion, . Chnrlouc Derk, Nancy Yoshihuru Mnycdll und Ro.hen 
Sunderlund. Cluef Dcp111y CJly Allorncy Thomns Toomey is also on 1hc comn1111cc 
1is legal udvisor. · 

. Sl."'ciul !hunks (" lhe graphic ur1., people al Op1L, Groui•, 725 Filbert SI,. for dc
signmg our cover.i lor 1he pasl live ycnrs. 

The prinlcr w1Ls Guzcllc Press, Inc, 

I 



. ' 

YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

to vote by May 5, 1980. 

· Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: 

• are at least 18 years of age on election day. 
• ar~ a ci~izen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A-Phone. the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you consider yours, you 
can say "Independent" or "l don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't tell my political party when I sign up, 
·can 1 still vote in every election? · 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in _the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections are held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I tiavc picked a party, can I change it later'! 
A-Yes. but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again? 

A-Yes. if: 
• you have moved and/or . 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I have been convicted of II crime, can I sign up 
to vote'! 

A-Yes. if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-What candidates will voters be choosing 1U this . 
11ri111ary election'! 

A-All voters who arc signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• Stale Senator if you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Committees. 

Q-What districts arc there in San Francisco? 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three Stale Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position? 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator ;represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the people who are state can
didates in this primary election? 

A-Because the positions these candidates are trying 
for are not city positions. They are state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-partisan office? 
A-Yes. there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 
I 

Q-lsn't this election a "presidential primary" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party, you will be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidential can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Where do I go to vote? 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know what to do when I get to my vot
ing pince, is there someone there to help me? 

A-Yes. The workers al the· voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you. call 558-616 I. 

Q-Whcn do I vote? 
A-The election will be Tuesday .. June 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-What do I do if my voting pince is not open'! 
A-Call 558-6161. 

'Q-Cnn I take my sample ballot into the ,·oting booth 
even if I've written on it? 

A-Yes. 

Q-Can I have someone hel11 me in the voting booth 
if I need hcl1J'! 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you 
have language clirticultics. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose name is 1101 011 the 
ballot? 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes. This is called a "write-in'.', If .you want to 

and don't know how: -ask one of the workers to 
h~lp you. · 

Q-What do I. cio if I cannot work. the voting ma-
. chine? 

A-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-C1'n a w~rker at the voting place ask me to take 
i any test? 

A-No. . ' 

Q-Can I take time off from my job to go vote on 
election day? · 

A-Yes, if you do not have enougli time outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to ve1le. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q-Can I vote if I know I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? · 

A-Yes. You can vo·te early by: 
•. going to the Registrar of Voters office in · 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). 

Q-What ~an I do if I do · not have an application 
. fomi? . 
A...:.You can send a letter or postcard asking for an 

absl!ntee · ballot. This letter or postcard·· should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters. City Hall, 
San Francisco 94102. · 

Q-What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early 
• your addr.ess when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed · 
• then sign your name. and also print your 

name underneath. 

Q-When do I mall my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day, 
June3, 1980. 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election day'! 
A-Call 558-6161 for information.• 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

· WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Here are a few of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election the following November. There 
may be two or more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate iri November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a primary election is to. 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 

· will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
a primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidi11es. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an · officer at 
the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter docs not live at the address given on the 
registration form. · 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you are going to be 

away on election· day, or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because y,ou arc physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to fill out. This bal
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. Sec page 
95. 
4 

PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
vote on, except candidates. If it deals •with the state 
government, then it will have a number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with' city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter 
ame11dment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. · 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 
are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
'jority of the voters. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy, the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition . on the ballot for people to yote• on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by gettin~ a certain 
number of voters to sign a petition. · · 

PETITION-A list of signatures of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or ciuestion should be on the 
ballot. 

-



HOW TO VOTE ON THE VOTOMATIC VOTE RECORDER 
SPECIAL NOTE: . :!lmiiJ Jfl 11ll/J:JSt;i,,• 
IF YOU Ml.KE A MISTAKE, RETURN A ffl~}JIJ#:~ 
YOUR CARD ,f.ND GET ANOTHER. :/lll:fIIJ/m 1 ffitfftil,ll;fJfflft~l(ltffi"JI • 

STEP© 

STEP@ 

Noto: SI hace algun error, devuelva 
su lorjela de volar y oblenga olra. 

UIINO IOTH HANH 
INSIIT THI IALLOT CAID ALL THI 
WAY INTO THI VOTOMATIC, 
U1ando las dos monos, meta la 
tarleta de votar completamente 
dentro del "Votomatlc," 

B#J-tJ; 
fflff~ffl~l1l~-~~U-ffiA• 

BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE 
STUB OF YOUR CARD FIT DOWN 
OVER THE TWO RED PINS. 

Paso 2. Ase96rese de que las dos 
orificios que hoy al final de la larjela 
colnclden con 101 dos cabeclta1 rolo1. 

HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL (STRAIGHT 
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN 
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO 
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT 
USE PEN OIi PENCIL. 

Pora votar, soslenga el lnslrumenlo 
de volar y perloro con ~I la 1arjola de 
volar en el lugar de los candidotos de 
su preferencia. No use plum11 nl IC:plz. 

D ffi?.tp 
m1HE1t11lill!z~f1¼it , m1HL~~~ll'1truA. 
ff=fL~~ • 

T\111.N DYii ,n Nllll l'MI 
VOl'IIAl.l.l'AGII 

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE 

ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING. 

Despuos de volar, soque lo lorl•tCJ dol "Votom11tlc" 

y p6ngolo b11lo ol clorro dol sobro. 

E ffilill ?Y 
mJJ!JN?kz i~ , ·Milll~~t±I , 1illA~N 
~V'l, tWJri8t±l:i'.E~ • 
-tEi\f~J-., ;fcJ•~s:M'fl'ivl/iJ.i:&~AR!!Ufl • 
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DEMOCRATIC 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Delegates to the National Convention. 
Delagados a la Convancl6n Naclonal 

UNPLEDGED DELEGATION 

LYNDON H. LAROUCHE JR, 

JIMMY CARTER 

EDMUND G, BROWN JR, 

EDWARD M, KENNED\' 

United States Senator 

*f,itP'f 

Senador de los Estados Unldos ~ll~ffi~ 
FRANK L, THOMAS 

Electrician 
Electricista 
11llXH:IU: 

DAVID T; REES 
Mexico Oil Consultant 
Consullor-Pcrito, Pctroleo de Mexico 
M\llllllf-.fil'lltll/11111 

ALAN CRANSTON 
United States Senator 
Senador de los Estados Unidos 
WlllJ~,1/il~ 

RICHARD MORGAN 
Anti Busing Clergyman 

DEMOCRATA 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

Clcrigo opuesto al transporte de alumnos por medio de autobuses 
JJ(J\t+,11.i)~¼\'l:\hh 

' 

~:llA'i :fiJJ~ 
-::Ju\04=-7'n s a 

Vote for Ona 
~~ ~ Vote por Uno PPl ,-

108 ~ 

110 ~ 

112 ~ 

114 --
116 --

Vote for Ona 
~~ {& Vote por Uno pp:j' ,-

121 • 
123 • 
125 ). 

127 ). 

I 



2 DEMOCRATIC 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

DEMOCRAT A 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

:::. _. Representative In Congress, 5th District Vote for One 
Vote por Uno ii Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 5 m~m~~ ;;r1.li~U@: 

;;1-,--JO_H_N_L_,_B_U_RT_O_N ____________________________ _ 

ffi ~ Member of Congress, 5th District 136 ): zc:, 8 ~ Miembro dcl Congrcso, Distrito 5 
1111r.mu, m.m~IM. 

State Senator, 5th District Vote for One ¾li,'1~ ~ 
Senador Estatal, Distrito 5 fM~~~l /,•A•1t•1m{tifi Vote por Uno iWJ~- -

;,J ) - il:.: m!. 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

, ... 
wi! 
§i! 
t- II) 

5"' 
~~ 
C,CI:::, 
~ ... 
w5 

Member of the Assembly, 17th District Vote for One t- II) ~r'fjH ~ :!: ui tr,J~- -
II) !!I Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 17 fl·lff~:lf1~ , ... \" I t ·.·,.,1··· Vote por Uno !if,· ~- il-r~ 1111. 

WILLIE L, DROWN, JR. 154 • Assemblyman/ Allorncy 
Asnmblcistn Estatal/ Abogado 
JHm,:1'U, t11011i 
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3A DEMOCRATIC 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, .1980 

DEMOCRATA 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

Member, County Central Commmee, 17th District ~l=J=l;k:~~111 
Mfembro del Comlta Central del Condado Dlstrlto 17 ~\··r-f:::; r1•---, Mi; uu. 

RICHARD G. TULLIS 
Deputy Attorney General/ Procurador General Delegado 1,111i1i/1'.J:1\1'(1 

JULIE TANG 
Community College Counselor/Consejero dcl Colcgio de In Comunidad ,1il/M.:l,1)V/\!/•:\/il/llJ 

TONY KILROY 
Civil Engineer/ lngeniero Civil ,1·;,f,:1:1:m11 

IDA HOFF 
Homemaker/ Ama de Cnsa ·~JiJ'.,1)4,, 

ELLA HILL HUTCH 
... c:, Incumbent/ En el cnrgo lJHl:Url·-l:/~\\~;•l'll~-2.5!Ht-tdl 

!I ANTHONY L. HEAD 
•5 Attorney/ Abogado J/1//J/i 

ic1 AL LANNON 
u Q Union Orricial/Funcionario de Union :r:!1n!H-I 
~-!41 WILL LEONG z!:: Public Administrator/ Administrador Publico 0.M iJ'O,U ::a ::I c:aa DICK PABICH uu 

Poll1ical Consultant/Consulcor Politico 1({(//111111111 
AGARJAICKS 

Incumbent/ En cl cargo JJ!1T,U\·l·-l:/~1!lf,o/ 1~~-*I-I !1·t!lJ 
ALBERTA MARIE JACKSON 

Administrator/ Administrador 1 N'<Al.l 
ANNE BELISLE DALEY 

Consultant I Consultor !Iii/Ill 
ROGER DILLON 

Secretary Treasurer I Sccrctario Tcsorcro 11ii-,1f:l1l'1 ,/h/• 

KENNETH JOHN AZBILL 
Legal Assistant/ Asistente Legal !:MIWJJP/l 
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Vote for 8 
~~/\~ Vote por 8 pf':] ' 

163 • 164 • 165 ➔ 
166 ~ 
167 ➔ 
168 ~ 
169 • 170 • 171 ~ 
172 .. 
173 .. 
174 .. 
175 .. 
176 ~ 



~;I!~ W~ DEMOCRATIC 
-::Jt./\~/~f.l S 1:1 PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

DEMOCRAT A 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de Junlo de 1980 

Vote for 8 ffi~A~ Member, County Central Committee, 17th District W*-lfl;R:~ ft fr 
Vote por 8 Mlembro del Comlt6 Central del Condado Dlstrlto 17 ~•t-t;:i~1u· 1 II • R!:I_ 

• 189 BERNICE WONG ASTON 
Utility Worker/Trabajador de Servicio !Z:~~,211~:c)I. 

• 190 TERRENCE R\' AN 
Law Enforcement Administrator/ Administrador de Aplicacion de la Ley rMtnirx.AU 

• 191 TERENCE A, REDMOND 
Attorney at Law/ Abogado {l!01li 

• 192 STEPHEN WILLIAMS 
Personnel Administrator/ Administrador de Personal NIIH1 i1fJCAU 

• 193 LULA M, CARTER 
Teacher/Community Volunteer/Maestro/Voluntario de la Comunidad fxli\i/ nilll.'iilit~ Au 

• 194 GWENN CRAIG 
Appointed Incumbent/ Nombrado y en el cargo H:rir,J.Jl.H:1'\·l··l::l~(ll\li•I• !Jc1dHf1:l~ 

• 195 RONALD MERENBACH 
Attorney at Law/ Abogado W,l,li 

4 196 RICK STOKES 
Attorney/ Abogado n1,11\i 

• 197 EDWARD J, SAMBUCETI 
Sales Representative/ Representante de Ventas ~IS\'J1~V.I\ 

• 198 WA\'NE FRIDA\' 
Business Person/ Negocios 11~ A 

• 199 OWEN R, BRAD¥ 
Appointed lncumbent/Nombrado yen el cargo lT:6/imH:!.fl·l·tli~llt\,1!1!1-.~l~tr1il:l 

• 200 MAR\' VAIL 
Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!H:1'\·l··t::l~,ill\11'*1l<U U~U 

• 201 JEROME M. GARCHIK 
Labor Lawyer/ Abogado Laboral '¾·Itl'.\11\i 

• 202 LARR¥ GRIFFIN 
District Attorney Investigator/ Jnvestigndor del Fiscal de Distrito JU!1i~t;i1'.l',~HcA.U 
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PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. . . 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: 

To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the . 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card ,in· the hole at the point ·ot the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for .whom you desire .to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
bla'nk space provided for that. purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. . 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". · 

. All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board me,riber and obtain another. 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL . REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. · 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, pertore la balota en el circulo que sefiala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la bal.oto en el circulo qu~ seftala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo par quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 

Para votar par un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el. titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el'Sobre de la Balota. 

Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el circulo que sefiala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o des·pues de la palabra "NO". . 

Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. 
Mffl!Wtff:&JJUcHi.ztrJLitdll.l:tr:fL; ,..iM!fflll.lllH. 

mJt~n~: 
U~M-~-9'-Jf.£,fiiJ;Jtftt!UA '· ffl-!Ed J:. fillJ1WrffiZ ~ .MHT:/l ~ 1lll·~!lfijjimJ9ttJJ: 

MAfiil~--~,ffl-!E~fflJ:~mPfiffi~~~QA~,ah~~B'-J~~AtrR,rn~ 
11ffl~~il~~lEAft 0 

ii~*~ ~F ~ i'.tr-J'iEt~A 1 fflll:(£ ~F~ lEH A~M ffl~ rtril~ ffil£ ~ti.J: ~rit QA 
-~~-ti.~ftt!JT,J~~D . 

Uff:fiiJil* 'fflll-tEU.l:triiiJi§iffi'. Y'BS. ~ "llO. ~tt-tHL D 

il~J:~~--~~9~~~,p~~-D 
tl¾t'r.:(£~JUWJ:tr1Lffl7 , ~~!lx:~M7 ; 11xfJi~J' .. ~Ul7,11:11i{5.EUAIT-Jil~ftlN, ~ 

~tt~~~~~~-~IT-Jkilft,~~~-~affl 0 

TO CONTINUE YOUR VOTING 

GO 
TO N'EXT 

PAGE 
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4 PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oliclna #1 

RA \'MOND J. ARATA, JR. 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
Jil!h/J.1,, 

ESTELLA DOOLE\' 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Defensor de oricio en jcfe 
111/'lii"'f///,./;'rlff/'1:,:, 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oficina #2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Jucz, Ju1.gado Municipal 
Jlll.li/Jj:c 

WILUAM J. MALLEN 
Deputy City A11orncy 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 du junlo du 1980 

••~,~~~·z -

~~,~~'fil·z= 

Ayudam/: del conscjero legal de la ciudad 
l,\l/1/ii/'illi 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oficina #1. :i&jJ°~~~'§·z--JERR\' LEVITIN 

Municipal Courl Commissioner 
Comisionado, Juzgado Municipal ' 
JU!/JIJ;l\,.~ll 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
Deputy City Auorney 
Abogado de In Ciudad Delegado 
MIJijif)'Jl1!1 

INA G\'EMANT 
Deputy Allorncy Gcncrnl 
Procurndor General Delegado 
1,11Jtol/J.i\lil<. 

V. RO\' tEFCOURT 
·Chief Trial Auorncy 
Abogado Jcfc de J uicios 
lil/'Jli"'11//,.l:·,t,r/'1:i11 

Vote for One ~~-16 
Vote por Uno 

213 • 
215 • 

Vote tor One ~~ 16 
Vote por Uno 

PP.I; 0
-

220 • 
222 • 

Vote for One -~i~l±-~ 
Vote por Uno ppjkls :J 

227 • 
229 )J 

231 )J 

233 • 
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5 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, FOR 235-. 
1 Provides for II bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for this program. AGAINST 236-. 

I FOR 237'-. 
11 2 VETERANS BOND ACT OJ,' 1980, Provides for II bond issue of $750,000,000 io 

provide form and home aid for California veterans. AGAINST 238 ~ 

3 STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for aheration or modi- YES 239--. 
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No im-
mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost avoidance. , NO 240-+, 

LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval for such sti1tc 
YES '241 _. 

4 public body projects, Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure. Fiscnl NO 242 _. impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen-
dit~ires for low rent housing, · 

i/ 
5· FREEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for YES ·244-. 

refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impac_t: No significant fiscal impact. NO 245-+, 
I 
II 

6 REAPPORTIONMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution YES 246 _. 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalizntion districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. NO 247-. 

7 DISASTER ASSISTANCE. Permits governmental aid to persons. in removing debris YES 248 _. 
from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or·cmergencics. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or local costs. N-0 -249-. 

I, YES 250 _. I 

j, 8 ENERG\' FACILITIES, Legislature may authorize stnte revenue bonds lo fin,111cc 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect cos1s, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

NO 251_. 

9 TAXA'flON, INCOME, Provides personal income taxes not exceed 50% of 1978 rn1es. YES 253 ~· 
Ends business inventory taxation. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduclion of in-
come ta)( revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thcre.ifter. NO ·254--.. 
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governmcnls, com-
mencins in 1980-81. 

10 RENT. Permits rem control only ~y vqter approved local ordinances. Permits annual YES 256-. 
increases pursuant to specified standnrds,-Fiscal impnct: No slate fiscal effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance administration. NO 257 _.. 

11 TAXATION, SUR'fAX. Levies n 100/o surtax 011 California oil companies' business in- YES 258 _.. 
come: funds ahernative trunsit, fuels. Allows investmen1 tax credit. Fiscal impa,·t: 
Depending on amount of tax credits claimed, stale revenue increases of $150 - $420 NO 259 ~ million (1980-81) nnd $16~ - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Exlsling s1aiu1cs 
distribute one-half of increase lo locul governments. 

12 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

• 235 FAOoR •~ 1 PROGRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRA$ DE PARQUES Y RE, ltlJ1lt!ft/nf<J!fliz•l'/ilt,l#'J'i,ilil/11. 
CURSOS RENOVABLES. Hace pos/ble una emlslon de bonos de j,'/{Jt;~Mil"lf1\JL"f-1,:1·1m,1d':-lltlll/l:·tlttri,illlil. 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa, ~ 236 EN &ft 

CONTRA 

~ 237 FAeOR -~ 

♦ 238 co~~RA &Jt 

2 ACTA OE BONOS DE VETERANOS Of: 1980. H·ace poslble una -JLI\O!J'jJJ/VdJ0.//W,t-?. 
emlsl6n de bones de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla J,'11Jt: /tril:JtUi-T·,~\11:0.f,'., JflhHilfll/J/Jll111iJJl'l:A 
para granjas y resldenclas para los veteranos de California. tl'!;ili!'.MfliJ)'l· • 

..,,,,t.,.' A 
~ 239 FAVOR -~ 

• 241 FA◊oR -~ 

,._ 242 · cot1RA &.ft 

• 244 
• 245 EN rn@f. 

CONTRA j.l<J>l 

.. 246 FA~OR fl'~ 
• 247 co~~RA J.ffi · 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL.-Llmlla las autorlza
clones para la alteraci6n o modlflcacl6n def edlflclo y los muebles 
def Capltollo hlst6rlcamente ·restaurados. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun 
efeclo fiscal lnmodlato. Podrfa evltar costos futuros. 

4 VIVIENDAS OE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Elfmlna la actual aproba• 
cl6n prev\a elecci6n para dlchos proyectos de entldades publlcas 
estatales .. Sustltuye el procedlmlento de avlso publlco y referen, 
dum. lrnpacto fiscal: Reduce fos coiitos elec1orales en una cantf, 
dad manor. Poslbles lncrementos futures en gastos para vlvl• 
endas de alquliercs ba)os. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohfbe cftacfones de des11cato contra 
empleados de los medlos nollclosos por rehusarse a dJvuJgar In, 
tormacl6n o (uentes. lmpacto tlscal: Nlngun impaclo fiscal 
slgnlflcanle. · 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en forma modi· 
tlcada dispo·s1ciones de la Constlluci6n que se relaclonan con ef 
nuevo prorraleo de los distrftos def Senado, la Asamblea, el Con• 
greso y la Junta de lguallzacl6n. lmpacto tlscal: Nlngun e(ecto tis• 
cal dlrecto. 

!Hf'10'JHffI*-, IYWll"tfllii!'{~~••UJl.fl'.9f·IH0'Jllf'l! 
!1J!'j·:.111\l.!1ii~. IIWi\VF\', .f111.111Ji;.0·1111.r~:;,;,•,~•, n[fii: 
rJ;1l·M"llO'Jllil !:·. 

lffdllfl:i;:. l['{/l'IIJtfiZ 1!/',i!, OJJ,fi:l\J,';j1:l)!i1Q 
;/,l;tfIil!W1rfl·hf1,l/.f0.jl,/~Ji!I01.ll·J/1J, 1tt.J1~1M': 
{<j,f1J,i,l/;1;m-r;. IJjif{'.(t,~1: JiUJ,ii)l:lf!H<rf/l~f,Jfl'iiJ{. 
Wt/lH.l'lfft fill 1:hl.n'J/-:< i!lil/B'lttlJII. 

/Ill~, f' I,,, .. V;il:111 ni·IJl)(11/ t,r,w ), IJ /JHl!l/ii,l;j~ 
r!'i.i'.!.~!i1Mi1,i,tJ:J.11//;qill'Jf\, IIW,tt•,~•: .lir,r..M:ifll<f', 
i\;\,l.l!l,. 

.1~11,,(0:11fll'lill1Jt,J-, Jf'.l/',t·, fl'~iEf1Jtli ,:r:./-:,/J;O'Jf, 
·l'tai,:tl;, J11.l'/Mt,:i:1;,t, ltl'lH.fll'/''111/ .. !.:/:l,l,\0'J ,r,m 
11111ri-. 111,r<1\,'.YV: .1.,w1ftrt-~•1~,. 

.. 248 FA◊OR ff~ 

• 249 co~~RA Ixlt 

7 ASITENCIA DE OESASTRES. Permlte asJslencla gubernamental a .J.',!i<, t~,f.t','(!~;), !i<nilfi•~IJ/'.:'1.//!;(1'111.'ilf',1//llf.i-,'; 
personas para la remocl6n de escombros de propiedad particular A.i1eJ.'/(lt:J'i,II/J,. J:tl/,A,qw:f:<l</,!;1111,~J1ifi~'l1/J, uw, 
en areas mayores de desastre o emergencfa declaradas por el 
Presfden1e. rmpacto fiscal: Ningun coslo estalal o focal direclo. 11;•n1, r-11-1·1,&:J11!}1,P,l(-/J11(i/Cfl,)'.f,f:ii. 

A . 
• 250 FAVOR ff~ 
.- 251 co~~RA &It· 

ft INSTALACIONES OE ENERGIA. La Leglsla1ura podra au1orlzar 
bonos de ingresos estatales para tlnanclar /nslalaclones de 
tuenles allernatlvas de energfa y arrendar o vendor dichas lnstala• 
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun efeclo llscal dlrecto. Poslbles 
coslos lndlrectos fuluros, aumentos de redltos y perdldas de 
redltos . 

.J... 2 3 A ... g FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. ING RESOS. D/spone · que las rm-"""' 5 FAVOR ~~ puestos persona/es a la renta no excederan 50% de las lasas de 
---------- 1978. Exenta a los lnvenlarfos comerclales de 10s lmpueslos sabre """"- 254 EN J.i'Jlll.f, la propiedad. lmpaclo fiscal: Reduccl6n de·redllos de lmpuestos a 
....,._.. CONTRA ~l la renla de $4.9 inll mlilones en 1980·81 y reducclones suslan· 

clales de ·ahf en adelan1e. Aeducclon sustanclal en gaslos 
eslalales lncluyendo aslsloncla a goblernos locales, comenzando 
en 1980·81. """"- 256 A -~ 1 O ALOUILER. Permltc control def alquiler solamen1e por media de 

~ FAVOR >'\I'~ estatutos locales aprobados par los volantes. Permlte aumentos 
_____ ...,,,.....___ anuales conformes a normas especiflcadas. fmpacto fiscal: Nin-""""- 257 EN ~ oun efeclo fiscal eslalal. Aumenlos de coslos gubernamentales 
~ CONTRA · locales para elecciones y posfble adminlslracl6n de aQravlos. 

• 258 FA~OR ff~· 11 ,':i!it~~!0~ ~pu~~iou!~~~f~m~~ia~i;
5J~ 1f0f~~~~eM:iN,~~~~~o 

·cornercial de las compa/\fas pelroleras para tlnanclar servlc/os alterna""""- 259 EN Fri'IU lives y combusllbles. Perrnlle un credllo de impueslos por inversion. 
~ CONTRA ~l lmpaclo liscal: Dependlendo de la canlidad de credllos de lrnpueslos 

recfamados, podrfan ocurrir aumentos de redllos eslatales de $150 a 
$420 millones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 rnlllones (1981·82). La rnltad def 

__________ aumento se repartirfa onlre los gobiernos locales. 

lmi11,,;i',i:Jili. irWft,'f. nfttfHt~i l Nl·lfli.4'r.~i,, 1,1 
&Nlfa.nf fJ\..1<:i'•l'0',1il\;ll;\,i'l'filii:J/t, ,If'. nf !11 \', i•UII 1'i 
ii~,:il:lrll,. Utif',\t.•~:, !Hl1([}i;.1JWd\i',.~'. H~1, nffif;-li 
lil11i::n:1 H:'1 1/, Jfr IJUHI.AJ11Mi'J-·!~.A., 

,l!![Q, A..t'.!., llt/L't:ll~l•l!fl,',I J,/1/ii!IHi,;H/JiN-
1L-l:I\ Wlll,'tlO'Jt'i ~};'.:. 1,·+, 11'H Y. ((1'i n!;l,?i ~~.lt'l'l½ 
Y,Hr., IIJ<f',~,;',Y•,': -J1.1\0'i!/\-IF\•l,rl'.fl(1:,il'i1)\ 
WlA.\'.!,fli.111 i·l·JLffot:, t:J./l;•~1Il'\1l~,i,., JIW,1(/0'•1 
!iii ·!i:til.\,1;l':-llil<.Ji<f',1Hn'•I l11Jlll1, :,'!),'.--- Jli\()iiJ\-· 
if'. H ,ll'.f'IIJ.' Jlil~/; J, !, 1'1lliJli, 

/Jl (,r, )1; fllm,I) ,Jit.l<iJt'f ~ Ji!'!\'!J~i.l,,J,ll//lt}c1JlcJ
fjgl'i' /1i1(, ,'; ,i'rYU;1u. W/JIJ ffl' j!l \(ijN/!(IW,iIO':I /~·- ~· ' 
lllif',\\;',Vj': l"-f Hi1f',l/fllllf~ ·IU!!lk<> 'ti', f,tl!,t /J11Jilt)jrl'1 
lf.fO';Jl'.1'1',f"\(jy, 1~11f!jQ:,iJi;O'·J•/YJll•~:nf(ii;l!•t IJII,. 

,l'~N. 1:rtJJUfJt., fi'1J/J11Jl·f.{iilfl~:,;JO~ll'li i'!Jl'Odti' 
lli1'it,J-z·l•1:11JJ11ffr., JllMt:ruu111rr.--l1!,tln'-JJ,ls,;, 
'i'/,i'H\Hi~~.!Jt., llt<1'1\\;',"1i: ~l/.,P.1fi,i,liW.!1i.11(~<\1f,i',U, 
Jl!F,(1/Jnfiilil/-tlJllfli.~'z-fi). h'.'f-1);,J,::Jill''l/i\. :-1-,1;,JL 
( 1980-81) .f11-ft,:J;·Y,··1,:1'i11·:,JcJlfl'l\f(\ L;·f·,'<\ 
1~ ( 1981-82 ) , lt:<\<.t'J'H.",ll'l,;1'il~fiH:; 1\-Jll\}i <1"11(.f, 
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.6 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 261 • A MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divi- NO ·262 • i 
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callforniu to provide 

·i 
funds for mortsage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes · 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

I • . i 
B Shall the Board of su'pervlsors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide YES 264 

mortsagc financing for acquisition, construction or rehablllta1io11 of housing in San • Francisco; the repayment of Joans and monies made available by the Board is the sole NO 265 
source of repayment of the bonds: bonds issued shall not be a. debt or liability of the 
City? ' 

Shall a convention ,facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad- YES 267 • C minlstratlve Officer to manage the city's convention facilities including but not limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general NO 268 • manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? 

:1 YES 270 • D Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra-
I tion and finance, a deputy director for program ·and evaluation, a deputy director for NO 271 • jl community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
I 

I 
exempt from civil service? 

ii ,, 
YES 273 !)Iii ·E Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and rcmov~ 

associate administrators exempt from civil service: continuing. civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? · · NO 274 !)Iii 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, e"cept arson YES 275 • ;:i F investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
'I work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a connagration, disaster or sud- ' NO 276 • :1 den and une"pected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not I 

violate the 48,7 hour work week nor the 24 consecqtlve hours? 

YES 278 • H Shall all temporary city employees with a period ot' service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? NO 279 • 
Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service YES 280 • System? NO 281 • YES 282 • J Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? NO 283 • • 
Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing YES 284 !)Iii 

K officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? NO 285 • 

i 
I 
1,: 
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.. ·26.1 SI -~ 
_. 262 NO lUt 

..-264 SI -~ 
_. 265 NO.rut 

..-2&1 SI -~ 
~268 NO litlt 

• 270 SI-~ 
..-211 NO lilt 

• 273 SI 1'~ 
.. 274 NO !Ut 
.. 275 SI Jt~ 
• 276 

♦ 278 SI•~ 
♦ 279 NO &ft 

• 280 SI-~ 
• 281 NO M 

♦ 282 SI -~ 
♦ 283 NO M 
♦ 284 SI ff~ 
_.. 285 NO lfi.tt 

A 

B 

C 

D 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CDNDADO 

B0N0S HIP0TECAAI0S: tDebe la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emltlr bonos h~otecarlos por auma no superior a 
$100,000,000 bajo la Divis! n 31, Parte 5 del COdiP.o de Salud y 
Segurldad del Eatado da Callfornla para fondos def nanclamlento 
hlpotecarlo, para compra, construccl6n o meJora de casas en la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

LDebe el ConseJo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emltlr bonos . 
~ara flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrir, construlr o re• 
abllltar vlvlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pr6stamos Y 

dlnero dlsponlble por el Consejo como unlco medlo de pafo de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad 

LDebe crearse un departamento de lnstalaclones de conven.clon• 
es ba)o el ollclal jefe admlnlstratlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones J)ara convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmllarse el 
Brooks Hall, Audllorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 
servlclo civil de empleados actuales? 

iDebe el Director de Salud Publlca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl6n y flnanzas, otro de programa y evalua• 
cl6n, otro de prdgramas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor.dei Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servlclo 
civil? 

E iDebe el Admlnlstrador del Hospltal General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servtclo clvll los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F lDeben empezar a las 8 de la manana todos los turnos de trabaJo 
de oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvesllgadores de 
lncendlos premedllados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mAs de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecutlvo, excepto por conflagracl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y ref)enllna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48.7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecullvas de trabajo? 

H LDeben se'r mlemb;os d·el Servlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo fllado por el Conse)o 
de Supervlsores? 

lDeben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los ml em bros del Con.' 
seJo de Supervlsores? , . 

J LDebe ser el sueldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los beneflclos 
anuales? 

K lDebe lntervenlr un funclonarlo de audlencla, empleado bajo con• 
trato por el Consejo de Retlro, en ausenclas y retlros por lncapacl• 
dad o permlsos y flJarse procedlmlentos de apelacl6n? 
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PRIMARY ELECTION, - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an 
ordinance, pursuant to California Public Utilities· Code Sections 99500 through 99509, 

· imposing a tax of one cent (S0.01)' on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 
feel of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 
and County of San Francisco? 

Shall the rohibitlon that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be delete ? • . 

Shall 25% of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors 
shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city's 
investment in the Airport? 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by Imposing an additional 
tax of I. 75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotels in the City and County of San 
Francisco after July 1, 1980? 

Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
the members and be amortized over a period not \o exceed 20 years? 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended 10 increase the 
rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in• 
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? · 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 
10% surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 
per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior 10 the effective date of this 
ordinance? 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively 
by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of nil local revenues 10 be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring 
an ~mployment reduction tnx; prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents? 

YES 287 
NO 288 

YES 290 
NO 291 

YES 292 
NO 293 

YES 294 
NO 295 

YES 29& 
NO 297 

YES 298 
NO 299 

YES 301 
NO ·302 

YES 303 
NO 304 

YES 305 
NO 306 

YES 308 
NO 309 

• • •• ■ 

• • 
•• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • 
• • 
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• 287 SI•~ 
.. 288 NO Bi:• .. 290 SI•~ .. 291 NO&lt .. 292 SI•~ .. 293 NOut 
~ 294 SI :Rlil .. 295 NO lUt 
_,. '296 SI-"~ 

• 297 NO&.lt 

• 298 SI -~ • 299 NO lUt 

• 301 
♦ 302 NO &It 

♦ 303 
♦ 304 NOM 
♦ 305 SI Jf~ 
._ 306 NOJ.Ut 

♦ 308 SI l'f~ 
♦ 309 NO &fl 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIDNES PARA CIUDAD Y CDNDADD 

L iDebe promulgar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervlsores de la 
Cludad v Condado de San Francisco, segun el C6dlgo de Servlclo 
Ptlbllcos de Callfornla, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0.01) por galen combustible de motor (o 100 pies cllbl· 
cos de gas natural comprlmido combustible de motor) vendldo en 
la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco? 

M tDebe suprlm/ree la llmllaclon de tarlfas dei tranvla de cable a las 
de otroa tranvJaa locales municlpatea? 

N tDebe establecerse r,or ordenanza translerlr al fondo general 
come devoluclon de nverelon de la Cludad en el Aeropuerto el 
25% o menos de lngresos que no son de Uneas a6reae? · 

0 ORDENANZA: LDebe enmendarse el fmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de 1.75 sobre el actual lmpuesto de ocupacl6n de 
habllacl6n de hotel en la Cfudad y Condado de San Francisco 
despu6s del 1 de jullo de 1980? 

p iDebe fundarse el costo base del Sistema de Retire en fa vfda 
media de trabalo de los mlembros y amorlfzarse en perfodo no 
superior a 20 anos? 

a ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse fa Ordenanza de fmpuesto 
sobre Gastos de Nomfna aumentando el lfpo sobre nomlnas y 
sobre lmpuesto de negocfos a parlfr def 1 de Julio de 1980, 

R ORDENANZA: tDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de impuesto de 
F.stacionamlento con sobrecarga de 10% def lmpuesto por es
paclo en los estaclonamlentos? 

S ORDENANZA: iDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuestos de 
Negocfos lncfuvondo lmpuesto de $250 anuaf por $1000 de in
gresos brutes de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucralfvas? 

T ORDENANZA: iDeben rescindlrse ios Bones de Alcantarlliado 
aprobados por 10s votantes el 2 dti novlembre, 1976 y no vendfdos, 
y dfsponer qua la Cfudad cumpla sus obllgacfones con fos bonos 
vendidos antes de la lecha do vigor de esta ordenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: tDebe IIJar el Consejo de Super
vlsores lmpuestos de grandes negoclos qua cubran 60%, al 
menos de fos lngresos para vlendas, oscuefas y colegfo de la 
eluded; reducfr fmpuesto de ompfeo; prohlblr aumento de Im· 
puestos y derechos de resldentes? 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

INA GYEMANT 
My occupation is Deputy Attorney Gene~al of Califor
nia: 
My education and qualifications are: Born in San 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
keley. Hastings Law Scltool, selected for Law Review. 
· I have hact extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for tlte At
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for the California Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me first-hand knowledge of the 
probfems that exist in our Courts. 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge I 
will protect the ri&hts of victims and tlie safety of the 
general public wli1le at the same time protecting the 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-liand
ed administration of justice. 

My ,supporters include eleven past Presidents, San -Francis
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW former Legal· Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Maric-Victoire. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occupation is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. 
My t.-ducation and qualifications arc: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate witti trial and judicial experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tern and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducing court appearances for parking cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising a reporting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers, 
speakin$ before community groups and teaching at 
local universities. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from all political viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp, Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scoll, Leroy King, 
Millon Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson Chung, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Martin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zurelli Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinelle, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

V. ROY LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Defender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Specialist; formerly attorrtcy with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, . 
Labor); marriecl, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social ls
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a· skilled administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventing the 
revolving-door syndrome of crime. 

I am the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handlin~ 2700 cases annually; 
- is trained in business administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices in courts every day working with 

judges, prosecutors and public. 
My sponsors arc: Sheriff Michael ·Hennessey; Supervisor 

Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My l'Cl11cation and qualification!l are: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law School. 

I will instill confidence in the judicial system 
through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorne)', I 
have. protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continu~ to play politic_s with people's lives. 
We must continue to believe in a no-nonsense ap
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripina 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del' Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williams. This portion of the pnmpltlet docs not contain II complete list of c1111dld11tcs; 11 complete list 11ppe11rs on 
the Smuplc D111lot. These statements ore volunteered by the c1111dld11te und 11rl11ted ut cu11dld11tcs' expense. 
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ·ARATA, JR. 
My. age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my feflow 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Juaicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served in the 
Army and practiced law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am the only 
candidate with proven legal exl'erience and knowledge 
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement tias made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymoncl Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; Gwenn Craig; Marsaret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Atleen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneyi: Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harry Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, Zeppelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. My occupation is Deputy City A11orney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and qualifications arc: I am a native 
My education and qualifications arc: I have been a San Franciscan, graduated fr

1
om St. . Ignat\us '5.4, 

judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment U.S.F. 58, U.S.F. Law School 61. Married, nme cl11l-
m 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Attomey. Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Allorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
tice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice 

During my six years on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over all civil and criminal departments. I recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment pro~rams. l under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tem Judge of the stand the necessity for effective Judicial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
program conducted in conjunction with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. 
Courljudges. My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and mumties as indicated by my list of sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. ' Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinelle Alioto. Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey. Thomas Hayes. Cecil Wil-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney, John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch, Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn. 'Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella, Robert Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel ovo,y, Alexander Balfour Chinn, Donald Friend, Ben-
Martinez, William J. Murphy. John B. Molinari, jamm James, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy, Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith, Ling-
A. Sutro, Michael Salarno. Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang, Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar. Paul Fay. 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh. 

This porllon of lhc p11mphlcl docs 1101 co11lul11 n complclc list of c11ndldulcs; 11 complete list 11p11curs 011 
lhe Sumple IJullol. These s1111e111cnls urc volunlecrcd by lhc c1111dld111c nnd prlnlcd 111 c1111dld11tes' expense, 
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HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco- lHue revenue 
bond1 In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pur1uant to Dlvl1lon 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide fund, for 
mortgage financing of the purcha1e, con1tructlon ar Improvement of home• In the City 
and County of San Francl1eo? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing hou~ing 
mortages. _These funds could be used to buy, build, 

Controller's Statement on ''A" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted. in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC- ' 
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTIC"I AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. . 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortga$e 
revenue bonds a!1d has further .d~ly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under D1v1s10n 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the State of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges, would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on "A" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 

on the question of placing proposition A on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

52000, et seq,), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of Sun Francisco as follows: 
Sect10n I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered ancl will 6e held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city and coun
t{ the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, et seq.), as 11 may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Continued 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REVENUE B()ND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposit_ion A gives working _San . Franciscans a 
chance for better housing. It authorizes $ 100 inillloh 
for mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition A 
wilf provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current high interest ,rate. The 
lower .rates will help young families buy homes in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City inust take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective ·step to assure beue_r 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A will provide funds at the lower inter
. est rate at no cost to the taxpayers. The bonds will 
. be secured by the value· of the housing itself and will 

be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst 'housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these ~onds are exempt from .federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loan 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. · ·· 

If Propositions A and B are passed by the voters. 
the Board · of Supervisors, together ·with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and B are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND D 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
League of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just' phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 

1 

· 
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HOUSING REVENUE: BONDS (" fM~':ttJl~T ) 
. 'PROPOSITION B 

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, l11ue bonds _to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabllltatlon of housing In San Fran
cisco; the repayment of loans and monies made avallable by the Board 11 the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds l11ued shall not be a debt or llablllty of the 
City? · 

·Analysis 
By Ballot Simplificatio11 Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty- of California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must be ap-
proved by a majority of the voters. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 8 would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying. building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on 11 8'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Propqsition B: 
"Should the · proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted, in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of govern men I." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION 8 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of these 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bo.nds 
for housing~ Voter approval would not be necessary._ 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If yo·u vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage 
bonds for housing. · 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 8'' 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed l,.awson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), ilia Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Oist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris ·ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). , 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at tt,e polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

VOTE YES 9N PROPOSITION B 
As i.ndicated previously in the handbook, Proposi

tion B relates to Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the construe-

tion of multi-unit resi~e1itial housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q41en1i11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCinn 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately half the current 

. interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes, Nothing is more urgent in San Francisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco, 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of San Francis
cans, Presently. the City · Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of· revenue bonds. ·These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing· bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your vote for Proposition B will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Fra11ciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election, Congress is considering legislation 
on local housing bonds, and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Diam,e Fei11s1ei11 
Mayor 

Argument, printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION B 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it ,is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

·s<.-c. 7.310 Douds for fimmcing the ac,1ulsltion, construction 
or rehabilitation of housing. 

(a). Notwithstanding the voter 11p11rov11I rC111liremen1s in 
Section 7.300, the board of supervisors 11111y, by ordinance, 
from lime to time authorize the iss111111ce of bonds to estab• 
lish 11 fund for the purimse of providing mortg11ge financiug 
for the acquisition, conslruction, or rehabilitutlon of housing 
in the Clly 1111d County of San Francisco, or for the pur11ose 
of refunding such bonds. The Issuance of such bonds shull 
be pursuunt to procedures 11dopted by ordin1111ce of the board 
of supcnlsors. The rep11yment of principul, interest and other 
churges on such loans to property owners, together with such 

other monies ns the board of supenlsors may, In Its discre• 
tion, 11111ke available therefor, shall be the sole source of 
funds pledged hy the city and county for rep11y111enl of such 
bonds, Bonds issued under the provisions of this section shull 
not be deemed to constitute 11 . debt or liubility of the City 
nnd County of Snn Francisco or II pledge of the foith 1111d 
credit of the City 1111d County of Sun Frnncisco, 
but sl111II ·be payable solely from the funds specified in this 
section. The issuance of such bonds sh11II not directly, h11li
rectly, or contingently obllgute the board of supel'l'isors to 
levy or to pledge any form of taxation whatever therefor or 
to m11ke 11ny npproprhltion for their payment, 

(b) Nothing in this section shall affect the authority of the 
bo11rd of snpel'l'isors lo 11uthorize the issuance of bonds 
under any other applicable provision of this Ch11rter or uny 
other 11pplic11ble provisions of the general l11ws of the State 
of C111iforni11. 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
. PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention °facllltles management department be created under the Chief Ad• 
mlnlstratlve Officer to manage the cities' convention facllltles Including but not llmlted 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man• 
ager and nece11ary .employee• and preserving clvll service rights of present em• 
ployees? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplication Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The management of the ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate. The Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention_ Facilities Management. 
This department would have complete responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities, including but not 
limited to, Brooks Hall. Civic Auditorium. and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer. The general 
manager of this department would be appointed by-

Controller's Statement on 11 C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the tiscal i1npact of Proposition C: 
"Should the proposed Charter a111endi11ent be 

adopted, in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost. of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C . . 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 1 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth-
eses)). · 

3.SIO Governmental Services. Purchasing, Real Estate. Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health. and County 
Agricultural Department: l-lcalth Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Facilities 
M111111geme11t 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~ecl with 
specific 1·urisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section · l.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter. be allocated 
by the chief adn:inistrative officer., among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
24 

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
~epartment from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their.civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat
·ed which would have complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 C" 
On March ·J9 the l)oard of Supervisors voted 7-4 

.on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors I Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
10). . 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. ·s). Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Dist. 11 ), 

voters. recorder, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative ofticcr, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
may rcmovi.: an attorney. I-le may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses. and the operation of central 

(Co11ti1111ed on Page 77) 



CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions have become San Francis
co's most important industry. pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive, 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use of its convention facilities, This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center. now under construction, in which 
the City is investing over $100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Moscone Con
vention Center. The Department Manager w\ll be ap
pointed by and report to the City'.s Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing Civil Service 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable con
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
S11pervb·or Edw"rd l111Vso11 

Endorsed by: 
Q11e111i11 Kopp, Supervisor 
John Molinari, Supervisor 
Loui.l'e Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol R111/i Silver, Supervisor 
Dori.I' W""'· Supervisor 
Ro1:er Boa.I', Chief Administrative Officer 
Geor,;e Christopher, Former Mayor 
Jo/r11 B11r/Jllge/a1,1 
Gordon L,111 
Alfred Nelder 
Ro11"/d Pelo.l'i 
Peter T11111aras 
Thomas Mel/011 
Le/"11d Lt1wr11.1·, Chairman Mayor's Select Committee 
Lollis B0111111/e, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College 
Mt1ri•i11 Cardoza 
Rinaldo Car11111::i 
Bill Ches/er, Labor Consullant 
William D"uer, President Chamber of Commerce 
Je.\'.\' E'.rte1•t1, Publisher Mabuhay Republic 
Jim 1/emum, President ILWU 
Mr.1·. May/in Low 
Cyril Ma,:,1i11 
Lloyd Pj111eger, General Manager, Downtown Association 
Leonard Rogers, President Western Merchandise Mart 
A Ihm Sm1111el1·, Jr, 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C. the charter amendment to consolidate 
the City's convention facilities management operations 
in one department. is a step in the right direction 
towards efficiency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium · and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective, efficient and economical operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's allraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would be in a better position to max
imize the use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduling and staff utilization. Convention and trade 
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

agement and staff to coordinate their activities and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as a catalyst 
for the generation of employment for city residents 
and for millions in local tax dollars. Proposition C 
will ensure that these facilities can meet those expec
tations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submilled by: 
Superl'isor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FOUR·PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com
munity health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all exempt 
from clvll service? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the administrator of Laguna · 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil -service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of govern111ent." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bohl-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

3.510 <;Jovernmcntal Ser~i~cs, Purcl\asing. Real Estate. Pub
he Works; Electnc1ty, Pubhc Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; and 
Coroner's Office. 

The functions. activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~ed with 
spccilic jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions or 
section l 1.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter. be allocated 
by the chief administrative oflicer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions a,1d personnel of the oflices of registrar of 
voters. recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative oflicer, 
26 

ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status appointed to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the director of public health to have the 
power to appoint three deputy directors and one 
111ore hospital ad111inistrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on ''D" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Hora11zy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 

may remove an attorney. He •~1ay also appoint such assis
tant attorneY,s _as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropnat1on ordmancc. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages l)nd sh?ps, and shall he administered by the pur
ch_as.er o! sup_plies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
m1111strat1ve olficer and shall hold office al his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri&ht-of-way agent and 
also_ th~ control, management and leasmg of the exposition 
aud1tonum. 

(Continued 011 Page 80) 



FOUR PUBLIC HEA.L TH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment. will not add any addi

tional positions, change any salaries. or increase any 
costs. 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. · 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart-
ment, and the City at large. · 

In other major City Departments, 
port, Public Utilities Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John l. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, S11pervisor 
Ella /Iii/ ll111cl,, S11pervisor 
Nancy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, S11pervl.wr 
Roger Boas, CA 0 
Dr. Mer~1111 Silverma11, Director of Ilea/tit 
Plllricia M. Fong, Member, Comm1111ity Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Actio11 Officer WBSIIA Govemi11g Body 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neigltborltood Ce/lier 
Yori W,ula, Exec11tive Director Buclta11a11 YMCA 
Margarete Co11110/ly 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advi:;ory Board, SFGII 
Shirle11 Jo11e.1 Rhodes, Executil'e Director S.F. Medical Ce/lier 

011ipatie111 Improvemem Program.i, foe. 
VeraM. Blue 
Enrica A. Z11b11l11, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Cell/er 

0111patie11t l111pro1•eme111 Programs, /11e. 
Artlt11r lat/um, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Eliza/Jeth B. De11e/Jeim, Comm1111ity Memal Health Advisory 

Board Mem/Jer 
Tho11ws J. Me/1011, Former CA 0 
f'.A. Sooy, M. D .. Clumcellor, U11iversity of Califomia S. F. 
Th011u1J· W. Gn:,111, Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fair{11

, M.D .. University of Califomia S.F. Associate 
Dean, SFG/1 

Donald L. Fi11k, M.D., Chief, Medical Staff SFGII 
Selig Gel/er1, M. D. 
J11dge Dorothy Vo11 Bero/di11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand-
picked people. . 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measure to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Margaret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Ar9umcnts printed on this pa9c arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official a9cncy, 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Ho1pltal appoint and remove associate 
administrator• exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll service 1tatu1 for present 
holders of 1ald positions? 

. Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on "E" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in
creasl:! nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren
theses)), 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner) Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char&ed with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section I 1.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by . the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the. offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
28 

persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Frnncisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators. 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10). 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneY,s _as may Ile provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordmance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the oflice of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also. th~ control, management and leasrng of the exposition 
auduonum. 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
funct10ns and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall _be 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor ?f. pu~hc works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
adm1111strat1ve officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 81) 



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them· 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important resources. 

Subtriitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John l. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
1/,irry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ella llil/ l/11tch, Supervisor 
Nancy .G. Walker, Supervisor 
Daris Ward, Supervisor 

Roger Boas, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Silver111a11, Director of Health 
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmalive Action Officer, WDHSA Governing Body .. 
E1rola M. Maxwell, fa-Director Polrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Mar11are1e Cmmolly 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D .. Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
ShirleyJonej' Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Ou1pa1icn1 lmprovcmenl Programs, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enrica A. Zabala, Board ofDireclors, S.F. Medical Center 

Ou1pa1ient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arthur u1than, Chairman, Menrnl Health Advisory Board 
Elizabet/, B. De11ebeim, Community Menial Heallh 

Advisory Board Member 
ThomasJ. Mellon, Former CAO 
F.A. Sooy, M.D .. Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Thomas W. G11~1n, Director, Public Service Programs 
ll.B. Fairlj1, M.D., University of California S.F. 

Associate Dean, SFGH 
Donald L. Fink, M.D., Chief: Medical Slaff SFGH 
Selig Gellert, M. D. 
J11d11e Dorotl(I' Von Beroldi1111e11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator of San Francisco General f:1ospital the 
power to hire and fire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
all highly paid. 

In the past two years, more than IO new positions 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under attack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year, the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budgei · had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authon and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

Workers are needed at the poll• In many 
San Franciaco neighborhood,. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceeitan trabajadorea en lae urna• olectoralo1 
de muchoe barrios en San Franciaco. PrHentoae 

ahoro en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except In case of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
vl.»late the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
members of the San Francisco Fire Department 
may work no more than 14 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48.7 hours in a week, except in cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift. which was passed by 
the voters in 1975, has never been put into effect 
because of court litigation. Firefighters and officers 
now work 24-hour shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter and set 24-hour work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Sh,ould the pr.oposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor de
crease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ({double paren
theses)). 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of de'partment shall recommend and the fire 
commission shall provide by rule for work schedules or 
tours or duty for the officers and members occupying the 
several ranks of the lire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
such ofTicers and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty established for officers and members assigned 
to the lire lighting co111p11nies 111111 firelighting units excepting 
lhe 11rso11 investigation unit, shall st11rl at eight o'clock A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requiring the members of the department 
to remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, ((emer
gency 'or)) disaster, or sudden and unexpccteil emergency of 
30 

and officers, The 48.7 hour work week would 
remain in effect, except in cases of sudden, unex
pected, and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
San Francisco firefighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts. for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want San 
Francisco firefighters and officers lo work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted on .. F" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 
the question of placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

11 temporary 1111t11re requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and members muy ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the lhnilation of 48.7 hours 111 1111y 
11on1111l work week nor twenty-four consecutive hours. Each 
such ofTicer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one (I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the fire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such ollicer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition lo the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 82) 



FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important part of our fire

fighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters. and the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. The Proposition itself is 
lengthy, but the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the Fire Department has been us
ing for more than twenty years. and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of lire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who are responsibile for administering and 
managing the Department are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad-
ministrative procedures and increase their cost: · 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-motivated firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department administrators the 
tools necessary to continue providing excellent lire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F", 

Endorsed by: 
l/e11ry E. Berman, President 
Fire Commission. 
Juanita Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner, 
R"bert Nicco 
Fire Commissioner. 

Curtis McClain 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
tl1111e S. llml'lle11 
Fire Commissioner. 
tl11drew C. Casper 
Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses al your wishes? In November, I 975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers 
and the lire lighters. 

As of this date, almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerful political groups, Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
stein's, Morris Bernstein. and. at the recommendation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check or the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have flip 
flopped and arc in support or this repeal of their law. 
Arc they being honest or are they fr)llowing the well 
travelled path or expediency'? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still valid, 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

to fight fires. 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will not have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6, Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is tilled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at captain's pay. But 
the lieutenant's job then has to be filled through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firelighting by commuters will be reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month, firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of I 00 miles. 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced, 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari have played the same game 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. Thev 
igntwe it. Their actions cost San Frandsen Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

John .I. Barba~efata 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal faced by 

the people of San Francisco. 
In 1975, you, the voters, amended the Charter to 

delete a detail, which should not have been in the 
Charter in the first place, that required all work shifts 
for firefighters to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Supervisor John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa
tigue in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The voters agreed with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48.7 
hours. at a time when most other tire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firefighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours to 48.7 hours 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs per 
year for the San Francisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48.7 work week, with the recom
mendation of all members of the Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work 
shift. 

Now, the proponents want to reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But 
there is no willingness on their part to accept any 
change in the work week - not even to base the 
work week oil that of other California fire depart
ments upon which San Francisco firefighters' salaries 
are based. All of those cities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and s'hifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal. and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the author1 and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

? • 
After you have moved, phone us 

We will mail you a registration form to fill out & mail back. 1~~ 

t.~ 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief, salary, or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 1-1 would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on '' H'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition H: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to futu(e legisla
tion, additional cost of government could be incurred, 
the maximum amount of which could be $3,765,000. 

"But again, in and of itself. this permissive amend
ment to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the Health Ser.vice system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on "H" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 

the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3 ), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

2 

Q- -Q 
-,,, .. ~ .. 

THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 Uolno both hando, insorl tho ballot cord oil tho way Into tho Votomotlc. 
Stop 2 Do sure tho two alots in tho ond of your cord fit down qvor tho two rod pin■. 
Stop 3 To voto, hold tho voting instrument 1traluht up. Punch 1traluht through tho ballot card for tho 
condidotoo of your choico. Do not uoo pon or poncll. 
Stop 4 Voto all POOOD, 
Stop 6 After voting, romovo tho bollot cord from tho votomotic. 
NOTE: If you make o mistake return your ballot cord and obtain another. 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term, 

temporary employees to receive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive no health care 
benefits or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before they · can 
qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 
This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris We1rd 
Ella Hill Hutch 
He1rry Brill 
PeterAl·he 
To111Sca11lo11 

Keith Eichma11 
LeroyKi11g 
Pe11Jackso11 
Bill Kratis 
Bill Me1/le11 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Keamey 
Vince Co11r111ey 
Bill Bradley 
Ce1rol Ruth Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health service benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. · 

First, why docs San Francisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 _in a workforce of 
28.000? (Don't believe. the figure of 5,000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees are hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, how can the City afford the costs of this 
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3.765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July I. 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time. 

Another proposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system, as opposed to paying for individual 
health plans. and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submillcd by: 
Supervisor Quelllin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Mar~aret Q. Warren 

Ar9umont1 printed on this poge are the opinions of th.e authors and havo not beon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-race 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.420 Establishment or and Membership in Health Service 
System. 

A health service system is hereby established as a depart
ment of the city ano county government and shall be sub
;ect to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
'inclusive. Said system shall be administered by a board to 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist or all permanent emr>loyccs, which shall 
include officers of the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of. San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), and 11II temporary employees with 
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more than such period or continuous service as shnll be dc
tenninL'tl by the Board or Supervisors by ordinance. Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching or any recoB
nizcd religious sect, denomination or organization and, m 
accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice or religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service board an affidavit slating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual. compensation. cxccds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise fias provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The health service board shall have the 
IIOWcr to exempt nny person whose compensation exceeds the 
amount deemed sufficient for self coverage and any person 
who othenvise has provided for adequate medical care. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys
tem? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 
Health Service system. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the members of the Board ·or Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the city Health Service 
system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

Controller's Statement on ''I'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: 

"Should the propo~ed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

How Supervisors Voted on ''I'' 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 
--~~ workers are needed at the polls 

• ~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3 - Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION .1 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vote on Proposition· I will permit Members 

of the Board of Supervisors to have the same health 
benefits provided to ot,her City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors are 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervisors consider their work to be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
penalized because they do not have another outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submiued by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supervisors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8.420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this charter to the con• 
trary, members of the board of supervisors shall be members 
of the S11n Francisco City and County Health Service Sys• 
te,n, 

Workers are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co neighborhood■• 

Apply now In room 155, City Hall 

Se nece1itan trabaj1dore1 en 111 urn11 electoral .. 
de muchoa b1rrlo1 en San Fr1nci1co. Prea•nteH 

1hor1 en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors at $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62. 7 IO a year. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition ,J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent _or the mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on "J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would increase t_he cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mi,yor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15.677.50. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors Voted on "J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J· 
VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustment for the Board of Super
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time. with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 
will buy $3,924 worth of 1980 goods and services, 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay at 25% of the 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and fair. The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - who have to support themselves by working 
- to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" approach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has important advantages: I) it was estab
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus II sound 
basis tor the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has had no salary in
crease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-five 
(1965), No other San Francisco county administrator. 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient. can say the same. 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13,524 in Solano County. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to maintain outside sources of 
income, while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties. 

No one's salary. is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors are not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

Ct1rol R111h Sifrer 
Doris M. Ward 
Nancy G. Walker 
John L. Molinari 
Ella flill l/111ch 
1/arrl' G. Brill 
Don -,lomn:1• 
Deborah R. Rohrer 
Priscilla A lexa11<ler 
D.J. Sov1~ro 
Eric Craven 
Rich llm·e.l' 
Lydia s.' San Filippo 
Caroli'// Reil/I' 
Lillili11 Si11x • 
Terrence Rl'tlll 
William llrad!£•1• 
Jame.1· Miclwei Moore 
Richard Martin Sch/acknum 
Ti11tCJtlty R. WCJ/jreo 

/Jr11ce Gort111so11 
Mark Forre.1·ter 
Thelma Ct11•a11a11xh 
Gordon Arm.1·tron,: 
/Job L11rie 
Barbara Amato 
Dm•icl Fowler 
Michael Ch,111 
Andrew C. Casper 
Janice Miriki11111i 
Cecil Wil/it1111.\' 
Ed1111rdo Sando\'/II 
Bo/, llu.1·/(l//l£•111e 
Freel /1,farcin 
Chuck lln•er 
Wilber l/~1111i/1011 
Wallace Swkes 
Stan S111i1h 
Red Koman 
John Squire 

Joan M. Gm//' 
Lincoln C111i' 
A1111ton1•J. Taormina 
Artlt11r'R. Siei:I 
Don JJ. KCl/t!.\', Jr. 
Jon Km!fimm 
John ("Jack') Trujillo 
Linda Post 
Vince/II Jm11e.1· Co11rt11e1• 
Ei•e/i'n Wilson • 
Ler~v·KinK 
Jejf/Jrmw1 
Terri· Redmond 
Keiilt Eiclt11u111 
Bill Kraus 
/Jill Mallen 
Tim T11•011ie1• 
Joan /Ji/1011· 
Maura Ke11lel' 
Jm11e.1· Core,; Busch 
Peter Ashe· 

Pally Prato 
/ler111,111 Gallei:0,1· 
Pat Jackson 
Carl Williams 
John Jacol,s 
Melvin Lee 
Jack Crowley 
1/arold Yee 
Grant M kke11.1· 
Bob Barn• 
Andy Katten 
Richard Goldman 
William Coblentz 
Byron Lidecker 
Jackson Schultz 
John Kaufman 
Paula C. Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Ke1•i11 F. Shelley 
A1111<1 Darden 
Ro.w/ind Wo(f 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors to 
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure arc trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula." which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. 

There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why 1191 one-eleventh. 
since there are 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleven th of 

the City. In 1965. when salaries were increased. 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965. the Supervisors had no personal office 
aides. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and stenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. have been created, costing taxpayers $400,000 
per year in salaries and fringe benefits. 

The City is facing a dire financial crisis. Depart
ments arc being forced to cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition J !lies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea al the wrong time. 

Submitted by: 
S11perviso1· Q11e11ti11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph lan,:don 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by hold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double. parenthe
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) e111111l 
to twenty-five 11erce11t (25%) of the 1111011111 gross s11l11ry p11ld 
to the m11yor, exclusive of benefits per year and each shall 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
oflive thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby· divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977. and continuing thereafter until new districts are 
established as hereinafter set forth. such districts shall 
be used for the election or recall of the members of 
the board of supervisors. and for filling any vacancy 
in the office of member of the board of supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided. however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper
ate to aoolish or terminate the term of ofnce of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the term of office for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts, as established herein, shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street; thence northerly along Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard lo its point of intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United Stales Military 
Reservation: thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean: thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com
mencement. Unless specifically designated to the con
trary. all references to streets. ancl boulevards con
tained in the fore)¾oing description shall refer to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com01c8d
mencing at the point of intersection or the shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation: thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point or· intersection with Ar': 
guello Boulevard: thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard lo Geary Boulevard: thence easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street; thence easterly 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 82) 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
PROPOSITION K 

Shall dl1ablllty leaves, dlsablllty retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

An_alysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT _IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firefighters and certain other city employees for dis
ability leaves, disability retirements. or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing officer to hear and determine requests for· 

Controller's Statement on "K" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8,518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub
section (c) of Section 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8,516, 
8.547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, any application for disability leave, disability 
retirement, or death allowance made pursuant to said 
subsection of said sections of this charter shall be 
heard by a qualified and unbiased hearinw officer em
ployt.'CI under contract by the retirement board and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement board. The retirement board shall have the 
power to establish mies setting forth the qualifications 
and selection procedure necessary to appoint 11 1111111i
fied and unbiased hearing officer. Following 1mblic 
hearing, the he11ring officer shall determine whether 
such npplicntion shall be granted or denied. 

All expenses relating to processing and adjudicating 
the above applications, including but not limited to the 
cost of he11ri11g officer, legal, investigative, and court 
reporter services, shall be paid from the compensation 
fund. 

At any time wlthb thirty (30) dnys after the service 
of the hearing officer's decision, the applicant or any 
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disability leaves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not. 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11K" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal- · 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1 ). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other affected party, Including the retirement system, 
may petition the hearing officer for a rehearing upon 
one or more of the following grounds and 110 other: 

a. Tlmt the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision was procured by frnud. 
c. That the evidence does not justify the decision. 
d. That the petition has discovered new evidence 

mnterinl to him, which he could not, with reason
able diligence, have discovered 1md produced at 
the hearing. 

Upon the expirntion of thirty (30) dnys after the pe
tition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is 
grnntt.>el, 111,on the expiration of thirty (30) dnys after 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the hearing officer shall be final. Such finnl deci
sion shall not be subject to amendment, modification 
or rescission by the retirement board, but shall be sub
ject to review by the retirement board only for the 
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
and such final decision shall be deemed for all pur
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 

The 1>rovisions of this section shall become operative 
011 October 1, 1980. 



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any other California city. 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote on disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of 
investments totalling nearly $1 billion (they are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet, it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case, the hearing officer will hold a public hearing. 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final, but subject to appeal to 
Superio.r Court. 

At present. the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair, impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate on managing its $1 billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will, however, place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of government with an undeter
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is time that our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government. not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high, but you, the v,oter, substantially 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced, by great numbers. 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board, consisting of three city employees, three ap
pointees of the Mayor and the seventh, the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims, their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type of process. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision of one individual would ccl'tainly 
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. Hebel 
Attorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the,_authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

The authors of the current Charter language 
governing the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
democratic representation of the rightful parties at in
terest in the administration of the Retirement System. 
Employees, as the sole expressed beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own. while the City, unquestionably the major ben
efactor, has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such_ a clear weighting 
against the employee, which City employe~s have never 
questiont-d or contested, apparently the odds of 4 to 3 
are not enough. 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
ficer. to serve at the pleasure and on the payroll of 
the City, a method unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which would be disavowed by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation. will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another· barrier is erected against the employee to 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder of their lives. 

The review. of compensation for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION "K ". 

Submitted by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee. S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats. never content with less government 
interference. want to add yet another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form of a hearing officer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
votel's in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commel'ce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. re1ire
me11t boal'd .actions al'e taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather than one individual. In fact. if any vote 
results in a tie. the applicant loses. With four of. the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected. 

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. stati and overhead, are expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Office space. staff: equipment, 
health benefits, vacation pay, all overhead. terms we've 
simply heard enough of. The present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an appeal process only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Committee For A Sound Retirement System 
Leon Bruschera 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

42 

Workers are needed at the poll■ in many 
San Franci1co neighborhood,. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 



14 GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordin
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Publlc Utllltles Code Sections 99500 through 99509, Impos
ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
compre•••d natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of San Francisco? · 1 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The state Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state• 
ment. It asks the voters if the city and county 
should add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on '' L'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be up
proved. in my opinion. in and of itself, it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However, this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2,550,000 in additional revenues 
to the City and County or San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every 100 feet of compre:sed 
natural gns used as motor fuel (propane) that is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES VOTE; MEANS: If y,lu vote yes. you "ant 
the city and' county to add . a tax on motor luel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do tot 
want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on "L" 

On March 19 the Board or Supervisors voted I '-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the balbt. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renie 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella I-fill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Caul 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). D,n 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. I). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dst. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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14 GAS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

e San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis• 
pen able function of city government. Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
Ca fornia is sharply increasing. Approximately 600,000 
rid s a day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the 
co s of' public transit increasing tremendously in San 
Fr-ncisco. Public policy, nationally, as well as in San 
Fr· cisco, has placed public transit in a priority posi
tio1 as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
pu ic policy is the principle of encouraging use of 
pu ic transit so as to conser•1e energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

ince 1977. the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its people to add a 
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for our 
Municipal Railway and help keep Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e111i11 Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

A ument1 printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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CABLE CAR f ARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be deleted? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on 11M'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Chaf'ler amendment be adopt· 
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in• 
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could prepare . the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which. be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action. cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated by ((double par
entheses)) 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi
sions, limilations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
tracks; to permit lwo or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different management to use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rer,air ol· the tracks and uppurtcnances used by the said 
railways jointly for such number of blocks conscculively, 1101 
cxcccdin~ ten blocks; to regulate rates of speed and propose 
such ordmances to the board of supervisors as arc necessary 
lo prolcct the public from danger or inconvenience in the 
operation of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
exclusive right 10 operate a street or other railroad through, 
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess
ment upon private property for such construction or acquisi
tion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you· vote no. you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11M'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. JO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

d_iffcrcnl nrnnagcn!ent may use such tunnel. subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive 
~locks approaching_ each end thereof~ each management puy-
111g an equal portion of the expense for the construction, 
maintenance und repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 
used by said railways jointly. The city and county in the 
operation of_ municipal rajlways 111i1Y. use i\ny such t_unnel, 
subway or vmduct either s111gly or J01111ly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number _of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case of Joint use of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the expense for the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) _In _the conduct of the munic!pal rai_lways there shall 
be mamtamcd and opera led cable car Imes as follows: 

(I) A line commencing at Powell and Markel Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street to Columbus Avenue: thence along Columbus 
Avenue lo Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal al Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

(Continued 011 Page 84) 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT IN·FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For 50 cents. tour• 
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world. 

It's a bargain for tourists. but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers. 

The Charter now prohibits the Public Utilities Com
mission from setting differe11t fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for cable cars. 

Why should taxpayers subsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00. and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox income neces
sary to receive state matching funds. At present. the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenger fares. 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could. use a special 
weekly cable car pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisors Donald Horanzy 

Carol Ruth Si/lier 
Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit lines who depend upon them 
to go Downto·wn; MUNI . is one system. Why single . 

. out these lines and not those with higher subsidies?· 

2. It taxes tourists and residents alike. If the objec
tive is to soak tourists and not residents. a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is n1ore efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In fact. MUNl's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips are 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal business. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits, these buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to flow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea• 
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present 
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines. perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Frandsco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system .. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them 
up as a fake. an expensive gimmick run for the ben
efit of the tourist industry. 

.Vote NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakcry. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel K/11ssma1111, Chair 
The Cable Car Committee 

Argument• printed or; this page are the opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars arc used by many San 
Franciscans for their basic transportation and not 
everyone has a fastpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable car passes for residents. which wouldn't help the 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater 
percentage of expenses from fares than most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars arc an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twice as much as any other public tran-

sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Is your voting place at the top of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 
PROPOSITION N 

Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a lesser percent as the Board of Supervisors shall 
establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City's In
vestment In the airport? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: All the airport revenues are 
kept in a separate fund ,to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would change the 
charter to use up to 25% of the airport's income 
from •non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on "N" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
five percent (25%) of the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections. this could amount 
to approximately $9,000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Addition~ er sub~titutions arc indicated by bold face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double paren
thcs~s)), 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and tiscal provisions of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and countr treasury to be known as the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shafl be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter, (2) Se~arate accounts shall be 
kept with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be •1•.ppropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining lo the financing, 
48 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
some of the money that is earned by the airport to 
be used for general city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on ''N" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3 ), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
pwned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges and 
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds created to secure revenue bonds hereafter issued by 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment or principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required oy any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

(Continued 011 Page 85) 



AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing, not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, lire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires al the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cost lo the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which arc 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines. not the people of San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Andrew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Sam Duca 
Asses.~or 
Dick Sk/r1r 
Director, Public Utilities 
Rr1iOkamoto 
Director, Planning 
Jeff lee 
Director, Public Works 
John Wa/.l'h 
General Manager, Civil Service 
John Fralllz 
City Librarian 
Mike lle1111es.l'ey 
Sheriff 

Cornelius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
ArloSmi//1 
District Allorncy 
Jeff Brown 
Public Defender 
Mervyn Silverman 
Director. Public Health 
Richard Jleatl, 
Director. Airport 
Tom Malloi• 
Director. Recreation & Park 
Wilbur Hamilton 
Redevelopment Agency 
Edwin Sarsfield 
Director. Social Services 
Arthur C. T111nowJr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter 1/oadlei• 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial crts1s is real and urgent. We 
can't. make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is lo slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 

· provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way lo deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks lo 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax): 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11rtne1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickma11 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mattie J. Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD011nel/ 
Laborers, Local 261 
TimothyJ. Twome)' 
International Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 
Proposition N woi,ld allow the City to take advan

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges the following year. 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
funds from non-airline revenues into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental agencies, food and magazine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo County 
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way. 

Proposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
. stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. 

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be 
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pense. 

Vote Yes on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Doll Horanzy 
Superi•isor John Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism, organized labor, the airlines 
and. ultimately, the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid off. More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and 
replace111e111 program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted. resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent of recent mandates for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San 
Francisco's tol!rism. the city's number one revenue 
and job producer. with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real, potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. 

For the past seven years, cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by the airlines - al no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport.· thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. 

The airlines already pay $2 million per year to the 
City, $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes, and 
their landing fees have never been reduced and are 
now among the highest in the U.S. 

Furthermore. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in additional costly litigation, again the respon
sibility of the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. R1·<111 
Culiforniu Pitblic Affairs Coordinator 
Air Transport Association of Amcrka 
Gre,:ory P, I/um 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
Sun Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Llr~1•d A. l'jlue,:er 
General Manager 
Downtown Association San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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· HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by Imposing an addltlonal tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotels In the City and County of San Fran
cisco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: People who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 
8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75% 
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room lax. The 

Controller's Statement on 110" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 0: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of govemment. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5,000.000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART Ill. ARTICLE 7. OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502.5 THERHO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM ( 1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX. SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 502.5 Imposition of II one 1111d three-fourths 11er
centnm (1.75%) surch11rgc. There shall be an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percentum ( 1.75~0 on the rent for 
every occupancy nf the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on and after July I. 1980. 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or tails due on either 
a weekly. monthly or other term basis. the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
eight pcrcentum (8%) herein imposed to the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to be raised from 8% to 
9.75% and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at 8%. 

How Supervisors Voted on "O" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of eight percentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposecl to the extent that it covers any por
tion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and such 
r.ayment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby. 
Where any tax has been paid hereunder ui:ion any rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant 10 the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intend lo limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

San Francisco must shift a · greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "O" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come to stay with us for short periods 
of time, not . those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "O" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and tire protection, and con
tinue to provide the kind of health, library and re
creational services which we believe the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 
the C'ity budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable, day-to
day services. 

Proposition "O" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is an inte
gral part of a total revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your support. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "O". The business community, including the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support Proposition "O". 
A vote for "O" is a vole to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Bo(I:,', Chief Administrative Officer 
Andrew ('(l.fper, Fire Chief 
S"m Dt1c(I, Assessor 
John Fm111z, City Librnriun 
Arthur Tamow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
W(l/ter 1/o(lc//ey, V.P .. Dank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police. tire. libraries and parks. 
· Neighborhood and civic leaders. as well as the 

Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the Board or Supervisors in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

·constantly increasing inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13. leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced at the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken to cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way can the City escape the need for additional 
revenue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay, because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submitted by Supervisor Louise H. Renne 

Jol,n C. Molinari 
Ham• G. Brill 
Don'!Joranzv 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ell" Hill l/11tcll 
Edward l(lll'so11 
Endorsed by: San Frnncisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offidal agency. 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

DEBE REGISTRARSE DE NUEVO SI CAMBIA DE RESIDENCIA 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries. parks. police, fire, health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry does not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 
Bruce M. Cowa11, Allorney 
Irene You11g, Jordan Park 
A1111e Bloomfield, Pacific Heights 
Bert Scl1wllrzschi/d, Eureka Valley 
Beatrice lllws, Haight Ashbury 
Evely11 L Wilso11, Parkside 
Jerome Vllil, Bernal Hcighls 
A1111 Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
Car/oue Moeck, Pacific Heigh ls 
Willillm S. Clark, Cow Hollow 
Ruth Gmva11i.1•, Glen Park 

Jude P. Laspa. Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
El:w Strail(ht, Eureka Valley 
Frederick /Jrothers, Upper Market 
Toby le1•i11e, Mission Dislricl 
Emilv Bour, Twin Peaks 
Pllt iJelto11, Bernal Hcighls 
Walter Park, Duboce Triangle 
S1epl,e11 Stra11011, Diamond Heigh ls 
J11,111i/a Rm•e11, Mon1crcy 1-lcighls 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging,' emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources, It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey, Execu1ive Secretary 
Civil Service Associalion, Local 400 
Keith Eick111a11, Prcsidenl, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mm tie J. Jllckso11, lnlcrnu1ionat Vice Prcsidcnl, tn1crna1ional Ladies 
Garmen! Workers Union 
J./J. Marti11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinisls, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111e/l, Laborers, Local 261 
Timotl\JIJ. Twomey, lnlernalionat Vice Presiden1, Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 
PROPOSITION P 

Shall the basic co1t of the Retirement System be funded over the average working Ute 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees. The amount is based 
in part on the average number of years employees 
worlc for the city before retirement. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city 

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the number of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system. 

Controller's Statement on "P" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt• 

ed. in my opinion. it would not in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. the 
Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which are not provided from the normal con
tribution rates are paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average working career of the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should the Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries. 
the annual payments will be made according to the 
following schedule·of contributions: 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

. Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Year Method vs. Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Year Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

I $ 61. l $ 87.5 $(26.4) 
2 64.4 85.4 (21.0) 
3 67.5 82.9 ( 15.4) 
4 70.4 80.2 (9.8) 
5 72.9 77.5 (4.6) 
6 75.1 .,. 0 

l'"t,O .3 
7 77.3 72.2 5.1 
8 797 69,6 10.1 

Year 

9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
IS 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60;3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95. I 56.1 39.0 
98.0 54. I 43.9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
103.9 50.4 53.S 
l07.1 48.6 58.5 
I I0.3 46.9 63.4 
I 13.6 45.2 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.S (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 (32.7) 
31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3.1) 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
_33 ( m~~i~h ) 20 Years 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $1. 732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at (i'Jf. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6'Jf 

per year to 3% over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3'Jf per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year to year." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations are being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the d1..'Clining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P docs is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we arc rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years. thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal docs not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation, we should make this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Oflicer 
Andrew Ct1Jper, Fire Chief 
S11m D11ca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
R11i Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
Jol,r, Wais/,, General Manager, Civil Service 
Jol,r, Jlrafllz, City Librnrian 
Mike ller,11es.vey, Sheriff 
Come/i11s M11rpliy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Mervn1 Silverm,m, Director, Public Health 
Ricl,;,rc/ I/em/I, Director, Airport 
Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilb11r llami/1011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tom• Taormina, Port Commission 
Ed~•i11 SC1rsfield, Director, Soci.11 Services 
Arthur Tai/loll', Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter f/011dley. V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON P 
Proposition P would allow the C'ity to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It takes advantage of 
the reduced costs toduy, at today's dollar value, and 
pays it off at a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important to know that the past debt as a 
whole does not change. nor arc benefits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay off this kind of 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wise business managers stretch theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 
Supervisor Don /loranzy 
SupenisorJohn L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and hove not been checked for acc·uracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social• 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the· budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly. in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. II 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11f/lWJ', Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie). Jackso11, International Vice President, International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Marlin, Aren Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McDonnell, Business Representative 
Ti11101hyJ. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
financial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81, will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on the ballot in November, 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now. the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976. $97.8 million was budgeted as the 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time. the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 

cumulative payment will have been $ I. 749.340.000 as 
compared to a cumulative payment of $1.333.999,000 
in 20 years under the present system. Tims. taxpayers 
would pay abot,t $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While in fiscal year 
1980-81, they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million, they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will. be needed, there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example. in the 16th year after 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amoui1ts of money after the first year saving: and. 
make no mistake about it. there is only a first year 
budget reduction: after that, the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Buslne1■ Tax Ordinance be amended to In
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500. then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April l increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on "Q" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16.850.000 to the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workers are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se neceaitan trabajadorea en laa urna1 electorale1 
de muchoa barrios en San Franci1co. Proaentoae 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

creasestocontinueafterJuly I, 1980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on "Q" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one. 

This explains why there is no proposition V on 
your ballot: it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch, Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 

57 



·i;-·---··---· --- -.. --- . 
ji 
I 

l 
I 
t 

.1 
l I. 

! ' 

I BAYROLl·AND G:ROS:S RECEIPTS·TAX· . ·. . . ~ ,' . . . . 

ARGUMENT. IN ·FAVOR•:Of,.PROPOSITION.Q 

Proposition Q will . increase the . gross payroll tax 
from 1.1 to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs. 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses· categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 million a year. This is al
most twice what 'it costs to operate all libraries. more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for u 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is that we have had an increuse 
)n total employment ·in. San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business. supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing fire. police and other services. 

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Bolls, Chief Administrative Ofliccr 
Andrew C<1sper, Fire Chief 
S<1111 Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director. Public Utilities 
R<1i Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jejj'lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service 
Jol,11 Fmmz, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111e.1-se1•, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District A11orncy 
Jljf Brown, Public Defender 
Mem//1 Si/verma11, Director. Public 1-lcnllh 
Rid1iird llet1th, Director. Airport 

. Tom Ma//01•, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur 11ai11ilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony T<1or111i11ll, Por1 Commission 
Edwin Scirsjielcl, Director, Social Services 
1lrtl111r Tailww. Jr., P.tcilic Telephone 
Walter 1/oadley, V.P .. Bunk of Amcricu 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
support for the Muni through new fares, Now busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the payroll tax from I. I% to 1.5 ':E: and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 
help offset the. Muni delicit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

IJruce M. Cowcm 
Irene Young 
Eve/p11 L. Will'o/1 
Jmime Vc1i/ 
A1111e Bloomfield 
Ber, Schwar:schi/d 
111111 Fogelberg 
William S. Clark 
Ruth Gmva11/s 
Jude P. Lasp11 
Dorice Mu111hy 
Elsa Stmit 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobi• Le1•/11e 
Pat-lie/ton 
Walter Park 
Swphe11 Stratton 
Freel Wc1w1cr 

Auorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacilic Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hollow 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Du boce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Anzn Vista 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has weakened City 
buying power while Proposition 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are 
required. Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
milJion to City resources and go far in maintaining• 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Britt 
DonHora11zy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is 10 slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair. balanced package. II 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased laxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel lax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11ev 
Execulivc Secretary 
Civil Service A5socintion. Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Ma11icJ. Jackson 
lnternntionnl Vice President 
International Ladies Gurrnent Workers Union 
J.B. Marlin 
Arca Director 
Auton101ive Machinists, Lod)!e 1305 
Bob McD01111e/l 
Dusincss Reprcscntnlive 
TimotliyJ. Twomey 
lntcrnnlional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page ore tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

59 



··1r=, _::::_. =======:=====~-~---.. -.. -~ ... ::,c •. ::-:.,:,:,:;_ .....•..•..•.. ,. __ 
I ---------
1 

PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 

The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 
November, 1978, it was defeated nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax, and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco businesses at a competitive disad
vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65.000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that employed primarily blue collar 
workers. 

Proposition Q is a penalty on employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 
is there to create jobs in San Francisco. to initiate 
hiring programs, to bring businesses into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today, practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate in San Francisco arc giant cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q docs not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave government in 1978 - stop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument• printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART Ill, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD or SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-B OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part III, Municipal Code (Pay
roll fapense Tax Ordinance) is hereby amencled by amend
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of P11yroll Expense tax. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, lures, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such tax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (1%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; provided, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that portion of payroll expense which is allrihutable lo 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
lion 4; provi~ed further that the a.mount of such tax com-
60 

mencing January 1, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth ( I
I/ 10th%) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April 1, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of sucl1 tax 
shall b1! one and one-half (ll/i%) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and onc
half((l/2%) percent of the payroll expense of such person. 

The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one 
(1%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (I%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow-

1 

nership interest in such Association; ,:irovided, that such tax 
shall be levied only upon that port10n of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which arc a11ributable lo the 
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-ten th ( 1-1 / I $0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (1-1/10\o) percent or the total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary to those huving 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
that during the period commencing April 1. 1980 and cnu
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and 
one-half 11/2%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-hal (l1/1%) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way of sulary to 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-

(Co11ti11ued 011 Pa!{e 85) 
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PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of a parking space In parking stations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent, to a total of25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on ''R'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $4.350.000 to the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART Ill. ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF AIJDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (ID%,) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 

1 OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT Of SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

De it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section l. Part Ill. Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Sec. 602.5 h111msitlo11 or n ten perccntum (10%) surcharge. 
There shall he an additional tax of ten percenturn (10%,) on 
the rent of eve~ occupancy of parking space in a parking 
station in the City anti County of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total lax on the rent of' every oc
cupancy after the effective dale of this surcharge shall he 
twenty-live percent (25% ). 

When rent is paid, charged, hilled or falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge an additional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on "R" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Brill (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Eel Lawson (Dist. I), Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10). 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
fifteen percentum (15%) herein imposed to the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of fifteen percentum (15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that 11 covers 
any portion or the period on and after July I, 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling 
within said periods to the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Col
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614({) or this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions or the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of SQn Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair .share 
of the City's costs. 

. Proposition "R" would .reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order to maintain 
tire. police, health, and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtown parking is equal to one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up
keep of Golden Gate Park. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas. this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On the other hand, the $4 
million that Proposition "R" will raise for the City 
can keep 100 San Francisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part of a fair, balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by organized 
labor, by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups, as the best alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Comeli11s Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew C<J.1per 
Fire Chief 
Arl0Smi1h 
District Attorney 
JeffBrow11 
Public Defender 
Sa111D11ca 
Assessor 
Mervyn S//verma11 
Director. Public Henlth 
Dick Sklar 
Director. Public Utilities 
Riche1rd Hemh 
Director. Airport 
Ra/Okamoto 
Director. Plnnning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Pnrk 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
Wilh11r Hamil/on 
Rcdcvclopmcnl Agency 
John Walsh 
General Manager. Civil Service 
Tony Taormina 
Port Commission 
John Fmntz 
City Librnrian 
Edwin Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services 
Mike Jle111wssey 
Sheriff 
Arthur T,1111ow, Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Waller Hoadley 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking taxes this measure would 
impose is reasonable, indeed. under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13, coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the vital public services (like police. fire, 
libraries and parks) the people have a right to expect. 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 

John L. Molinari 
llc1rry G. Britt 
Don 1/oranzy 
Ella Hill H111ch 
Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Sm, Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 

(Continued) 

Ar9umc>nts printed on this pago aro the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official a9cncy. 

62 



(argument for "R", continued) 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At· 
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we cnu!d make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

., - ·' , Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 

· Keil/, Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No, 6 
Mallie J, Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automolivc Miichinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McDon11,•/I 
llusincss Representative 
Ti111otl11'J, 1il'Olllel' 
lntcrn.itional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by those 

who use the parking fttcilitics an<l 60''/ of these users 
are residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 
increase the Parking Tax from 15':i lo 25r; whkh 
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes lo the user. 1101 

only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities, lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of 
employment. this tax was reduced to 10'.~ after its 
enactment by the same Board or Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION ll MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax encourages people 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thereby increasing parking congestion. a problem al
rea<ly aggravated by increased gasoline costs which 
force people to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation. 

The impact of the increase<l Parking Tax on shop
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re
tail sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. but also lo patients at hos
pitals and clinics and 10 students al fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Frandsc:o is the onlv C'itv in the state of 
California that has enacted a pa~·king tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submitted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

Endorsed hi'; 
Supervisor l:,bl'<ml /,11w.11JJ1 

Supervisor /J//ri.l' M. Ward 
U1(1·d ,I. P//11,•x,•r. Retail Merdian ts Association 
Teamster Unions: 
Frt111k M. /Jurt. Local 665 
.lack R. IJ//okter. Local 278 
.Jim Uourk<·. R,•tin•d, Local 85 
/Jal'id /:'. l'm11•/I, Local M5 
Ja111<•s R, Kincaid. Lncal 241 
l: '/1w111a.1· Rich,·1·. Local 2<,5 
Madeline S11111a:;•s, Local 9(,1) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and hove not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION S 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Buslne11 Tax· Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 per 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipt• of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not taxed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to tax nonprofit garage corporations 
on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on "S" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of ·government. However. this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769.000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund .. 

A VES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 
25 percent gross receipts tax. 

. A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to charge a gross receipts tax lbr 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot. 

On March 21. 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that . an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 5 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFlT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, San Francisco Mun
iciP.al Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
adiiing Section 1004.16 thereto, reading as follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Garage Corporntlons. 

for every person engaged in business as a nonprofit gar
age corporation, the tax· shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, pl us $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. , 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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Francisco in constructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporation has issued revenue bonds, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income tax 
and which bonds or a port10n thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding anr other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation wluch receives revenues by reason of its in• 
terest in a P.Ublic off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engagea in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the San 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No, 286-70) imposed on 
occupant~ of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herem reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to 
any person who is not a "nonprofit garage corporation," 
even if said person is an operator, manager or lcasee of a 
public off-street parking facility. 

Section 2. Effective D11lc. This ordinance shall become ef
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt appro
priate amendments to Article 12B of Part Ill, San Francisco 
Municip!1l Code to implement lhc lax on nonprotil garage 
corporat1ons. 



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 

Proposition S will generate from city-owned garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth · 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
getting some return lo the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges arc usually lower 
than they are in competing private facilities. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you will get the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must do their share. Proposition "S" is a part of a 
broad. balanced package of revenue proposals. The 
Muni fare increase. the business tax (Proposition Q) 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger /Joas, Chief Administrative Ollicer 
Andrei!' Ca171er, Fire Chief 
Semi D11et1, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamo/o, Direclor, Planning 
Je)J Lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager. Civil Service 
John Fr//11/Z, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111esse1', Sheriff 
Cor11eli11s Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smilh, Distric1 Attorney 
Je/f'llrow11, Public Defender 
Mm•1•11 Sih-emu111, Director, Public Heallh 
Rich;ml /Je111h, Director, Airport 
1,,m M11//01•, DireclOr, Recreation & Park 
Wilh11r llai11i//011, Redevelopment Agency 
To111• Taor111i1111, Porl Commission 
Etf,;,;11 s,1r,ifield, Director. Social Services 
Al'lh11r Tt1111m1•, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Waller 1/oadh'.l', V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 
The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have 10 cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights anJ on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "lax package" ::__ vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increascJ taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O ( hotel . tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax): 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vi11ce Ccucrnw1• 
Excculive Secretary 
Civil Service Associalion. Local 400 
Keith Eicklllll/1 
Prcsidcnl 
II.WU Warehouse Union No. 6 
M11t1ie J. Jack.1'011 
lnternation,li Vice President 
ln1crna1ional I.allies Garmenl Workers Union 
.I. /J. Marti11 
Arca Direclor 
Automotive Machinisls. Lodge 1305 
/Joi> McD01111l'i/ 
Business Rcprcscnlative 
Ti111'nl11•.f. Two111e1• 
lntcrn:itional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official ogency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund to support police, fire, parks, libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Bnice M. Cowan 
Irene Yo11ng 
Evelyn L. Wilson 
Jerome Vllil 
Anne Bloomfield 
Bert SchwarzJ·chil,I 
Bea/rice law.1· 
N. Arden Dlll1ekl/S 
Ann Fogelberg 
Charlo11e Mlleck 
Willilllll S. Clllrk 
Ruth Gravl111is 
J 11de P. lc1spll 
Dorice M11rphy 
ElsaStr11it 
Frederick Brothers 
Toby Levine 
Pm Helton 
Walter Park 
Stephen Strllllon 
J1uinita Rllven 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal H cigh ts 
Pacific H cigh ts 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific H cigh Is 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista ' 

Arguments printed on this poge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordin
ance? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds by the city. The money from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on "T" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 

opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. if additional 
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to 

1 the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service chaTge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city to stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question of sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the ballot. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 

· PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET. PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County of 
· San Francisco 

· Section I. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost 
of the approved plrnse of the project was estimated al 

· $1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual JO% inflation factor over 
the construction phase of said project. 

The estimated cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2, I00,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Rccision. 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2, 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effecllve date of 
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstandinp obligations on all bonds sold prior 
lo the effective date of this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer se.rvicc charge. 

Section 3. Effcclive D111c. 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF at a primary election to be con
ducted on June 3. 1980. 

Section 4. Submil111l 
The above noted ordinance is hereby suhmilled to the 

electors at the primary election lo he held on .I u nc 3. 1980, 
by the undersigned members of the Board of Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section 9.108. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION ·T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project 
was $1.5 billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated to be $2.1 bil
lion, with reduced . standards. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent annually, the actual cost 
surely will be higher. 

We were also told that the city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share is 
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~uflicient to pay our share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that 
are sold. the higher your sewer service charge. Unless 
the project is stopped, your sewer charge will be at 
least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of operating the system, all of which must 

be paid by local residents. A "YES" vote on Propos 
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay highe 
sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do w, 

need to spend Two Billion Dollars to clean up th1 
water? Many experts have given a very clear answer 
"NO!" It can be · cleaned up by a less-complicated 
less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is an environmental anc 

economic disaster. We believe no more money shoulc 
be wasted on the present plan. The only way to brin! 
things to a halt and to put pressure on the federa 
and state governments to adopt a more sensible plar 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

Supervisor John Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Brill 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped. Inc .. will 
ultimately destroy a special facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This · nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped, rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems, al
lergies. seizures and arc extremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thclandcr, M.D .. Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her fingers in her ears and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV, 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." 

The five years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to . 
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handicapped, which 
would be depriving these persons of their right to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school. day care and socialization programs. but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals come from all over the world to train here. 

There are alternative design's and sites for the sewer 
plant, but there arc no alternative facilities for 1,300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret B. Douglas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services, San Francisco 
John L. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou lo11gi11otti 
Board ofDircctors 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" 
Vote Yes on "T" to stop the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat-
' ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af

ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. II 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset Coalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
Ed Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ashbury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Michael K, Wong 
Dennis and Margie A111enore 
Sue C Hestor, Member, Democratic County Central Committee 
Shari Mcmn 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Calvin Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen L. lipse/1, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cle/Isby 
Victor Honig 
JudyMcC//be 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen. P//11/ Berrig//n, Ret .. Chair, Citizens Advisory Committee on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommittee 
Peg O'Tey-Elber/ing 
Citizens for Representative Government 
D//veJ//cobs, Independent Marina Residents Association 
Peggy Kopmann 
Leo P. Bailey, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
Larry Erickson 
San Franciscan Democratic Club 
Camn Uj•/m1d 
C//rl H. Rusi, JI I 
AIIIU/ D//rden 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
PC/trick Walsh, Rossi Park Protective Association 
V//lerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved. San Francisco would 
be going back on its word, rescinding the vole of 
November 2, 1976, when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds lo 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS.· 

If San Francisco votes yes, the City would be in 
violation of both Stale and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows. The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Waler Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colcgnc 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system. and rescind the bond authorization. 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
~ fine of $10.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can line us $25.000 a 
:Jay. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
)rder, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
loard, for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposition of a building ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before, from March 14 to May 19n 1910. anJ 
again from May 18 to November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs, in addition to 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself: It also means sewage will continue to 
pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote for Proposition T is a meaningless vote. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass, the court could simply appoint a receiver 
lo take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POl.l.l/TE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roier Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 

"roumcnts printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency .. 
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SEWER .BOND: :RESCISSIO:N 

ARGUMENT AGAINST·PRC>POSITION ·T 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's sewage clean
up. We urge you to vote "NO!" 

San Francisco, right now, today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. · 

What is raw sewage? It's polite .. name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical wastes, plus rain 
water running down your street. plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. 

But the problem is: there Is no place anymore that 
is really "away." 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The Federal and State 
governments are paying over 809i: of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. again. And tremcndou 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when w1 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearing. 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony 
a majority of the Board determined that the program 
constructed as planned. would be the best. the mos 
cost-effective option to clean up our sewage. treat it 
and pump the treated residue out into the deei 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976, San Francisco voters expressed a stron! 
desire to improve the quality of life in San Frnnciscc 
Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by ap· 
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. Wt 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
John L. Molinari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor 
Ella Hill Hutch, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

San Franciscans voted overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the Board of· Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections. effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime. inflation. higher interest 
rates. and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates an uller disregard for 
public health and for 1hr: need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - ta 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more than 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
program being financed 100% by. San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal governments. 

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
ing the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Contractors 
Electrical lnd11sfl:,1 Trust 
Operating Engineers local No. 3 

Arguments printed on this pogo arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 
and Federal law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972. the tax to fi
nance the wastewater program. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People were angry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over tlH!msclves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only 
now it had seen the light of day. 

In a effort to appeal lo the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project: tried to cut 
off funding for the project; and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old. sewer project is going to be 
built: 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans: 
(3) that the cost of the project. as a result of the 

delays. has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have live supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built: 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (to us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal gol'ernment now pays 87.sr; 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis B011ey 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers, Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would !lush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San Fruncisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T wnuld reverse the strong mandate of 
71 ~f of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
are sold, the Wastewater Program will come 10 a hall. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco should and must meet slate and 
federal requirements lo slop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expected to force the City lo complete the 
project. most probably by laking away local control 
and appointing a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile. innation will be at work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Cleun water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and 10 

the health of our environment. If Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it, 
and al a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the work go on, Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

l.e11~11e of Wo111e11 Voters of Slln Francisco 
Shllfter Al'en11e Co1111111111ity C/11/J 
Citi:e11.1for ll /1,•tter E111•iron111<•111 
fi'ientll' nfthe Ellrth 
Kllthlee11 Van Ve/.1-er, Exec. Director 
Sl/11 Francisco Ecol<>li,i' Center 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 
PROPOSITION V 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid e,ccluslvely by 
larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority 1ervlces; requiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases In taxes and fees paid by residents? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
cost of providing these services. it taxes several 
sources and it imposes special fees. The tax rates 
and special fees arc set by the Board of Supervi
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a 
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
to provide services and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporations and businesses. These increases 
would have lo produce nt least 60W of all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees tlrnt 

Controller's Statement on "V" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on thc'fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

"Should the propos~d initiative measure be adopted. 
in my opinion. the cost of government would be in
creased by an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in inflation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco since .June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged I 1.9~f. 
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase to the current cost of government of 
approximately $190,622,000 would result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes paid by corporations and other business be 
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall 
be not less than 60'.'r of all revenues from City taxes 
and user fees. This feature would not. in and of itself. 
increase or decrease the cost of government. It would 
have the effect of increasing the taxes on business by 
approximately $144.321.000." 
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year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New or increased taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at least 80% of the annual budget must 
be used to pay for services to rcsidfnts. The annual 
budget must increase with inflation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more thnn a set amount in one year. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
60% of revenues from all city taxes and fees to be 
paid by large businesses. You also want 80~'t of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

How Proposition V 
Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V to be placed on the ballot had 

'}
ualified and would be placed before the voters on 
une 3. 
Grass Roots Alliance, the proponents of the initia

tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE TAXATION· INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort · to in• 
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com• 
merce. controlled by the biggest downtown corpora• 
lions. congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $ 100 million by 
defeating 6 different business tux increases. To accom
plish this. the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business· tax 
increase measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could lrnv,c gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our hc11ltl1 care, and 
other· public services, but instead it stayed in the 
hands of.the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966, Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60% then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V". 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations .. We have to 
vote in our own interests.· against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Nancy Kelly, Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to \'ou. Vote \'ES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business can afford to pay 6091: of the 
tax share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more 10 move than 
to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Ffancisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off· local ct!stomers and the tourist industry. 
They will not give- up this market simply because of 
increased business laxes. Government studies show 
laxes are not an important factor in decisions by busi
ness as to where lo locate. Small businesses won't pay 
any more lax at all under Proposition V. · 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business r11ises its prices all the lime, 
whether or not its taxes arc raised. Gas prices have 
increased regardless or public criticism and taxation 
proposals. Inflation is caused by the price-fixing rower 
of Big Business. not by lax increases. Prorosition V is 

simply a way .for San Franciscans to get back some 
of that money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. \'cs. San Francisco possesses "home rule" taxing 
power, No 2/3 requirement can therefore be imposed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted to San Francisco 
by the state constitution. No special voting require• 
mcnt is needed for San Francisco to. impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case .. 
the 2/3 requirement established by Proposition 13 ap• 
plies only to "special" taxes: business taxes arc not 
"special" taxes. Further .. Proposition V cannot be "tied 
up in court." Taxes can be collected even though they 
arc being challenged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must rcso.rt to lies. Don't believe them. 
Vote \'ES on Proposition V. 

Submit1cd by: 
Gan· Tit11s 
for The Grass Roots Alliance lo Save Our Services 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this pa.gc arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE., TAXATION ·INITIATIV·E· 

ARGUMENT It.I FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 
Proposition V would solve San Francisco's financial 

crisis. In this post-Proposition 13 era. with Jarvis II 
coming our way, our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools. hospitals, and parks are already in 
despera,te shape. Proposition V· would provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. • 

Proposition V means better sen Ices for the . people 
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public services to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality public health care. 
childcare. schools. housing, transportation. parks. fire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible. at no extra cost to the Individual taxpayer. 

Proposition "V" would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that al least 80% of ·the city's budget 
be spent on services, and requires the budget to rise 
with inflation. Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality services at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation·of 1974. 

Proposition V makes It possible· to roll back MUNI 
far~ and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on. the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big corporations return to pay
Ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen years ago, Big 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo-

. silion V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. · 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco• would 
NOT pay any Increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small busi
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year. over 82.000 people·· vot
ed YES to Tax the Corporation.s. We urge you lo 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Biehn, Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rev. Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST P.ROPOSITION V · 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced to increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be· sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another. 
the increased· financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans .. 

Because Proposition · v requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hir.e additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and' job layoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis
cal problems and bdieve the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. O. P. Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V. on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business us much as it will hurt you.· 

Judith Brecka, Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Mcrclrnnts 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend. management consultant 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATIO'N ·]N··1r:1A T:IVE-

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V - · 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes, San Franciscans. not the corporations, will pay 
the most. • 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business. - the most. 
important part of our tax base - out of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea-
sure would do. · 

' 
If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES WILL 

MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 

:buildings with them, we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hi,re more people. your t!lxcs . will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most important, 'Proposition V telis small. large and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take your jobs. money, products and ser
vices elsewhere. 

Proposition ,V is ridiculous .for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do, this measure will increase our current 
$127.000JJOO budget deficit, by 100 percent. By forcing 
us to spend at least $135,000,000 more each year. 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. . 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo
sition V. yet here we go again. Don't be foo1ed. 

I urge you to vote NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package· already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15.000.000 in taxes to the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be. created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Dianne 'Fei11Steii1 · 
Mayor 
Roger Boas . 
Chief Administrative Ofticer 

ARGUMENT 'AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a weak attempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979: 

Every San Francis,:an knows budgets arc tight and 
that city spending has been drastically redut:ed. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want lo IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million . . . at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no matter who 

pays it first. l_n the long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased taxes on San Franl..'isrn's business 
community means the prices of the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will have 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries and benefits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V rcc1uires 80 percent of the City budge! he used for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 pen:ent 
for city services. What do the proponents or l'ropo~i
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 pen:ent'! 

(Co1i1i1111ec/) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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· CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

(argument against "V'~ continued) 
They also ignore. the fact that somt: public services 
like. the_ airport and Hetch Hetchy actually earn mon
ey for the· City. Obviously. these people don't under
stand even lhe most simple budgeting procedure~. 

The San· Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services, 
Proposition V's proponents want to return to wasteful 
spending and an entire restructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. 

When business costs go up, everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs are lost Once 
again, the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V, In the end. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help ·. . . the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Louise Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
William K. Koblentz, Attorney 
Cyril Magnln, Merchant 

Argument, printed an thl1 pogo are the. opinion• of th• authara and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be it Ordained by the People of the City and County of San 
Fra!'cisco: . 

Restoration or a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Senlces and Jobs 

· FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the· 
giant coreorations, This has been a maJor factor causing the 
quality of our public services to deteriorate. It is the duty 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for example, liealth care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our children and ourselves, ,public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance to the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life. · 

At the same time, the tax burden that working people 
· bear grows heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our city's right to home . rule taxing 
power, and attempt to deny us the right 10 the progressive 
community we said we wanted when the majority of San 

· Francisco_ voters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
to take away our local autonomy have o,tly caused us to 
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
giant coreorations. These corpor11!ions can afford to pay ,
and the}' should pay. 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of -initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco, We regard 
money pai<i in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's well-being. ' This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund shouli:1 not be transferred back ·10 the 
corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes that disguise the 
transformation o( public money into private profits, like 
Yerba Buena. 

THEREFORE. 
(I) The board of supervisors, every. year. shall set the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall· be not less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that yenr. These taxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
~ ' ' . 

required by (2) below, without raising the rate of an,Y tax 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and w1tnou1 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents. 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
t~e gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. · ·. 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts shall be exempt 
from this ordinance, 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes to 
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city .and county, the school and community col
fege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscal year 
1973-74, Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer 
price index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973, Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go to provide services to city residents. . · 

· (3) A business which greatly reduces the number of· its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the tax base needed to support city services, 

Therefore, each year that a business drops its total payroll 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year 
before, that business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue tax to the city. 

(4) The revenues. user fees, services, departments and 
budsets covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
distnct, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of-San Francisco. 

User fees arc all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. · · 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after ii is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary lo implement 
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby directed 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

. (6) No grant of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply 
lo this ordinance. (Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 92) 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) P.Ursuant to Division 31, Part 5, of •the Health· 
and Safety Cocle of the Stale of California, (Section 52000, 
et seq,), as it may be. amended, to provide funds for mort
gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement 
of homes in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex
clusively from the revenues and receipts derived from or 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect 
to any notes or other obligations of lendinG institutions with 
respect to which the bonds are issued. Said bonds are not 
to be secured by the taxinG P.OWer of the City and County 
of San Francisco. The prmcipal of and interest on sai<i 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of 
any thereof, are not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the 
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
charge, lien or encumbrance upon any of its property or 
upon any of its income, receir.ts or revenues, except the 
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the 
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortgases or from or with re
spect to any notes or other obligations of lending institu
tions with respect to which the 6onds arc issued shall bl! 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The spt!cial revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the 

· polls for such election shall be and remain ripen during the 
time required ~Y said laws. · . 

Section 4. The said special revenue bond election hereby 
called _shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with th.e. ~11111; ,of 
California General Election to be held Tuesday, June 3, 
1980, and the voting precincts, P,Olling J>laces and officers of 
election 'for said State of California General Election be, 
and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for such special election hereby called, and as 
specifically set fortli, in the official publication, by the 
Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and efection 
officers for the said State of California General Election. 

The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec
tion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor• 
nia General Election and reference is hereby made to the 
notice of election setting forth the votins precincts, polling 
places and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis• 
co on or about May 15, 1980. 

Section 5, If at such special revenue bond election it shall 
appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea• 
sure set forth in Section I of this resolution voted in favor 
of and authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such 
measure shall 6e deemed approved. 

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby called need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of su!)plies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department. which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be ID charge of and administered by the dircc• 
tor of public works, who. shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for ?Perations. a deputy dir~ctor ?f 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial mana~ement and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works. each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same po~er in the ~ity and CO\mly 
111 makinJl surveys, plats and cer110cates _as 1s or may from 
time to lime be given b,Y. law to city engineers and to coun· 
ty surveyors, and his official acts and all plats. su~v~ys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same valtd!IY and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and coun(y surveyors .. 

All examinations, 1;lans . and esllmat_es . required by the 
supervisors in connect1on with any public_ 1mpr'!~ements. e_x
clusive of those to be made by the public u11ht1es commis
sion shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shaii, when requested to do so. furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 

which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to . receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and !)arking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; ( d) to engage ID traffic research 
and traffic planning. and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating lo street traffic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within fif. 
teen ( 15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. The department shall 1101. 
with respect to any traffic control devices, implement such 
plan until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the fiftl.!en ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. linn or 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or lire protec
tion, be connected with the police or fire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same. 

(Continued) 
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( Proposition C, Continued) 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief .of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere with the proper and 'efficient 
operation of the circuit to ·which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and 'the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be lilted by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

.· Department of Public Health, which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who _shall be a regularly licensed 
P.hysician or sur;eon in the State of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
P.receding tiis ·appointment thereto: provided, however, that 
the physician or surgeon requirement may be waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. · 
· The chief administrative officer shall have power to ap• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public ·health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtli, including. but not limited 
to. the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home. Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be ex.empt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a p_erson who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and ex.perience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to a1point 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital who shall be ex.emr.t from the civil service (rovisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shat be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who P.Ossesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications ancl ex.per
ience necessary to manage the San Francisco General Hos
pital. 

Health Advisory Board, There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated, 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed · shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
ol' one P.hysician and one lay member shall ex.pire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936, 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to th,: functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
und to the chief administrative officer, ' 

Coroner's office. which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the ex.iming ollice of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. · ' 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis• 
tered by a cOLmty a8riculturul commissioner and shall in• 
clu_de fun~tions establlsh~d by ~11.1te law ~nd those assigned 
to 11 by or m accordance with prov1s1ons of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler ·of 
weights and· measures us established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

Coot'entlon Facilities Management Department, which shall 
Include the city and county's convention f11cllltles, Including 
but not llmltt>d to Brooks Hall, CMc Auditorium and Mos
cone Center, and shall consist, of a general manager and 
such employees as may be necessary to carry out the func
tions and duties of said dep11rlment. Tt1e chief 111lmlnlstr11tive 
officer shall have charge of the department of convention 
facilities 111111111ge111e11t. 

The chief 11dml11sitmtln'! officer sh11II 11ppol11t II general 
man11ger of the connmtlon f11clllties management department 
who shall hold office 111 his ple11s11re. The general 111111111ger 
sltall be the administrative head and appointing officer of the 
dcp11rtment of cont'entlon facilities 11111n11geme11t. Subject to 
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the approval or the chief admlnlstratlt'e officer, the general 
manager sh11II have power to 11lter, repair, manage, oper11te 
and m11lnt11ln all or the city 11nd county convention racllltles, 
lneludln11 but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone .Center. All contracts or orders for work to be 
perfonned · on convention f11cllltles sh11II be awarded and 
executed by the general manager with the approval! of the 
chief administrative officer and shall be administered by the 
genel'III m11nager. 

It shall be ·the function and duty of the department of 
convention facilities management to m11nage, operate 11nd 
11111lnt11ln 1111 of the city and county convention facilities, ln
cludJng, but not limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. 

If .. In the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions lllllendlng section 3,510 of this charter receive the 
nwnber of votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the elty attorney shall 
lncorponte their provisions Into one section. 

' ' 
7,400 Director of Property . 
. The director of property shall be the head of the depart
ment of property. 'He shall have charge of the purchase of 
real property and improvements required for all city . and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property 
and improvements. thereon owned by the city and county, 
~xcept as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. lt shall be his duty, in 
addition, .to assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
res~nsible officer. , 
. ((He ~ha~l have charge of the management of the ex.posi

tion aud,tonum.)) 
Except for the Convention Facllltles Management Depart

!OOflt, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such r.ur
chases or leases through the director of property. He shall 
make a preliminary valuation of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend accer.tance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be institutecl for the acquisition of 
such property. 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of all real property owned by the city, which 
shall show the purchase f.rice, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each parce , with reference to deeds or grants 
establishing the city's title. 

He shall annually report to the mayor, the controller, the 
chief administrative ofltcer, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of each parcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. , 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city 

and county, including positions created by laws of the State 
of California, where the compensation is r,aid by the city 
and county, shall be included in the clnsstficd civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be filled from lists of 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting: 

(I) Positions in which nllorneys and physicians are em
ployed in their professional capacity to perform only duties 
included in their professions, out exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta
tus constitutes only .part of the qualification therefor; 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Continued) 



(Proposition C, Continued) · 
District who serve in the capacity of paraprofessionals and 
technical instructional assistants employed by the San Fran-

, cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed persons be granted status and those who 
are on existm~ eligibility lists as of December· 31, . 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate lielp or student nurses, or part-time services, 
where the compensation including the value of any .al
lowances in addition thereto· does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) (er month. Provided that for each· fiscal 
year following fisca year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adjust the one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with 
the averaie percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
classifications under the provisions of section 8.400 and 
8.401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that 
such part-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
tilled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the appointing officer, wlio 
sliall set forth the schedule of operations showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more than seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, includins a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot practically be filled from 
existing eligible lists. These provisions shall not be used to 
split or divide any position mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction worK being performed by tlie city 
and county when such positions are exempted from saia 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions arc exempted from said classified civil service for a 
spe,cified, period· ~f. said temporary service, by order of the 
civil service comm1ss1on; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
are specifically exempted, from, or where the appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by election or appointment, who shall, dur
ing his term of office, hold or. retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the Unitecl States, or of this 
state, or who sliall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specilicall,Y exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specified m Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall !Jc held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the ilirector, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions for which a 
total compensation of less than $80.00 per month is provid
ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and county at said buildings and im
provements shall be subject to. the civil service provisi?ns of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subJect to 
the salary standardization provisions of this charter, m like 
manner and extent in all respects as positions and compen
sations of employments in the city and county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in 
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. · • , 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service of any 
public utihty hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
right to operate said utility, shall be continued in their re• 
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the civil 
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue to operate said utilitY. 
im<ler said lease or other temporary arran_gemcnt. Shouta 
the city permanently acquire said utility, sa1<1 persons shall 
come mto the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and snail be deemed eermancntly 
appointea thereto under the civil service provisions of the 
charter and shall .be entitled tci all the benefits thereof, all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(1) and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken over into the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement, who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, snail be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of sajd 
lease or other temporary arran~ement. 

(I) All persons employed m the operating service of any 
J>Ublic utility hereafter acquired by the city and county, at 
the time the same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such posuions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. · 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity with the civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any _employee who. was a permanent civil service ap
pomtee assigned to the airport department under the pubfic 
utiliti~s co11,1mission immed1ut.ely prior to the ef_fecti~c date 
of this section, shall be contmued without loss in civil ser
vice, rights as . ~n appointee of the airport department, 
prov1dea that c1v1l service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, including the 
air~rt department, immediately prior to the . effective date 
of ·this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner and to the same extent as though the airrort 
department had not bY. these amendments been crcatecl a 
separate city function unaer the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who was II permanent civil service ap
pointee assigned to an exposition auditorium imd whose job 
function is placed under the Convention Facilities Man
agement Deportment st111II be continued without loss In civil 
service rights 11s though said job functions l11111 not by 
amendment to this churter been placed under the jurisdiction 
of the chief administrative officer, 1md shall not lose those 
civil service rights which relutc to layoff from II permanent 
civil service position In the event of lack of work or lack of 
funds. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone e,cchange and 
which shall be in charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office al the P.leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 

, ~rform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em· 
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
,n makins surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time 10 11me be given by law lo city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and a1I plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connecuon with anY. public improvements, ex
clusive of those lo be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use or the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the ta,c collector of the amount or each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector 10 note such delinquency on each annual 
ta,c bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating lo street traffic, subject lo the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) lo cooperale with and assist the 
police department in the _promotion of traffic safely educa
tion; (b) 10 receive, study and give prompt attention 10 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 

· stbsence thereof; (c) to collect, compile. analyze and inter
pret traffic and earkina data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per• 
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city . and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided, however. 1h111 the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular · devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 · 
days after receipt shall be considered nn automatic apr.roval 
of said lraffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the trnftic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has el11rsed. 

Department of Elcc1ric1ty. which shal be administered by 
11 chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of po/ice or ftre protec20lc8d
tion, be connected wilfi tlie police or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying II fair 
com~ensation for such connection and the use of the same. 
provided that any such connection shall require the 11pprov11I 
of the chief of the de1,1artment of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shnll be fixed by the 
!Joar'd of surervisc,.s by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of thr df)partment. 

Department ( Public Health. which shall be administered 
by II director vr' health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less 
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· than 10 years' practice in his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment . thereto; provided, however, dial the 
ptiysician or sur_seon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to aP.• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who· shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital; Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a -person who ~ssesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary lo manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for ailmlnlstratlon and 
flnance, a deputy director for program planning and ev11tu11• 
tlon, a deputy director for community he11lth · programs, an 
administrator ((oO) for San Francisco General Hospital and 
an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi
sions of the charter ((. The position of administrator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or hospital adminis
trator)) per.ions who p.;ssess ((es)) the educational and 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and 
Institutions of the department or public health; provided, 
howe.-er, that any person who has cMI service status to any 
of these positions on the effective date of this amendment 
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions 
under the cMI service provisions of this charter. 

Health AdviS0I'}' Board. There is hereby created II health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all reg11larly cer1ilic111ed. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by 1he chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the, terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ancl 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems 11nd 
muuers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health 11nd shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommend11tions of such 
board shall be made in writing to 1hc director of health 
11nd to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established 111 
the time this charter s111111 go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by II county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in• 
elude functions established by state !aw und those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charier. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of se11ler of 
weights and mcusurcs as eslllblished at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.5 IO of this clrnrter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstunding uny other provision of this charier, the city 
nltorncy shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)} 

If h1 the elettlo11 of June 3, 1980 lwo or more proposi
tions mne11di11g section 3.510 of Ibis charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their i1tloptlon, then notwith• 
stamling any other provision of this chnrter, the city 11ttor11ey 
shall Incorporate their provisions into one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of P.Ublic· works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor , of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall <lesignate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m makin~ .surveys, plats 'and certificates as is or may from 
time to time be given by law, to city engineers and to coun- , 
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, 1 plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connechon with an)' public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the ~ublic utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of ,{>ublic works, and he 
shall, when requested lo do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi.annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tait hill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) 10 cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa• 
lion; -(b) lo receive, stuay and give - prompt attention to 

-complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; -(c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter• 
pret traffic and ~arking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage in traffic research 
and tratlic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic c'?ntro! deyi~es; 
provided however, that the bureau may waive subm1ss1on 
and revi~w of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart• 
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days afler receipt shall be considered an automatic aP,pro~al 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic c1:llltrol devices, l!:flplement such plan 
until the recommendatton of the trafhc bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

Department of Electricny, which shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of a~y person, lirm or 
corporation may, for _the purpos~ of pol~ce o.r lire protec
tion be connected with the police or fire signul or lele• 
pho~e system of the city and county upon paying II fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of tnc same, 
provided that any such connectio~ shall. r_equire the approv~l 
of the chief of the department ot electnc1ty and shall not 111 
any wny overload or interfere with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon' which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the depart111ent. 

Department of Public Health, which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeo~ in. the. State ~if ~al if ornia, , with not less 
than JO ycurs' practice m his proles?1on 1mmcdiatcly preced• 
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, that the 

physician or sur_geori requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at'his pleasure. , 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to aP.• 
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad• 
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public heallfl, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General , Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The ~sition of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary lo manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to areoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos• 
P.ital. The administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
shall have the power to appoint 11nd remove associate admln• 
lstrators. ((who shall)) These positions shall be exemt>t from 
the civil service provisions of the ch11rter ((. The pos11ion of 
administrator)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrator)) pel'lions who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage, the ((San Francisco General' Hospital.)) dlvl• 
slons and Institutions of the department of publlc health; 
pro~ded, howefer, that any person who has cMI service sta• 
tus to any of these positions on the effective date of this 
amendment shall continue to have civil service status for 
said positions under the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve witnout compensation. 
They shall be appointed· by the chief administrative officer 
for terms or four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and ·one Jay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 anil 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such bonrd shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction or the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommcn• 
dations to the director of health relative lo the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director or health 
anrl to the chief administrative oflicer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and · 
rersonnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the lime this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county ai;ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charier 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.5 IO of _this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adop(ion, then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3.SIO or this charter receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith
standing 1my other provision or this ch11rter, the city auorney 
shall incorporate their provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
in this chart~r. said offi1=er or member shall be· entitled to 
be. <:<>mpensa~ed at._ his· regular: rate· of pay as provided for 
herein for said extra time served, or he shall be allowed the 
equivalent time off. ' · · · · 

ln any computation in lhe administration of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compensation, as defined in any provisions relat
ing IO the retirement system,. is a · factor, compensation for 
overtime provided for in Ibis section. shall be excluded, and 
no such overtime compensalio.n shall _be deemed as compen
sation for anysurpose relating lo such retirement provisions. . 

Officers an members of the uniformed force sh.all be en
titled 10. the days declared to be holidays for employees 
whose compensations are · fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule of compensations · adopted by the board of supervi-

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.40 I of the 
charter, as additional days off with 1,>ay. Officers or 
members required 10 perform service in said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight _lime 
as herein · computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duly with paY. in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For payroll purposes, that portion . of each .lour of duly 
which fatrs williin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
lour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
pt?rfonned on an assigned <l~y off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<I by dividing the annual rates .of pay 
for each fiscal year by tbe number of single lours of duly 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the fire fighting com
panies in said fiscal year. · 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J · 

along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly. along Turk St. to· Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly and .northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence· westerly along Geary 
Boulevaro lo Presidio·· Avenue; thence northerly along 

. Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Y,an Ness Avenue; thence 
norllterly along Van 'Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence ea~terly along Filbert Street to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly, along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisc9 
Ba)'.; thence generally westerly · and southerly along 
saicl shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained 'in the fore
going description shall refer to the center line of said · 
streets, boulevards _and avenues. respectively. . 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth . Street and the shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay; thence easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline 10 · the point of intersection with 

· Broai:lway and an ·easterly straightline extension there
of and mcltiding all piers north of said intersection; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front, Street; 
thence southerly along Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly' alorig Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Mark.et Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Sutter 
Street; thence westerly· along Sutter street to· Powell 
Street.: thence southerly along Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence westerly along -Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street: thence northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street; · thence westerly along California 
Street' to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
nortfierly along Leavenworth Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets, avenues arid ways 
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of said streets. avenues and ways. re-
spectively. . 

FOURTH SUPERVISORfAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
norttierly and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to· Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevara to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly· along 
Presidio Avenue. to. California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
southerly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Waller 
Street; thence westerly aJong Waller Street to . Divi
sadero Street; thence northerfy along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence· westerly · along Oak Street· to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along _Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
natecl to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH. SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the c;ity and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along · Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence · 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence southerly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughness,y Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market Street; thence northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 
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northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street; 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street: 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street; 
thence westerly along Fulton Street to the Joint of 
commencement. Unless specifically designate to the 
contrary. all references to streets. drives. boulevards 
and .avenues contained in : the fore,go..-ig description 
shall refer to the center line of sa1a . streets. drives, 

· boulevards and avenues. respectively. . . . 
SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of_ the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Churcli 
Street and Market Street: thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Seventh Street; thence southeasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
soutliwesterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center· line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally souther!)'. along the· center line 
.of the James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension «:>f Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along ,said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Averiue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerfy along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Prc
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along Randall Street ·10 San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets· and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
l_ine of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPER VISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and ~arket Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; . thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along Market · Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the point of intersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly alon,g said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and county, and including 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the south
ern boundary . of the city and. county to the point. of 
intersection with the center hne of the James Lick 
Freeway· (State Route IOI); thence generally northerly 
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(Stale Route 10 I) . to the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town
send Street; .thence nortfieasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to the point of .commencement. Unless 

. speciticallY. designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets an<! ways contained in the foregoing description . 
shall refer to the center line of said streets and ways. 
respectively. ' 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (S'tate Route IOI); thence gener- , 
ally northerly along the center Jin~ of the Jame.s Lick 
Freeway (State Rou·te IOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) and along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South
ern FreewaY. (Interstate Route 280); thence generally
westerly anct southerly along the center line of the 
Southern Freeway {Interstate Route 280) to the inter
section with the southern boundary of the city and 
co~nty; thence easterly along said boundary to the 
pomt of commencement. . 

NU~TH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue· to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest- · 
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly afong Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North· Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way_ and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwooa Drive; thence 
nortlierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; tlience northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Verba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Verba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly. along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Sliaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Sreet to Precita 
Avenue; thence easterly along Precita Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence southerly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence, easterly along Mul-
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!en Avenue to Peraha -Avenue; thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a ·straight-line extension 
thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
Ja·mes Lick Freeway (State Route IOI); thence gener
ally southerly, along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern freeway (Interstate Route· 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly and southerly along the center line of the South-

.cm Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avenues, 
ways and drives· contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the· center line of said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion· of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county a!}d the center line of Junipero· Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along .Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Av~nue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue;. thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north
westerly along Ocean Avenue to _ Keysto~e Way; 

. thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence nortpeasterly along Kenwood Way to 
Upland Drive; thence westerly afong Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence· northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way an_d northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortfierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue;· thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Ver
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
nortfierly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita Way; 
thence northerly· along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center poi)lt of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; tf1ence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along · Eighth 
Avenue to Pacl~eo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo St~eet to Aerial ~ Way; thence southwesterly 
along· Aerial Way to Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
northerly along Fourteenth Avenue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega Street to . Fortysfirst 

. Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly. along Pacheco Street 
and a straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said shorel_ine to the southern boun- · 
dary of the city and ·county; thence easterly ·along 
said boundary to -the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards,_ avenues, ways and drives contained 
in ·the foregoing description shall refer to the center 
line bf saicl streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. · · 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall 
comprise that portion of the city· and county not oth
erwise describecl as constituting the first, second. third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth. seventh, eighth, ninth or tenth. 
supervisorial districts. 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance. adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year follow111g the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken, commencing with 
the 1980 census; as provided in the Constitution and 
·statu.tes ?f the State o_f California, . and subject to all 
the reqmrements there111. provided, however. that the 
redistricting provided for herein shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. 

Each member of the board of supervisors. com
mencing with the general 111uilicipal election in 
Novemoer, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with
in a sup~rvisorial district, and must have resided in 
the district in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days irnmediatcly preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
office of supervisor, and must continue to reside there
in during l11s or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to. 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment. to this sec
tion be held 'invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section · not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect
ed by districts at the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this· section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be held in Nove1,11ber, 1979. 

CONTINUATION .OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M 

along Columbus Avenue to Mason Street; thence along 
Mason Street to Washington Street; thence along Wash
ington Street lo Powell Streeet; and thence along Powell 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 
{2) A line commencing al Powell and Market s'1reets; 
thence along Powell Street to .Jackson Stteet; then along 
Jackson Street lo Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street 
to a terminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
Streets aloni; Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence 
along Washington S•.iect to Powell Street; thence along 
Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen-
cemen\. 
(3) A line commencing at Market and California; thence 
along California Street lo a terminal al Van Ness Aven-
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uc; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California 
Street to Markel Street, the point of commencement. 

. To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the 
cable car lines designated in I, 2 and 3 above, the public 
utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines at 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I, 1971; provided, however, that nothing herein contained 
shall prevent the commission from increasing al any time 
the saicl levels of scheduling and service. 

((The fare on any cable car line shall not exceed the 
local fore established under the provisions of section 3.598 
of this charter for other types of carrier equipmenl em
ptoxed in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal 
Ratlway.)) 
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(Proposition M, Continued) . 
(c) In the event of the unification, . consolidation or 

merger of the· San Francisco Municipal Railway with any 
privately owned street railwi1y system or with any portion or 
facility thereof, no line of street railway. bus line, trolley 
bus lme or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 1s 
now or will be owned by the City and County of San 
Francisco, and is now or will he operated by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abandoned nor shall 
the service he discontinued thereon except upon tlie recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board · of 
supervisors. The recommendation cif such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors . within thirty days 
from .the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is i!isappoved by at least nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes of said 
board the recommendation sl1all become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supe1visors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendation provided tlrnt the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to the board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service on any line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, 
construction, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for 
tlie development or · improvement of · any airports and 
heliports owned, controlled or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued oy t_hc city ·and 

county for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport;- (8) (or any other 
lawful purpose of the commission . ((,)) including, but riot 
limited to, transfer to the general fund during each fiscal 
year of twenty-five (25%) percent, or such. lesser percenta1:;e 
as the board of supervisors shall by ordinance establish, of 
the non-airline revenues as a return upon the city and coun
ty's Investment In said airport. "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals ~nd charges to airlines for use of airport 
faclliOes. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is prnposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

3.674 Funding the Retirement System 

Notwithstanding any other provisioi:is hi this charter, the 
retirement board shall determine city and connty and district 
contributions on the lmsis of II normal contribution rate 
which shall be computed as II level of percentage of compen
sation which, when applied to the future compensation of the 

average new member entering the system, together with the 
required member contribution, will be sufficient to provide for 
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion of liability nol provided by the normal contribution 
rate shall be amortized over a period not to exceL-d twenty 
(20) years. All expenses Incurred in the implementation of 
this st.-cllon, Including but not limited to the valuation, lnves• 
ligation and audit of the system as may be required, shall be 
paid from the accumulah,-d contributions of the city and 
county, 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing July I, 1980 the amount of 
such tax shall be one and one-half (I 1/2%) percent of the 
payroll expense <;>f such Ass~cia_tion_, plus one and one-half 
(I½%) ·percent of the total d1stnbut1on made by such Asso• 
elation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall not be construed as rec1uiring any 
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of this tax be a con
dition precedent to engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This tax is imposed for gen
eral revenue purposes and in order to fl!C)uire commerce 
and the business community lo carry a fair share of the 
costs of local government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

Section 2. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Busi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, !004.03, !004.04, 1004.05, I004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, I004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, !004. 13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Merclut'nl or Broker, 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0~~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each add1_11onal $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof . tn excess of 
$4,000. The rate of the tax set forth hercma~ove ~hall 
remain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

ly following· the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the ~roceeds 
derived from the levy· of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, al which 
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 {ler year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or factional part thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how-

. ever, 111111 commencing January I, · 1977, the tax shall .be 
$1 LOO per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess of $5,000; provided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of' 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year .or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less• of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent that the person (I) does not engage in 
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(Proposition Q, Continued) 
the ~usiness of manufa~turing, refining, fabricating, milling, 

· t~atmg or other processing or the goocls, wares or merchan
. ~15,C: bought ~nd sold, ancf does not cause said goods, wares 
or mercbandlSC · · 10 be manufactured, refined, fab,ricated 
milled,. tre!lted . or ~therwise processed; (2) doe~ not obtain 
or retatn t&tle to said aoods, wares or merchandise except in 
!)RC or !'\Ore of -the follow~ng situ~~ions: while such may be 
,n transit, or for shor~. penoas of time .before transportation 
c:ommem:cs or after 1t ceases; and (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or merchandise except during 
one or more of the following situa.lions:, while such goods, 
wares or merchandise are actually in transit, or for short 
periods of time before transportation commences or after it ~u". , 

(c) "Gross receipts" · shall mean, for the purpose of this 
section, all commissions charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits and proP-CrlY of any kind or nature received 
for the perfonnance or an_y service, act or employment as a 
commission merchant or l>roker, or in connection with the 
busi!'ess of being. a commission merchant or broker, and all 
lradmg profits, without any deduction therefrom on account 
of traaing losses, labor or service costs or other costs of en
gaging in business, or_ any other expense whatever. 

Sec. Ul04.02. Colltnctor. 
(a) For eveey person engaged in business as a contractor, 

the talt shall be as follows: (i) with respect ·to gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submilled a &id 
erior to August 17, 1968, there shall be no lax whatsoever; 
(ii} with res~t to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the· contractor submitted a bid between the dates . of August 

, 17; 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or fess 
of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross· receipts from contr~cts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971; the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
Jess of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or frac11onal part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the la1t shall be $24 per year 
or fractional ~rt thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross tcceipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross · receipts or fractional part thereof in · excess of 
$l~,000; (v) with respect t~ gross ~eceipts from contracts on 
which the contr.actor subm1tte<I a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall . be $22.00 p~r year or. fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of. g~oss receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
contractor submitted a bic:f during the period commencing 
A.Pril I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980, 1he tax shall be 
$30.00 per year or fractional part &hereof for the first 
$10,000 or less of gross receipts m the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, ·or fractional part thereof, of gross· 
receipts during the period . in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided f\lrtlier that for the period commencin_g July 1, 
1980 the lax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
!hereof, for the first $10,000 or less of gross recei,pts in the 
,Y.ear, plus $3.00 for each additional $1000, or fracllonal part 
&hereof, of gross receipts· during the period in excess of the 
first$ I0,000. 

(b) The term "contractor" as used herein means uny per
son (excepl an· ow~er. w~o contracts for ·a project with 
another person who 1s licensed by the ~late of Cuhfornia as 
n cont~aclor. or archi~ect or reg1~tercd ·civil, engineer a~ting 
solely m his profess1om1l caruc1ty) who m • any capacity 
other than os an emrloyee of another with wages us the 
sole compensation: un<lertakes to or offers to unilertake 10, 
or purports to have the capacity to undertake to, or submits 
a l:i1d to, or docs himself or by or through ochers construct, 
alter, ~epuir, add ,to! subtr~ct from, improv~, move,· wreck or 
demohsti any bmldmg, highway, ronc:f, rallroad, excavation, 
or other structure, project, development or improvement, or 
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to do any p,art thereof, including the erection of scaffolding 
or other structures or . works in connection therewith. Tti~ 
ter"!' "contractor". does, not . include any person engaged in 
business as an arc~ttect or engineer.- . 

(c) The meamng or the· t!=rm "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section .1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed under the contract to which the contractor 
i~ a P.!lrlY, without deductio~ for subcontracts, and irrespec• 
live of wltether the contract 1s one on a fixed price or on a 
oost-plus basis or one under the terms of whicli the contrac
tor acts as age~t for the, owner, :t'he term '.'gross receipts," 
however, shall mclude only receipts from contracts wbich 
cover jobs . or projects with .construction sites located within 

. the cit): limits ofthe City and County. 
(d) The term "bid' a~ · used Herein means the execution 

of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. 
(a) Subject to the limitations stated therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating a 
· hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house, 
lodging house, house court or l>ungalow court, and every 
person engaged in the business of renting or · letting rooms, 
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional earl thereof for the first $15,000 or less of 
gross receipts <lerived from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 ~r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000. The rate of 
the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until .the 
firs~ daY. of the month immediately following the month in 
which the Controller reports lo the Board of Supervisors, 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
are legally: available to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or frac!ional part thereof for the first $15.,000 or 
less of gross rece1pls, plus $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross ,receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year or fractional . part 
thereof for the first $I0,000 or less. of_ gross receipts, plus 
$1.IO JX:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part 'thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, that during the f'C'.riod commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30,' 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the first $. I0,000; rrovided further 
that commencing July l, 1980 the tax· shal be $15.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross. receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part. thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of tfie first$ I0,000. 

(ti) Nothing in this section shall .be construed 10 require 
that a registration certificate be obtained or a tax paid by 
any person engaged in the business of renting or letting 
apartments in a structure consisting of less than four units. . 

(c) At the time the tax provided for herein is remitted, 
the Tax Colleclor mar require the rei;istrnnt to furnish a 
st.atem~n~ of the number of such businesses conducted b)'. 
him, g1vmg the street address of each locution number of 
unils at each location, and the amount of gros; receipts at
tributable to each location. 

(d) The Tax Collector may require a person en&aged in 
any business taxed by this section to furnish such informa
tion · as may be necessary in order for the Tax Collector to 
determine the i:iature of t!1e own~rship of the business, and 
the. amount ~f interest wluch par~1es to the ownership of the 
business claim or possess. Nohce of such determination 
made ~y the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or parucs affected by his determination in the same manner 
as notices of deficiency determination are served under the 
provisions of subsection (t) of Section _IOIO, 
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Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec• 

tor, Linen Supply. For every person engased in the business 
of washing, ironing, drying, cfeaning, dyemg, sizing, blocking 
or pressing any clothing, weari(\g apparef, garment, linen, 
fabric or similar material, or similar articfe of personal 

· pr?perty, whether a~omplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machine operated by such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishing or letting the use of 
an_y towe!s, lmen, aprons, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
otfier article of a similar nature, · or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee· or 
charge, the ta/C shall be $30.00 eer year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in e)(cess of $15,000; provided tliat 
a person engaged in a business subject to tax under this 
section, who, at the same location is also engaged in any 
b~siness subject to ta/C under Section 1004.0lf of this or
dinance, or, at the same location makes minor alterations or· 
repairs to the clothing, wearing apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or similar material bemg washed, ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
separate business tax and obtaining separate registration cer
tificates under this ordinance for the conduct of encl: such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi
nesses at the location and upon the basis of . that compula• 
lion pay a combined business ta" and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the tax set forth hcreinabove shall remain in 
effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month iri which tfie Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of· the P.ayroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available lo meet appropriations 
·made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $15,00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first . $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $I.IO per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$!0,000; provi<led, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$!0,000 and provided that commencing July I, 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, .plus $1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$!0,000. ' ' 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. . 
(a) Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter, for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of money 
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on his 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whetlter 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items aforesaid acts as principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October 1. 
1973, said tax .~hall be due and rurable annually on or 
before the last day of the month o February next succeed
ing each respective annual period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the due dale of October !, 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calendar 
year 1973; provid,ed, howcve!-, that for p~rsons c.ngagcd in 
such business during the penod commencing April I. 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or nol subject to such 
tax prior to. April I, 1980, said lax, for. the calendar year 
1980, shall instead be $800.00; provided, however, that for 
persons engaged in such business during the period com
mencing July I, 1980, and ending December 31, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax prior to July I, 1980, said ta/C, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; provid
ed, however, that no such taxP-ayer shall be subject 10 tax 
under this section in excess of $!fOO.OO for the calendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(n) shall not apply to the business of lending • money or ad• 
vapcin~ credit or arranging for the loan of money or the 
advancing of credit as principal or agent, where the obliga• 
lion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or to com• 
pensate for the advance of credit is secured by a lien on 
real property, or some interest in real property, · nor shall 
the provisions of this section apply to the 6usiness of pur• 
chasing, either as principal or agent, any debt or evidence 
of de6t secured by any lien upon real property; nor shall 
the ,Provisions of this section apply to any transaction in
volv!ng the purchase or sal!-?. of real property. Further, the . 
tax imposed under the prov1s1ons of subsection (a) shall not 
apply lo a business nil of which or substantially all of 
wliicb consists of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons engaged in busi• 
nesses such as arc described in this subsection shall be sub• 
j~ct . to 111/C under Scc(ion 1004.07. Persons covered by Sec• 
110n. 1276. I of the Pol.ice Code shall pay tax on their inter
est mcomc under Sccuon I004.07 and snail pay tax on their 
retail sales undf!r Section 1004.08,. 

(c) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply lo a person• who, in the conduct of 
another business an the City and County, engages in II busi• 
ncss of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus• 
tomcrs or suppliers of that other business; nor shall the tax 
apply to a person engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines such business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or subsid,ary to him, 
or arc so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject to a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, all 'interest and other charges received as a result 
of tlic activity described in subsection (a) shall be included 
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; arid if said other business is 
not subject lo a tax measured by gross receipts, it shall pay 
a lax under the provisions of Section 1004.07 for engaging 
in the ki~d of. acti~ity dcscr!bed in subsection (a). If a per
son described an tlus subsecuon as exempt from the tax im
posed u_ndcr subsection (a) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect lo persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rental. 
F~r every per~on engaged in the business of leasing or 

renting . any tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed by other provisions of tlus ordinance, the tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the lirsl 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of~ gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hcreinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Exr,ensc 
Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
lo me.ct appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, 
al which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus. $2.00 per year for each additional $1.000 of gross 
receipts or fracuonal part thereof in excess of $12.000· 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, th~ 
lax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $!0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each· additional $ l ,000 of gross receipts. or frac-
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tional part thereof in ellcess of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the period commencing April 1, 1980 and end
ing'June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or. frac
tional ~rt thereof·, tbr the first $10,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof', of gross receiP,ts during the per
iod· in ellcess .. of the first $.10,000; provided, however, that 
commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part. thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
~ receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess· of the first $10,000.. · 
. For the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper• 
ty" shall mean personal property. which · may be seen, 
weighed, measured, felt or touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses, · 

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con-. 
strued to require the inclusion of the amount received for 
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas- · 
ing or renting of m1,>bile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of which is made wholly outside the State of California. · 

Sec. 1004.07 Odler Businesses. 
(a) .For every person engaged in any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, .profession or other means . of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less .of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in ellcess of $12,000. ~The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinil'?<>ve ~hall remain jn effect until t~e fir~t day of the 
month .. 1mme1dately following the month m which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his orin
ion, the proceeds derived from tile levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Ta" imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available to. meet the appropriations made by the Boar<I of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or · fractional part thereof in' excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January. I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts. 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10.000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I 0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sllall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tl1e first $ I 0,000. 

(Ii) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin~. oc
cupation, vocation. profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced within this section shall consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing all such activities. Any person engaged in any activities 
embraced within this secllon, in addition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections. 

Sec. 1004.08 Ret11il Salles. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise specifically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the. first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fract10nal part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind persons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in the computation of the 
amount of tax due hereunder nor to be required to pay 'the 
minimum tax: This ellemption shall not subject such blind 
persons to the provisions of Section 1004.01 of this ordin
ance. The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
Board' of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from the levy of the Payroll Ellpense Tax imposed by 
O~di~ance No. 275-70, are legally available . to meet appro- · 
pnat10ns made by the Board of Supervisors, at• which 
time the tax shall be $1S per year or· fractional part thereof 
for the first $1S,~ or less of gross receipts,. plus $'1.00 per 
year for each add1t1onal $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al pun thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 
during the period commencing April I, 1980 and ending 
June 10, 1980 the tax shall be $1S.OO per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $1.SO for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
part thereof, of gross r~ceipts during the period, in ~xccss of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sliall be $1S.OO per year or fractional· part 
thereof for th~ first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the 
year, plus $I.SO for each additional ·$1,000, or fractiooal 
part tliereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at' 
retail means .a safe of ~oods, wares or .merchandise for any 
purpose other than resale m the regular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages at the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted'. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in tlle better eye, with correction. Such blindness 
-shall be certified by a licensed, physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate us to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "hand
ling and scllin~," "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling,' and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require Ifie inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipeed 'to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihe seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forw11rdlng. 
(a) "Freight forwarding" shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
as agent or. bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
for such service. . 

(b) For every person engaged, in the business of freight 
forwarding or maintaining any storngc or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the· tux 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rule of the lax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which tl1e Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of lhe Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which tirrn: the lax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $1.?.,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
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1977, the • tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year. plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sfiall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

Sec. 1004.10. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Service, 
(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $ 1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the le\/}' of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; provioed, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional piirt tnereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
plus $ 1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of the 
first $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section. "gross receipts" shall 
have the same meanin$ as in Section 1002.6, except that 
only those receipts denved from providing services within 
the City a~d County shall be included: and further _except
ing that, with respect to telephone services, only receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included. 

Sec. I 004.11. Tntnsporting Persons for Hire. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the transportation of persons 

or property for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
vclucle upon any public highway in this State, either direct-
ly or indirectly. . . 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for . the . oper_ation of the 
vehicle irrespective of whether the vcl11cl_c 1s . driven. by such 
person or. the person to wh_om the . vel11clc 1s furn1sh~d. or. 
engages either m ';"hole or m pa~l m, th,e transportallon of 
persons or property m the motor vel11cle furnished. 

2. Nol An Operator. The term "operator" docs not in-
clude any of the following: . . . 

(i) Any person transporting l11s ~wn property in a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _lum u~lcss h~ . i_nakes a 
specific charge for the transportation. This subd1v1sion does 

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who occasion11lly 
transports property for other farmers, or who transports his 
own farm products, or who transports lnborers to nnd from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any nonprofit nericultural cooperutive association, or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under Charter 4 oT Division 6 of the Agriculturnl Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
in the transporting of its own property or the property of 
its members. 

(iv) Any person whose sole transportntion of persons or 
property for hire or compensntion consists of the transporta
tion of children to or from nny public or nonrrofit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
providing such transportation docs not exceed one hundred 
dollars ($100) in any calendnr month. 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicle in a procession to a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
of interment to II garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registered owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while 
operating the vehicle, transports persons to his work or to a 
place tlirough which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any such matter in II motor vehicle owned or operateo by 
him, unless he makes a separute or specific charge for tran
sportation. II is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) Tax Imposed. 
I. Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business tax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provided in this 
section. This tax is imposed for Ilic privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco for the purpose of such business, cmpfoying or 
loaning capital on properly, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County or San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required to be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ecti(!n duri_ng any tax period without first ob
taming a reg1s1ra11on certificate. 

2, The business taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly witliin the City and County; 
(ii) From a place or places outside the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places within the City and County; 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places outside the City and County (including 
a place or places outside the Stale of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places also within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (including a place or places ouside the State of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Measure of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in·. this City: ,and County· for the purJ>ose of such business, 

, the tall shall be • $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
{or the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per 
year for each additional $1,000, of gross receipts or fraction
al .part thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set 
forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 
C~n~roller reports to the . Board of Supervisors that, in his 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy <>f the Payroll · 
Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available. to meet the appropriations made by the Boara of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of g~oss receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; proviiied, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts; plus 
$2.20 per year for. each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April 1. 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year. plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part, thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax snail be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the firs1 $10,000. 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. 
Whenever an operator engages in the transportation of 

passengers partly within ancf partly without the City and 
County of San Francisco, the tax imposed by this section 
shall apply exclusively to the p<>rtion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operations within the City ana County of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at
tributable 10 operations within the City and County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percentaie of an operator's total 
gross receipts, including gross receipts from tlie transporta
tion of persons to and from a place or places outside the 
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which 
the mileage operated with the City and County of San 
Francisco bears to the entire mileage over which the opera
tions extend. 

(e) Exemption for Certain School Buses. 
No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

anY. motor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day to transport 
students ·or members of bona fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising adults to and from puolic or private 
schools, school events or other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall not subject such operation to 
tlie provisions ofSecl!on 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. Trucking - Hauling. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" is used in this section 

as delined in the Motor Venicle Trnnsportation License Tax 
Act of California, with reference only, however, to persons 
engagi~g in the transportation of property for hire or com
pcnsauon. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor V chicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "tractor" us used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in the Vehicle Code of California . 

(b) Tax Imposed. Every person whose business in whole 
or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
tor vel1icle for th-: transportation of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets and highways in the City and County for 
the purp?sc _of su~h business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided m tlm section. 

(c) Mcmmrc of 'fnx; Reporting Period. The tux required 
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to be ~id by this section shall be reported and paid an
nually. Every P.frson engaged in the business subject to tait 
under this sectio11 shall pay a minimum tax of $12.50 per 
year. The tax required to be paid under this section sliall 
be measured as folfows: 

I. For each motor vehicle. other than a tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer, or dolly, ·used to receive or discharge. pick up 
or· deliver property within this City and County, the tax 
shall be as follows: 

Where the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, the 
'tax shall be $.04 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in, subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.05 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation .as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 

- shall be $.07 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that 
commencing July I. 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 lbs., and 
not more than 8,000 lbs., the tax shall be $.IO for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however. that ,commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tfiat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.15 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however. that commencing July I, 1980. the 
tax sllall be $.15 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ration as specified in subsection (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs.. the 
tax shall be $.1 l for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tnat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P,rovided, however, tbat during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.16 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b). 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the tax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I. 1980, the 
tax snail be $.16 for each day or ftaction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b ). 

( d) Method or Reporting. 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act reci.uired to be taxed under this section during any 
tax period without first obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. At the close of each tax period such person shall file a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the next subsequent tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period. 

3. In making such statement, Ilic person may al his op
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"test week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specifo!d in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total or the tax due for 
the four test weeks by four lo ascertain the uvernge weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con-
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ducted operations subject to tax under this sec1ion. If 1he 
person cfects to compute the tux imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such election shall he irrevocable and con• 
elusive as to the tax period for which such election is made. 
Any person electing to compute such tnx on II test week 
basis shall retain the records used for. such computation for 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 

· Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
lax on II test week basis to retain such records, the Tax 
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
estaimated lo be due from such person in the manner 
provided by Section IO IO. 

4. The test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the tax imposed under this section arc the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full wcck in July and the second full wcelc in 
October. If a person does not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he docs conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person does not conduct operations subject to tax under this 
section during each of the four lest weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior written application lo and prior written 
approval of the Tax Collector as to wha1 allerna1e lest per
iod or periods may be used. 

5. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
slalemenl required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall !hereupon 
be filed and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis
solution or termination. 

(e) Exemption for Vehicles Operated Exclusively in Inter• 
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any day or fraction 
ttiercof when such vehicle is operated exclusively between 
points within this City and County and points without this 
Stale. 

(f) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip
ment alon_g the streets ~f this City ~nd County if _such 
operation 1s merely occasional and 111c1dcntal lo a busmcss 
conducted elsewhere: provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin
ning or ending at points within this <;:ity and County upon 
an average more than once a week m any qu~rter, . and. a 
business shall be deemed to be conducted within this Cit)'. 
and County if an office or agency is maintained here or 1f 
tra.:isportal10n business is solicted here. 

Sec. 1004.13. Wholesale S"les. 
(a) For every pers_on manufacturing and sel_ling any goods. 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance. the tax shall be 
$32.00 pi:r year ?r fractiona_l part tlie~cof for th~ li~st 
$20,000 or less o( gross receipts, pl~s $1.60 per_ year (or 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fracllonal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000: provided that blmd persons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts in the 
computation of the amount of la~, d_ue hercu~dcr nor be 
required to pay the mi111mum tax. I his cx_e!nptwn _sh~II ~ot 
subject such blind person _to the pr<!v1s1ons of Sc~uon 
1004.07 of this ordinam:c. ·1 he rate o( the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the . first _day of 
the month immediately following the month 111 wl11ch the 
Controller reports· to the . Boar~ o( Supervisors. that. t.n his 
opinion, the proceeds denvcd _ from the levy of the I ayroll 
Expense Tax imposed by Ord_1nance No. 275-70, are legally_ 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, al which tim<; l_hc tax s~wll be $16.00 pc~. year 
or f'racllonal part thereof for the _tlfsl $20,000 or Jc_ss of 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per yL·ar for each a?dt10nal $1,000 
of grms n:ccipts or fra1:t1onal pan thcn.:of m excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencm~ January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or frncllonaf part 

1hcrcof for lhe first $20,000 or less of gross receipls, plus 
$0.90 per year for each 11ddi1ional $1,000 of gross rccctpls, 
or fractional jl!lrl lhcreof in excess of $20,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I. 1980 
1111d ending June JO; 1980 the 111x slrnll be $24.00 per year 
or fractional parl thereof for 1hc first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts in lhc ye11r, plus $ 1.23 for euch addition11l 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
1hc period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tux sh11ll be $24.00 per 
year or frac1ion11l part thereof for 1he first $20,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part !hereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of lhe first $20,000. 

(o) For the purpose of this sec1ion, 11 wholesale sale or 
sale 111 wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan• 
dise for lhe purpose of resale in lhe regular course of busi
ness. 
• (c) Whenever II person engages in the same location in 
1wo or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, 11 
join! registration ccrlificalc shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of lhis section. 
shall mean a person having 1101 more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the heller eye, with correction. Such blindness 
shall be ccrtitied by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in discase.s of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, und the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished lo the Tax Colleclor. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "han
dling and sellin!i," "storage, handling and selling." "assem
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require the inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to 1he purchasers of such goods by 
the seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.15. Architects, Engineers. 
(a) ~or every person engaged i_n busine~s a~ an architect 

or engrncer, the tax shall be as follows: (1) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en· 
ginecr submitted a proposal prior .. to f\ugust 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (11) wuh respect to iross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engmeer 
submitted a proposal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a proposal between the 
dates of Augus1 18. 1970. and June 30, f97 I. the tax shall 
be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each ad~itional $1,~ of gross _receip_ts or fractional part 
thereof m excess of $12,000: (1v) with respect to woss 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engmecr 
submitted a proposal between July I. 1971. and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the firs! $12,000 yr less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each add1t10nal $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000: (v) with re
spect to gross receipts from contracts on which the arch1tcct 
or engineer submitted a proposal on or aflcr October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less uf gross receipls, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 or gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submiucd a proposal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and endmg June 30. 1980 the 
tax s_hall ,be $30.00 per year or fract\onal. part thereof for 
!ht: hrst $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts m the year. plus 
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$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$ 10;000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.QO for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of· gross receipts during th.e per~ 
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. 

(b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a 
license is required under Chapter 3, Division Ill of the 
Business and Professional Code of the State of California. 
The term "engaged in business as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is re<juired under Cliapter 7, Division Ill of the Business 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

(Propol'itio11 V. Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the same or 
11 subsequent election. 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 
supcrccding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no apportionment shall be made except that the 
tux shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the percentage which workin~ time expended with
in the City and County of San Francisco bears to his total 
working tim~ both witli_in and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. . 

Section 3. By adopting this ordinance the People of the 
City arid County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
ma).' exercise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, in
clucling, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance. 

In adopting this ordinance the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the prcv1ously
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, aprrove their contin
uance, and further declare that if any of such previouslY.• 
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. 

Section 4. Effective Date. Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. 

two-thirds vote provision in Section 4, Article XfllA of the 
state Constitution (Proposition 13) docs not apply. Likewise, 
this ordinance supcrcedes any inconsistent prov1s1on of Arti
cle XlllB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4). 

If any sec!ion, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held bY. any court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. 

-Register to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 

"·~ 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters, the Registrar's Office has examined ail San Francisco polling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily ll&;Cessihle: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
B 
C 

If you are not sure what .your precinct number is. look· at the mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (Sec sample 
below). 

Polling place---------
Party----------
Name-----------• 
Address-----------

Precinct # 

Garage -- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94131 

· CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address for each · precinct as of the time of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating of your precinct, call u_s at 558~~4 I 7. __ .. __ _ 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling place is inacessible. you can vote 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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17th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

7001 C 7054A 7734 A 7786 A 7837 A 7889A 7939 B 
7002 A 70S5 A .773S A 7787C 7838 A 7890A 7940A 
7003 C 7056A 7736 B 7788A 7839A 7891 A 7941 A 
7004C 70S7 B 7737 B 7789 A 78408 7892A . 7942 A 
700S C 70S8 B 7738 B 7790 B 7842 B 7893 C 7943C 
7006 B - 70S9 A 7739A 7791 A . 7843 8 7894A 7944A 
7007 C 7060 8 7740 B 7792A 7844A 789S A 794S A 
7008/7009 C 7061 A 7741 A 7793.A 784S e' .7896 A 7946 B 
70IOC 7062A 7742A 7794 A. 7846 A 7897 A 7947 A 
7011 A 7063A 7743A 779S B · 7847 8 7898 A: -7948 A 
7012A 7064 B 

'' · :7744 A 7796 A 7848 B 7899A 79S1 B 
7014A 7065 C 774S A 7797 B 7849A .7900A 79S2 C 
7015A 7066A 7746A 7798 A 7850A 7901 A 7953 A 
7016A ·7067 A 7747C 7799 B. 78S1 B 7902A 79S4C 
7017 A 7068 B . 7748 A 7800-A 78S2 A 790lA 79S5 A 
7018A 7069 B 7749A 7801 A 78S3 A 7904A 79S6 B 
7019A 7070 B 7750A 7802 A 7854 A 7905 A 7957 C 
7020A 7701C 7751 A 7803 A 7855 B 7906A 7958 C 
7021 C 7702 A 7752 A 7804/:i. 7856 A 7907 C 7959 C 
7022A 7703 A 7753 A 7805 A 7857 A 7908 A 7960C 
7023 C 7704A 7754A 7806 A 7858 B 7909 A 79~1 A 
7024A 7705A 7755 A 7807 A 7859 C 7910A 7962A 
7025 C 7706A 7756 A 7808 A 7860 A 7911 B 7963 A 
7026A 7707 A 7757 B 7809 A 7861 B 7912 A 7964A 
7027 A 7708A 7758 B 7810A 7862 A 7913 A 7965 C 
7028-A 7709A 7759 B 7811 A 7863 A 7914A 7966A 
7029A 77IOA 7760 C 7812 A 7864 A 7915 A 7967 B 

j 

7031 A 7711 A 7761 A 7813 A 7865 B 7916 C 7968 A 
I 

,· 7032 A 7712 A 7762 A 7814A 7866 A 7917 C 7969 C 
I 

7033 A 7713 A 7764 A 7815 A 7867 B 7918 C 7970A 
7034A 7714 B 7765 A 7816 A 7868 A 7919 A 7971 A 
7035 A 7715 A 7766 A 7817 A 7869 C 7920 B 7972 A 
7036A 7716A 7767 A 7818 B 7870A 7921 A 7973 C 
7037 A 7717 A 7768 A 7819 A 7871 A 7922 B 7974C 
7038 A 7718 A 7769 A 7820A 7872 A 7923 A 7975 B 
7039 A 7719A 7770 C 7821 A 7873 8 7924 A 7976C 
7040A 7720 B 7771 8 7822 A 7874A 7925 A 7977 B 
7041 A 7721 B 7772 A 7823 A 7876/78,75 A 7926.A 7978 C 
7042 A 7722A 7763/7773 A 7824A 7877 A 7927 A 
7043 A 7723 A 7774 B 7825 A 7878 B 7949-7950-7928A 
7044A 'J724 A 777617775 A 7826 A 7879 A 7929 8 
7045 A 7725 A 7777 8 7827 A 7880A 7930 8 
7046 B 7726 A 7778 A 7828 A 7881 A 7931 A 
7047 A 7727 A 7779-A 7829 A 7882 A - 7932 B 
7048 A 7728 C 7780 B 7830 B 7883 A 7933 8 
7049 B 7729 A 7781 A 7831 A. 7884 A 7934A 
7050A 7730 A 7782 A 7832 A 7885 A 7935 C 
7051 A 7731 A 7783 A 7833 A 7886 B 7936 8 
7052"8 7732A 7784 A 7834 C 7887 A 7937 C 
7053 B 7733 A 7785 A 7835 A 7888 A 7938 B 
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POil lllQIITIIAll'I UII ONLY 
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

i!~IM:IBl''f.f Zlfl 

APPLICATION FDR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APl/CACION PARA BAI.OTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTF PrtG, No, 

~JfC~~ Efl lfi!j~ Pol,.Affll, 

1, PAINTl!D NAME 
BIIIOtN0, 

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA "riPllcaUon MUST ALSO BE s10:1eo BELOW 8'( APl'LICANT, . llallOt Malled 
JEffi1Ultt~ 8 gn11ur1 wtll bl comperacl with :flld1vlt on Ille In thl1 offloe, 

lallOt R1lurnad 

2, l!Ll!CTION DATI! 3 JUNE 1980 Aff, Racord 

I hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Ballot for the elecllon ln1p1c1or'1 Notice 
Indicated above. . 

I expect to be absent from my electlon precinct on the day of Slgn■ture and Ragl■lratlon 
the electlon or unable to vote therein by reason of phyalcal dla- V•llltd a Corract: 
ablllty or other reason provided by law. 

fflJf-N/N:Q~;;f,:A , JJ...ta Por I• pr•nnt• IIOllc/lo una batota de D•t• Deputy Rogl■trar 

11n.J:.iltMmZil• • ;;f>:Afl:ll•z a 
Volante Aualtlte ,,.,. II tllccl6n lndloade 
arrlba. 

, ~t«~mt , lllt f!;J :!l'Jl:FftUM ~ l:1Jn E1p,ro .,,., 1u11n11 d• ml p,.t:lnto 
,11c1oral •n el d(a de 11 at,cclon o· no 

~J!!{-1 Jltl'J~~Yf:€;;/1;· • pod,r '1/0llf a/If ff1lc1 u otr• r116n IHI· 
VIIII p~r /8 /ey, 

3, BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO Ml! AT: 
ENVIEME LA BALO TA A: ..!:J □ I prefer election materlal1 In Engllah 
iril/J/!fiWt1!,fftfr\'* A-F:l1l: : □ ·,,,.,,.,om,,.,,.,.. electora/H •n ,apa/Yo/ 

□ :ft'~~~Jtlj:Q-
MD.Bil'8 

Zip Code 
AruPo,1,1 

DATE: !ff{l[.i.iJtl! ~J!J - 4. FECHA: 
aJUJ SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOLICITANTE 
5. rtiriMA~~ Registered San Francisco Address of Applloant 

Dlroccl6n di/ so//cl11nlo r1glstr11d1 •n S11n Fronclaco 
tfl ;t,!JA:(1: l'i¢:1 It :O\iUi1J1 JHz tt:h.l: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI tJSTED SE HA CAMBIADO ~nueam , JJll!lrti!Hl::lll:;r-:liHt.!E 
Complete this section If you have moved end Con:J:iloto •sta ascclon st usted 111 hi cambllldo y ifl'Jl/1-iX~h.l:.Ztt:IIJ:, JrlJJO(t,~Jft~ 
now reside at en sddress other than that rHI o ahora on olr11 dlroccl6n dl111/nl1 o la qua ~-shown on your affidavit of registration. aparaco on au doc/aracl6n /urad11 d1 r,g/1tro, 

I moved ori 19_, Mo camb{o 11/ di 111_. ~Eti.-Jt._tj!_Jl_a ill;!} 

. My residence address Is Ml dlrocclon oa :Bl JJlfl:t'l'1tt:lll:M: : 
Aroa Postal 

Zip Code ifi!lf,lUl!Q!l NOTA: Un votanto quo sa c11mbla d1ntro dt los 29 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior · dlaa antorloras a oal11 aloccl6n pued1 i-tlt.: ~.{t,Jft~iX~J1iJ::+:11.13 l"l:ill.!:· , to this election may obtain an eb- oblanor balota auaarito, Un vot,nto qu1 

sentee ballot, A voter moving more so cambla antoa do /os 29 d/11s ant,rlor,s :g- I lfJ*IO{-~/N!iE~. iE!iUE 
t11an 29 days prior to this election do la alocc/6n y quo no a• roglstro anlH 

Jl.t*®~llifilf,,}W~=·l·:Jtll 1 mi end who did not re-register prior to do la /Ocha /Ina/ poro rogl11tr11r11 di otll 

the registration closing date lor this o/occl6n no puodo voter. n,ilt:.llfi'iWJ½ n ,llJJAJIJl•,lll)i{[:{f'i!Uif1}J: 
elecllon Is not eligible to vote, 

/Jl)t{· I '({i;{jff.f'Mr * • 
' 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!lil\¥.d~: ROOM 158, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 14102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN LA SOllCITUD DEfJE /fEC/11/flE EN tA DI/CIMA 1ft JrlJ~/,Wilm~-5Ji:tEillt~fl ·1::~l Zllif 
REGISTRAR'S DFFI~~ BV f ~~ P,M,, DEt /fEtJ/ltT/IA/f ANTIS DE IAI CINCO Ell ,UMTD 

I flfJiZ.;!- so }.i!.WJ::T-1fli'.O,'f~l'1!1 
TUESDAY, May r 0 , DE LA TA/fDE. MA/fTEt ~ 7 M~O 8 Q 

Et ltl"1MO DIA AMT. ID/f Al~ DE tA i!!JJ:i!ifl:/Vfifl'wnlfiJitJ&itllllt IJlif1f/l,c;j!/'j • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAV, IUCCIDN. I "" "" .. ,,. ,. ,. ,, ., .. 
I 
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1, 

I I 

JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR Of VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
::;'10N 558:.3061 
:.r. 558-34 17 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILING....._~ 
ADDRESS,,...-: 

Democratic Party 
17th Al,.mbly Dl1trlct 

BULIC RATE 
U.S. POST~GE 

PAID 
San Francisco· 

Calif. 
Permit No. 4 

Third Class 

Applicati'on for absentee ballot 
appears on · Page 9 5 · 

Aplicacion para papeleta de votante 
· . aus·ente aparece en la Paginq ·9 5 

VOTER SELECTION COUPON r-----------------------------~ I STATE CITY 

I 
I 
I 
I 

:al 
z1 :1 
El gl 
C!)I 

!' 
c1' _, 
;1 
llC I 
ol 
51 
ul 

CANDIDATES 

U.S. Pro■ldent 
U.S. Senator 
U.S. Rep. In Congro11 
'Stato Senator 
State A■1embly 

Judge, Superior # 1 
Judge, Superior # 2 
Judge, Munl. # 1 

County Central Committee• 

1. 
2. 
3 
4. 
5. 
6 
7 
8 • 
'Aef■r to your oampla ballot far Iha numbar of 
Caunry Cantrul CommlttH M•mbaro lo ba alactad, 

PROPOSITIONS PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO YES NO 

1 A ,., B 
3 

,. 
4 D 
5 s 

6 F 
7 ... 
8 I 
9 J 
10 II 

11 L 

M 

Wrlto your 
N 

chalcoa an thla 0 
coupon and p 
bring It ta your 
voting baath, It n 
wlllmako. D 
voting oaalor 
far you, and s 
wlll roduco tho T tlmo athora 
havo to wait, V ---

I 
I 
I 
I 
I ~----------------------------~ 96-17D 

••••• 
•• flJ~--
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American Independent Party 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

to vote by May 5, 1980. 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: 

• are at least 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A-Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q-Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't 'want to tell 

what political party you consider yours, you 
can say "Independent" or "I don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't tell my political party when I sign up, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections are held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I have picked a party, can I change it later? 
A-Yes, but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again? 

A-Yes, if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7, 1978.) 

Q-lf I have been convicted of a crime, can I sign u1, 
to vote? 

A-Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-What candidates will voters be choosing at this 
primary election'! 

A-All voters who are signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator if you live in Senate Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Committees. 

Q-What districts are there in San Francisco'! 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
dfstrict for this position? 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator represents the entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the people who are state can
didates in this primary election? 

A-Because· the positions these candidates are trying 
for are not city positions. They are state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidates for non-pnrtisan office? 
A-Yes, there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 

Q-lsn't this election n "presidential primnry" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party. you will be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention, where a national presidential can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Where do I go to vote? 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know whnt to do when I get to my vot
ing pince, is there someone there to hel1, me'! 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you, call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote'? 
A-The election will be Tuesday . .June 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-Whnt do I do if my voting 1,luce is not 01,en? 
A-Call 558-6161. 

Q-Cnn I take my sample ballot into the voting booth 
even if I've written on it'! 

A-Yes. 

Q-Can I have someone help me in the voting booth 
if I need help? 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you 
have language difficulties. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 

3 

I 



YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes. This is. called a "write-in". If you· want to 

and don't know how, ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do I do if I cannot work the voting ma-· 
chine? 

A-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-Can a worker at the voting place ask me to take 
any test? 

A-No. 

Q-Can I take time off from my job to go vote on 
election day? 

A-Yes, if you do not have enough time outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 .. 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either. at the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q-Can I vote If I know I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). · 

Q-What can I do if I do not have an application 
fonn? 

A-You can send a letter or postcard asking for an 
absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters, City Hall, 
San Francisco 94102. 

Q-What do lsay when I ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need to vote early 
• your addr.ess when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sign your name. and also print your 

name underneath. 

Q..;.. When do I mail my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election· day, 
June3. 1980. · 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election day? 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-34 I 7 

WORDS YOU NEED TO. KNOW 
Here are a few of the words that you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election the following November. There 
may be two or more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a · primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has .not chosen a political party will receive 
a primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you are going to be 

away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because you are physically disa
bled. you can get a special ballot to lill out. This bal
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. See page 
95. 
4 

■ •• 

. PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
vote on. except candidates. If it deals with the state 
government, then it will have a· number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote of the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 
are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the voters. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people to vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by gelling a certain 
number of voters to sign a petition. 

PETITION-A list of signatures of voters who 
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. 

I 



PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE AffACHEO TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: 

To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. 'Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in · candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or · 
after the word "NO". 

All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the bitllot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE .VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que senala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que senala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 

Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sobre de la Balota. 

Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el clrculo que seftala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". 

Todas las marcas o borraduras estin prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. 
IIUflfttti&JJHeH.l:.ZtHLitdll.l:.tr:fL ; "f-;li;fl! m111•~-• 
ii ll~i ~: 

~1Mt.&'ril.11-lfifiilltfll!U A , ffllf ,1£ U .1:. fil!llYiffi'Z i1Y M :tHL • iio.-~~il llx.L:JJ:. 
NAfi~~--~,ffl,'(£~~.J:.fiBPJfffiz~~UA~,aH~M~~~An?L,ffl~ 
!IMH!l~~-lllt~Aft 0 

~i'I-S-M1~~~£r.JUA 1 ffl,'(£1~1''.!EU AaMfflft ~-~flt~~~J:.Ar~M A 
!YiiUllr-Je~~fll!Er.J~~ • 

Uff:fii1'1•, 8111-t£UJ:ftiiiJi§iffi • n:s • ~ •110 • !Ftcn:fl. 
~~~~~--~~~~•,u~~•· 
miH:t£~fflJ:.n1UltT 'ffi!i!!!'!!x~1.17 ; lllfJi•T .. ff:ll71~UJ(~MA!T-J~J?lfflf't, R'

~~~-~~~~-~IT-Jk~fl, ~*n-~~- • 
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5-17 O&N 



I 

EXPLANATION OF YOUR SAMPLE BALLOT 

At primary elections there aren't enough Votomatic voting machines to as
sign a separate machine to each party at each precinct; this• is a problem m 
every county whenever there is a primary election. · 

What some counties do in a primary election is to give smaller party 
voters a paper clip and a . piece of styrof oam and send them off to a corner 
to poke holes in their ballot. In an effort to avoid this we have set aside one 
regular voting .machine in each precinct for the use of nonpartisan voters and 
voters affiliated with the American Independent, Peace & Freedom and 
Libertarian Parties. 

Since all four types of voters will be using the same machine, some confu
sion might be possible, but since you were politically astute enough not to be 
registered with the · Republicans or Democrats, we figure you are probably 
smart enough to ignore the pages applicable only to the other parties and 
vote only on pages applicable to you. 

Our computer is smart as well, and will ignore any votes cast on the 
wrong pages. 

Here is what you can expect when you go into your polling place on June 
3: 

NONPARTISAN VOTERS (Those who marked "Decline to state" for the 
Political Party question on the voter registration card): You will get a 
GREEN ballot card. Inside the voting booth you vote only on the GREEN 
pages (pages number 4,5,6 & 7) at the end of the ballot book. 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT VOTERS: You will get an ORANGE ballot 
card. Inside the booth you will vote first on · the ORANGE page at the front 
of the ballot book, and then continue voting on the 4 GREEN (nonpartisian) 
pages at the back of the ballot. 

PEACE & FREEDOM VOTERS: You will get a LA VEND ER ballot card. 
Inside the booth you will vote the one LAVENDER page and then continue 
voting on the 4 GREEN (nonpartisian) pages at the back of the ballot. 

LIBERTARIAN VOTERS: You will get a GRAY ballot card. Inside the 
booth you will vote the two GRAY pages and then continue voting on the 4 
GREEN pages at the back of the ballot. 

If you have any doubt what party you are affiliated with, look at the 
address label on the back cover of this pamphlet. Your party affiliation ap
pears right above your first name. 

6~17 O&N 
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AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Presidential Preference 
Preferencla Presldenclal &©.ni 

SEAN MORTON DOWNEY JR. 

JOHN RARICK 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delegados a la Convenclon Naclonal 

PARTIDO INDEPENDIENTE AMERICANO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de 1980 ' -

l)Jl<HII 1'1:1'( f)J i'L 
-:JLI\O•l'./' Jl : 11 

Vote for One -~--1,,•1•H ~ 

Vote por Uno i3!1j.l:b;- 1 

3 • 
5 • 

Vote for One ~''W A 
Vote por Uno i111jkl-:?J 

CANDIDATES EXPRESSING NO PREFERENCE, WILLIAM K, SHEARER (CHAIRMAN) 9 • 
United States Senator 

~~$~jl 
Vote for One 5f.~'r~-!6 

Senador de los Estados Unidos Vote por Uno 1=1r J ~ 

JAMES C. (JIM) GRIFFIN 13 • Trucker 
Camionero 
~•Jj(j;j/Jl! 

Representative in Congress, 5th District 
Diputado al Congreso, Distrito 5 il®'1~~ffel ""''Ji ·1~~ _i.,j~ - lli nr!.. 

Vote for One ~~-!6 
Vote por Uno 1=1111 - • 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

State Senator, 5th District Vote for One ~~~-!6 
Senador Estatal, Dlstrito 5 fH~~~ffel ~111.rrJiWi Vote por Uno 

pp:J - • 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Member of the Assembly, 17th District Vote for One ffli!fil-~ Miembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 17 fl'l~lfiffel ;;r- r t·)J:l•J· Vote por Uno -'.:, •. - ii.f :, 1111 • 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE ORANGEI 

if you are affiliated with the 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY, 
begin your voting on thi's page. After completing this page, skip the 

next 3 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" up at 
the top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state & 
local propositions on pages 5, 6 & 7. 
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PEACE AND FREEDOM 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 
GUS HALL 

' 

DAVID McREYNOLDS 

BENJAMIN SPOCK 

DEIRDRE GRISWOLD 

Delegates to the National · Convention 
Delegados a la Convencl6n Naclonal 

PAZ Y LIBERTAD 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de Junlo de 1980 

. NO DELEGATION HAS FILED 

United States Senator 
Senador de los Estados Unldos ~ll~tffi~ 

DAVID WALD 

/, -
\f1ff \'cl Ill a ;pf.}~ 

-1LI\CYF ..... jj = F.:I 

·•, ,, Solar Engineer/ Teacher/ lngeniero Solar/ Maestro *liOU:CJ~n1li, :f,,I011i 

Vote for Pne ,.,, .• 
Vote por Uno ffi½f ~-~ 

53 ,,. 
,· 

55 ,,. 

57 ,,. 

59 ,,. 

Vote for One ~~-i; 
Vote por Uno i:tP3 • 

I 

Vote for One ~iw-(6 
Vote por Uno i:tP.J~ 

67 ,,. 
Representative In Congress, 5th Dlstrlct/Dlputado al. Congreso, Dlstrtto 5 .Vote for One/Vote por Uno m143!m-~ 

•· NO CANDIDATE FILED 

State Senator, 5th Dlstrlct/Senador Estatal, Dlstrtto 5 Vote for One/Vote por Uno mt]~-!6 
· NO CANDIDATE FILED 
"•II• ' 

Member of the Assembly, 17th Dlstrlct/Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrtto 17 Vote for One /Vote por Uno ~~-i; 
ANDREW P, KANGAS -rJ:fj'j:~;f;H_f~;# 

Socialist,Organizer/Organizador Socialista n · - ., ' 
Member, County Central Commtttee, 17th District j\tf. i:t=i :,R:~ ~ 1lN 
'aiJIJ~ ,::, -a 

ii; .i~Q 
:E:l!.g 

' ra §"Cl us 

GAYLE M, JUSTICE 
Health Worker/Trabajador de Salud l~i!l,IWM~ 

ESTHER COLEMAN 
Senior Activist/ Activista Senior i,rd,JJA·I: 

RAYMOND KING MacKENZIE 
Student/ Estudiante /J\!k 

LESLIE ANNE SIMPSON 
Health Worker/Trab11j11dor de Salud l~ill11•AU 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE LAVENDER) 

If you are affiliated with the 

73 ;JIii 

Vote for 15/Vote por 15 m½1~-r.n,1;; 
75 ~ 
76 ~ 
77 ;JIii 

78 ~ 

PEACE & FREEDOM PARTY, 
begin your voting on this page. After completing this page, skip the 

next 2 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" at the 
top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state and local 
propositions on pages 5, 6 & 7. 
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LIBERTARIAN 

PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

Presidential Preference 
Preferencla Presldenclal ~liw'c 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delegados a la Convencl6n Naclonal 

NO DELEGATION HAS FILED 

LIBERTARIO 
ELECCll)N PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de 1980 

United States Senator 
~ii~~~ Senador de los Estados Unldos 

DAVID BERGLAND 
Legal Counsel 
Ab'tf ado Consultor 

tA; 111111 

Representative In Congress, 5th District 
Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 5 ll®'~~jl J,-A•1-•1mWt ;,j~ · I.~ rti:i. 

DAN P, D.OUGHERT\' 
Chartered Life Underwriter 
Agente Asesor de Seguro de Vida 
ill!Wf AW.i~II~~ 

State Senator, 5th District 
· Senador Estatal, Dlstrlto 5 9-M~tm~ U1 lii1Ji Wii 

, .... ERIC GARRIS 
IOI~ Marijuana/ Anti-Tax Activist a: C = ,_ 5 13 Marijuana/ Activista Anti•lnipuestos 
u:, CIC -xii/ &atfJWiJJJ\9: 
- a: 
CD = ~s Member of the Assembly, 17th District 
!;i ~ Mlembro de la Asamblea, Distrito 17 9-M~~jl ~ ·t--f::: tl:rt ]~~ ,- CD 

""~ MARSHALL E. SCHWARTZ 
Computer Programmer/Journalist 
Programndor de Computadora/ Periodi~tn 
·,t(=r·1ll·l):t)~t'MY.ll,lllill 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE GRAY) 

if you are affiliated with the 

LIBERTARIAN PARTY, 

1·11ua Wil!l - /, -::IL/\Oif.-L J] - 1:1 

Vote for One ~~-~ Vote por Uno 

Vote for One ~~-~ Vote por Uno 

Vote for One JrM~-!6 Vote por Uno 

115 ). 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno 

~~-~ 1=1Pr • 

119 ). 

' 

Vote for One ~~~-~ Vote por Uno l=IP:I - ,• 

123 ). 

Vote for One " 

w~ !ti Vote por Uno 1=11'.' ',-

127 ). 

This will be the first page of your ballot. After completing it, go on to the 
next page. 
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LIBERTARIAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 
DILL TOMASEK 

LIBERTARIO 
ELECC16N PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de 1980 

Political Activist/ Activista Politico l&itlti!il!Jie( 
LLOYD TA VLOR 

Lawyer/CPA/ Abogado/CPT fl!ilii/Ulil~r•1tl·lb1i 
JOAN KENNEDY TAYLOR 

Editor/ Editora 11,j~ 

GEORGE L. O'BRIEN 
Accountant-Economlst/Contador-Economlsta ffill·~li/~i,t~J\l.h 

LAURA M. KROUTIL 
Vision Theraplst/Terapeuta de Vision 1/MJitl!AfAJ.I 

DAVID ALLEN HELSKE 
Cab Driver/Taxista- ,tl·nJl!,llli~ 

BEVERLEYJ,LOCKE 
Financial Manager/ Oerente Financiero UH1fif.l1Pll 

MICHAEL LIPSON , 
Anti-Draft Activist/ Activlsta Antlmilitar JJ(f?'ut-t/'i!1JJ~ 

RONALD W. DORSEY 
Data Processing C:onsultant/Consultor de Proceso de lnformaclon IV:lillbk1'i!II/IIIIJ 

CYNTHIA AUSBROOKS 
Administrative Assistant/ Asistente Adminlstrativo I l'~'OIJJ'I! 

LAUREL LEE REEVES 
Hostess/ Anfitrlon ~(U.\'ll 

CHRISTOPHER WEDER 
Writer/ Escritor 111 X· 

CHARLES EUGENE COWENS 
Anti-draft Activist/ Activista Antlmllitar JJ(fJ'd(.i,f;Mi'#: 

MILTON MUELLER 
Director SLS/ Director SLS nt:e :!:If: 

KATHLEEN S, McANDREWS 
Artist/ Artista t1if,;1;* 

WES SHIRLEY 
Student/ Estudlante l'l\!J, 

EDWARD JOHN HONSE Ill 
Cook/Cocinero !l'/ilili 

KAREN ANN BAZEMORE 
Student/ Estudlante 111~1,. 

PERRY BEESON 
Computer Programmer/ Programador de Computadora ,ll·W/i\!f'MY./MllillW 

VICTORIA VARGA 
Production Manager/Oerente de Produccion !Mal\1'1! 

TODD S. VREBALOVICH 
, Media Producer/ Productor de Publicidad /1.1/tffiJ/Mifi I Jl~!J\i A 
ANDREW GORDON 

Rebirther•Party Activist/ Activlsta, Partido Renacer %Ji'!J,~Mtl1JJ\&i 

MARK GLEASON 
Truck Driver/Camionero 1'i':1li:11)1;~ 

GERARD J. GLEASON 
Student/Estudlnnte lj\.'.J:. 

SEAN GALIN 
Rock Star/ Estrella Musical J·t,lnil~19J!i!. 

LAURENS N. GARLINGTON 
Physician/ Medico fAH+t~m 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE GRAY) 

If you are affiliated with the 

LIBERTARIAN PARTY, 

Vote for 20 
Vote por 20 

131 
132 
133 
134 
135 
136 
137 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
150 
151 
152 
153 
154 
155 
156 

• • • • • • 
I • • • • • • • • 
~ 
~ 
~ .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
~ 

This will be the second page of your ballot. After completing it, go on to 
the next page and ·vote on the judges, then continue voting on the state and 
local propositions. 
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4 PRIMARY ELECTION. 
June 3, 1980 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oficina #1 

RA\'MOND J. ARATA, JR, 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
JmJJ/U,[ 

ESTELLA DOOLE\' 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Dcfensor de oficio en jefe 
llll'Ji(ll//,.l:·n,rl'1:,:, 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oflcina #2 

RICHARD P. 1-'IGONE 
Judg·e, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado Municipal 
JIit 11,,.,:,i; 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
Deputy City Attorney 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de Junia de 1980 

••~~~'gi·z-

_. U:r~~'gi·z = 

Ayudante del consejero legal de la ciudad 
1,111,li/1'1:,11 

Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1 
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oficina #1 :1&1i~~~trz -

JERR\' LEVITIN 
Municipal Court Commissioner 
Comisionndo, Juzgado Municipal 
Jii!}j/}J,l;.2,:l \ 

l'HILII' J. MOSCONE 
Deputy City Attorney 

., Abogudo de la Ciudad Delegudo 
1,11J,li/J'i:,11 

INA G\'EMANT 
Deputy Attorney General 
Procurador General Delegado 
l,ill,,JIJJ,l;Jl 

V. RO\' LEl1COURT 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Abogndo Jefe de J uicios 
JIIJ'/1(01/, liiHI'::,:, 

Vote for One ~~~ :r-. 
Vote por Uno 

AlrJ ,-

213 ). 

215 ). 

Vote for One ~~ :r-. 
Vote por Uno Afi!. ·-

220 ). 

222 ). 

Vote for One ~M-16 Vote por Uno 

227 ). 

229 ). 

231 ). 

233 ). 
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5 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

FOR 235 .. 
1 PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 

Provides for II bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for this program. AGAINST 236 .. 
VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980, . Provides for II bond issue of $750,000,000 10 FOR 237 .. 

2 provide farm and home aid for California veterans. AGAINST 238 .. 
STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi• YES 239 .. 3 fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No im• 
mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost avoidance. NO 240 .. 

YES 241 .. 
LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval for such state 4 public body projects. Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure. Fiscal NO 242 .. impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen· 
ditures for low rent housing. 

YES 244 .. 
5 FREEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news niedia employee for 

refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact. NO 245 ~ 

6 REAPPOR'flONMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution YES 246 • relating 10 reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. NO 247 • ;1 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental aid to persons. in removing debris YES 248 • .I 7 'I from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 

I 
impact: No direct state or local costs. NO 249 ~ 

YES 250 • 8 ENERG\' FACILITIES, Le~islature may authorize state revenue bonds to finance 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

NO 251 • 
TAXATION. INCOME, Provides personal income taxes not exceed 500/o of 1978 rates. YES 253 • 9 Ends business inventory taxation. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in-
come tax revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. NO · 254 • Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-

i menci.ng in 1980-81. 

/i 
10 RENT. Permits rent control only by voter approved local ordinances. Permits annual YES 256 • ' increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscal effect. Local 

government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance administration. NO 257 • 
TAXATION. SURTAX, Levies a 10% surtax on Californin oil companies' business in- YES 258 • 11 come; funds alternative transit, fuels. Allows investment tax credit. Fiscal impac1: 
Depending .on amount of tax credits clnimed, state revenue increnses of $150 - $420 NO 259 • million (1980-81) and $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes 
distribute one-half of incrcnsc 10 local governments. 

ii 

12 

I I 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

• 235 FAeOR -~. 

.- 236 co~~RA !Ut 
1 PROGRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES y RE• ft!Jllt(l!J1f1l!l1iztfiV.(1lb'i,n~11. 

CURSOS RENOVABLES. Hace posible una emlsI6n do bonos de t'HJt.~1il"il~:IL-HJ'.1'i/l'!,Jc0/1\llllttltrti,na11 • 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa, · 

.. 237 FAeOR -~ 

. .. 238 co~~RA Lilt 

2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS DI: 19B0. Hace poslble una -JLI\OWJIJ/ll:J...110/li/Kt:. 
emisI6n de bonos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla .i:rnt~:HH:1t<:ti:i·/J\iJt:1':11(, Jlllt1i\i!IIJ/Jllillilll4:J... 
para granJas y resldenclas para los veteranos de California. ll'.i<Jt!i(l!M'!}. 

• 239 FAeOR -~ 

• 240 co~~RA lUt 

• 241 FAeOR -~ 

♦ 242 co~~RA !Ut 

.. 244 FAeOR -~ 

~ 245 co~~RA !iJt 

~ 246 FAeOR -~ 

~ 247 co~~RA &ft 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL, Llmila las autorlza• 
clones para la alteraci6n o modlflcacl6n del ediflclo y Jos mueblee 
del Capltollo hlst6rlcamente restaurados, lml)acto fiscal: Nlngun 
efecto fiscal lnmedlato, Podrla evltar costos futuros, 

4 VIVIEN DAS DE. ALQUILERES BAJOS. Elim Ina la actual aproba• 
cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dlchos proyectos de entldades publlcas 
estatales. Sustlluye el procedlmlento do avlso publico y referen-
dum. lmpacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electorales en una canll• 
dad menor. Poslbles lncrementos futuros en gastos para vlvi
endas de alqulleres bajos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlbe clteclonee de deeacato contr11 
empleados de los medlos notlclosos por rehusarse a dlvulgar In• 
lormacl6n o luentes, lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun lmpacto fiscal 
slgnlllcante. 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y expone en lorma modi· 
ficada dlsposlclones de la Constltuct6n que se rolaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de los dlstrltos del Senado, la Asamblea, el Con-
greso y ta Junta de tguallzacl6n, lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun electo tis• 
cal dlrecto. 

fHHO'JliLP~. IY~0,IJnfl/li!'.tlM:lil,l'f!Hf•i01~1J.! 
111.•j:~ullil!,l't. lltuUJ'rl': ~t1f0t,n:1111u'(~5~1• 11f/ili 
1Jiil·Ji'fJl,!01IIII k. 

lf,:fllfl:11\, IWl'IIJWZ IJi',i!, il/Hfi½::t11;11:lltiw 
;'Af)::/'@Jl!ili'tlltf',/l/0.;Jt,1/!!ff~n1,n1111. ltzJ:l~H~i0. 
11i·f11,l,l/,1lfrlf'f,, llfif{(~'?f: Jlk;!JJ!;lfW<iYil~fJh'iOR. 
ll'f11fmlt( fllfth!.O'Ji')( j~ lltJ9ltt Jm. 

IUl~i i'I 111. IViil:tt·1'Ji/JllfdiJ11',W A. IJ//jjlil/1i~J;H 
mn*i'Mi/ri1iJ;J.1UVll'. 11-!ill(l,';'1'!I: ,t1~1fl),n'Jll{ff'( 
fsij~.~IQ 

.:~ , ... ,n:1 ,rw,111I%. 1rm1, ,,·rn:Ju ,r, ,1 r;.1:w,n:1 ?°.' 
-1~.:x, J:ml/:'1',:lll\t, ~ff .f1l'M:/.,!.:/ll,11,:n:1 ,f,'ffr 
llliolJ-, IIJ1P,(U',~I: J!IW(flf\1;1,"ll, 

~ 248 FAeOR -~ 

• 249 co~~RA &It 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES, Permlte asistencla gubernamentat a cl',!.kl. 1.~J,\:'1'(10iA !.\lm\\11x'.li~'.1Jl~/.Uill!i1F'(/f/nfr.t 
personas para la remoci6n de escombros de propledad particular A.l(t'Wt:l'~JIJJ, l:t~J.A q!JJ~1\1/,lj-V.i\~~J1lW1"1. llt1T', 
en areas mayores de desastre o emergencla declaradas por el 
Prestdente. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun costo estatal o local dlrecto. \l;',~1: ftJMJ•xJIU10',l/./.f.1~ilc+i,/'.'f{iY, 

• 250 FAeOR -~ 

• 251 co~~RA &It 
8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Legistatura podra autorlzar 

bonos de lngresos estatales para flnanclar lnstalaciones de 
fuentes alternatlvas de energfa y arrendar o vender dlchas lnstala-
ctone~. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun electo fiscal dtrecto. Poslbles 
costos lndtrectos futuros, aumontos de redllos y perdldas de 
reditos. 

""""'- A 9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. INGRESOS, Dlspone que los Im• 
""'"llli" 253 FAVOR -~ puestos personales a la renta no excederan 50% de las tasas de 
---------- 1978. Exenta a los inventarios comerciales de los lmpuestos sabre """"'- 254 EN '"~ la propledad, lmpacto fiscal: Reducci6n de redltos de lmpuestos a 
""'"llli" CONTRA ..-J la renta de $4.9 mil millones en 1980·81 y reducclones sustan

cialos de ah! en adelante. Aeducci6n sustanclal en gastos 
ostatales incluyendo asistencla a gobiernos locales, comenzando 
en 10ao.a1. 

""""'- A •~ 1 Q ALQUILER. Permlte control del alquller solamente por medlo de 
""'"llli" 256 FAVOR ~l'X. estatutos locales aprobados por los votantes. Permile aumentos 
----...... --,,,,_;--- anuales conformes a normas especlficadas. lmpacto llscal: Nin• """"'- 257 EN &,It gun electo fiscal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamontales 
""'"llli" CONTRA locales para elecciones y posible adminlstracl6n de a11ravlos. 

♦ 258 FAeOR -~ 11 ,~t~~~0~n P!pu
I
!-:foU~~~~fem~~ra~i~

5J~ 1f0~":i~~~eM!1Ni~~~~o 
comerclal de las companlas petroleras para flnanclar servlcios aiterna"""""- 259 EN fi'iWMo tivos y combustibles, Pormlte un credlto de lmpuestos por inversi6n, 

""'"llli" CONTRA ~ lmpacto fiscal: Dependlendo de la cantidad de credltos de impuestos 
rec/amados, podrlan ocurrir aumentos do rtldltos estatales de $150 a 
$420 millones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (1981-82), La mltad dol 

__________ aumenlo se reparllrfa enlre ios goblemos locales. 

hllili,!,l/J:/11I,, :,W;Jr,, ufJ1flh~.tlifi'll1r.~k~':1,',, J:J 
'lltliltuf/Jl-ijt:!'1:n:it11lill,i,lltf111/;!i1:, ,Wllf111Wi•£11111i 
il~,:~14/i. l/1il'.i~.:-'fl1: ~1r1Mi.:'ll1lf'd'i;'.,~'• /l~J.!l 11/(j~:{i 
tllJtifn•Jf,f:1 11, ltr/Jlf/QA:f11~R~•f!/.A, 

,ill/1r.. Al'.i., ilW/t:ll:fii!!flMJ.../Yi1!/fjr,;f;Jt1JN-
1L·l:1\Wffi.'l!0:11'i%Z 1d-. 1Yfii':{/:1'i"11Wi~~lfWiJ 
'i!lli., 111tf'(l,-l.;',Vil: -JL1\0·U\-:1,1,V,ii11'/1iWf~,~ 
~lcA,\'.J.fflllll-I · )L(ibL, tlf!;· 1Ji);f\1)~'t·. !Hf'(/(.fn!f 
fllt:!d!l.l,I-Y.IJllt}ilr'lll/n'll11illJi, ll'fll:'-JLI\OiU\-
1i, (•V ,11 :J(/f): IHWi),}, I'll(~~-

lli<ir. 1;}111·i'rn,11,tiWJ1:1"f.&~:!~:i~•M.:11u11:..r 
fl!ll'I' hit!, W;i'F-'.\"d1if1J,/JU Iii, 11!Jtift'iJlif!if,i!n•1I{· 111:. 

ll{ff'(\\;1,'\I: J\t Jiltf',l(fli1ff'.(,lf:Ji~\'1;'.-'i'. Hlf) /JIIJiltJJ1t', 
11.1n·JiJ!: l'J\M<t ~, 1k J!ll-ttt.0f01 i ¥ 111 ,~: 11 rt1~tl't 1m. 

,i!IWi., lifl/Jllf!i., li•i/JU!IUii1/1~:,;Jn'JlfliYJ'CAilF 
Jlll:t'it,};t-l·IIH/Jllfji., /IIW)l:rnu1t!fli--{~i.nn:1J,~(i;. 
'i't,i'rN:lH~1fi.. ll1!fHi;'nl: 11il/. 'J',Jtt,1,!J$~111.l'l'Wi1lti',i'.. 
JHrirlff11ffililf•)JJ11/1i.11:c-{11:1,:1·m.Jd'11111 1rrc~1-m,·1i: 
( 1980-Bl) J1I-(0'/;-r-1,:1'i,•l),JtfiJllll{I\ l:'hl,, 
'J~( 1981-82 ), )\:,i,w1·:\JliJl•),;,x.!l'H!H0:/'rJlit:J; tF'(lf/, 
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6 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 261 • J 

A MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the Chy and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Dlvl-

NO 262 • sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California 10 provide 
funds for mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

YES 264 • B Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds 10 establish a fund 10 provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, cons1ruclion or rehabilitation of housing in San • Francisco; ihe repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole NO 265 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? 

Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad- YES 267 • C minis1ra1ive Officer lo manage the city's convention facllltles including but not limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general NO 268 • manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? 

YES 270 • Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for adminislra-D lion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for NO 271 • community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remo\·e YES 273 • E associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? NO 274 • YES 275 • F Shall all tours of duly for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
investigators, s1ar1 al 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required 10 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud- NO 276 • den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48. 7 hour work week nor the 24 consecu,livc: hours? 

YES 278 • H Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Systi=m? NO 279 • YES· 280 ~ Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service 
System? NO 281 • YES 282 • J Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? NO 283 • YES 284 , 

K Shall disability leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 

. procedures? · NO 285 , 
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•·261 SI -~ 
•212 NO lilt 

.. 264 SI -~ 
•215 NO&Jt 

.267 SI -~ 
•268 NO lilt 

•210 SI Jt~ 
• 271 NO BUI 

• 273 s1•~ 
•214 NO!Ut 
• 275 SI-~ 
._ 276 NO &Jt 

_. 278 SI Jt~ 
♦ 279 NO&M 
• 280 SI-~· 
_. 281 NO&Jt 
.-2e2 SI -~ 
♦ 283 NO&Jt 
•284 SI -~ 
.. 285 NO &ft 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE JUNIO OE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUOAD Y CONDA.DO 

BONDS HIPOTECARIOS: tOebe la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emltlr bonos h:r,otecarlos por suma no superior a 
$100,000,000 bajo la OIVisl n 31 Parle 5 dei COdiHo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de California para fondos ds f nancl11mlento 
hipotecarlo, para compra, construccl6n o meJora de cases en la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

1,0ebe el ConseJo de
1 
Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emillr bonos 

~are flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re-
abllltar vlviendas en San Francisco, con el pago de pn!stamos y 

dlnero dlsponlble por el ConseJo como unlco medlo de pa~o de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad 

1,0ebe crearse un departamento de lnatalaclones de convenclon-
es bajo el oflclal Jefe admlnlstratlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstela• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
•Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un ~srente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derec os de 
servlclo civil de empleados actuales? 

1,0ebe el Director de Salud Publlca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl6n y flnanzas, otro de programs y evalua-
cl6n, otro de programaa de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos, todos del servlclo 
civil? 

1,0ebe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del ser• 
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servlclo clvll los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? . 

f 1,0eben empezar a las e de la manana todos los turnos de trabajo 
de oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvest1gadores e 
lncendloa premedltados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno ml'ls e 24 horas 
de trabsjo consecullvo, excepto por conflawacl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repenllna tempera , sin aumentar las 
48.7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvaa de trabaJo? 

H 1,0eben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los empleados par-
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo fljado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

l.Deben ser n,lembros del Servlclo de Salud las mlembros del Con• 
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J l.Debe ser el sueldo de 10s mlembros del ConseJo de sugervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los eneflclos 
nnuales? 

K l,Debe lntervenlr un tunclonarlo de audlencla, empleado bajo con• 
trato por el Consejo de Retlro, en ausenclas y retlros por lncapacl• 
dado permlsos y lijarse procedlmlentos de apelacl6n? 

6 
llt~M!.M}illt: 5llilii-!N~i!Hi\;lffl1Jllttl!fi~~~ 

. fl,;~lllnflilfr!l!=·t--llWJ'l'1Ui!lt, ftfiM&'J,f,M'J/&--tlOO 
. 7i:l'l'sM!A~ilt, JnfHltfJt41£W~~. J!...l~1/Jtill(Al!;:;:ilili 
' ~IM,(r.Jl!}b,'? 

ili811Aff!Mi!ilUlJliJ,;lllJftfi'~ilt, 111!1,!H.~, lnf\:!lt 
mu!\, PJMlJfll'., ~All:fll'K'U51lili1'1'1/J}/it1 inlilii'i!Aff 
mlltfJtl'l'1flidtlJIWJi:tm1* m~iMfli!, ootmw-J0.-11t;;i; 
!!ilil!J.'1;.fo:ilil'l'1ilt81? 

l(tqt!f~"ifitl'/H/friBC'CI' 111·Fllltlt-1t'.l',ta~ili:? l!ilfilll"l , 
PJ'i'l'l1ll"rfil[:l(Jf.f.llrZ1r$1:it!t«ll, il1.!i'ifil,f,IY~:i'l,t11:Ni1r 
$1:, ~m,H::fTIAlJMSh'/~•1•,t,, tlt-!Jt:lfr:!'IZ.l!ffl!ll:1111t~, 
i!P.~-t,HJ!;ff~"1.UZfflll;flJ? 

~;ll;f!!i!l:J11J/.,J:btffl!il!i'-fT:~-:l-;fil!l(1'!JIWcP./Jlfil£H:, 
-:r.1tlllJ1'!iPl''iWll!ll:tff:, -4',nit!M:li!tillflJVJJP.ftiliH::fll 
-:r.Wt!l'iif!Wtll~Ulr18c:til:, lltl?iSet/:'~tJlW)»:Z.JJi)El 

5llfl.ilit;i1rtlllit~U:l,/;l\!!,J!Mf:5~MUl~c:bt!lP.J1iffi/f/0.~U, 
,l:l:OiJJJ/.'.,il, MJl.fT{l~J,!IJ~tJ,J:~,\ilT.Jll)j!flj';j~~U!rf!)? 

n'Jll/j/,J/J~lfr:{fn'JIUi!~. 1ri.-r~;;l'j'l't.Uz6'~. )(!!J!iW 
l:1r·/\ll~i<lm,. ii/JJ/Ell/illll;r,l(i!(li!i@.i!l!l11=·t·vH1l~i!j, 1~a 

~!.t:k1' !/l, :k!i/.n\1µ~~~1WIJ1iJl1.\IIIWl:'l'l~lf:.i.ll:W!li!l'z 
6'~, ~f/£11~1111;r;l\!!!ill/l£11J;iJ!JvY'f-/\fJ;•1:JJ,n,11•xi!l!l11::·1·v.Y 
1),ll~(l~tJl)i! '/ 

lfr;{ffllll~i11:!1~rli0.:fliU, ill!il'fl~!dl;il/H~111ili~,l~fflfr 
Jll(lli'/1·, J©it!l'i!\:~b\'lMi!tlllWl ,f\Wi~Jil(U ? 

lli~illlUl\!!!i!t~lfJb\'f!!il.l:JIUM,IW'11%1,U1 ? 

ili~rl/H~n~WiNII, 1ri,10:ip:o~!fl,!;fl)Z6'~. /t!.~1'}:1.iiliJ,J;-
1Mtt\!J/1'111nrnf.l-z:::·1-J( ? 

1.IH~#:il~, il6fi1ill#:1~Et:J!l(~J~<t,, lli!:f!.'JIJ;'Uf.j;/,Ji~ 
M';/!llll'MIJ(l~~tli/J\Ull/!.W\{1.:ik)i!, !lr.llillli!l:iVi:(1~+'/JY. 'I 
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7 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 287· • L Shall the Bo,ud of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an 
ordinance, pursuant 10 California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, NO 288· • Imposing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 
feel of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 
and County of San ·Francisco? 

YES 290 • M Shall the tohibitlon that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares 
be delete ? NO 291 • YES 292 • N Shall 250/o of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors 
shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city's 
investment in the Airport? NO 293 • 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing an additional YES 294 • 0 tax of 1. 7517/o on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County of San 
Francisco after July 1, 1980? NO 295 • YES 296 • p Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? NO 297 • YES 298 i)lli 

Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the NO 299 • rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? 

YES 301 i)lli 
R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing 11 

100/o surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? NO 302 ~ 
YES 303 i)lli s ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 

per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? NO 304 i)lli 

YES 305 • ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, T 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that th~ City shall NO 306 • meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance? 

YES 308 • V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively 
by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be NO 309 ~ allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduction tax: prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents? 
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._ 287 SI-~ 

.- 2aa NO li• 

._ 290 SI It~ 

._ 291 NO lfflt 

._ 292 

._ 293 NOIOt 

._ 294 
--+ 295 NOLUt 
._ 296 
._ 297 NO!Ut 
♦ 298 SI-~ 
♦ 299 NO 6t.lt 

... 301 
._ 302 NO &Jt 
._ 303 SI-~ 
♦ 304 NOM 
♦ 305 
~ 306 NO 5fJt 

~ 308 SI 1'~ 
♦ 309 NO tilt 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE JUNIO OE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CDNDADD 

L iDebe promulgar una ordenanza ei Consejo de Supervlsores de la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco, segun el C6dlgo de Serviclo 
Publlcos de California, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0.01) por gal6n combustible de motor (o 100 pies cubl• 
cos de gas natural comprJmldo combustible de motor) vendido en 
la Ciudad y. Condado de San Francisco? 

M lDebe suprimlrse la llmltacl6n de tarlfas del tranvla de cable a las 
de otros 1ranvlas locales municlpales? 

N 1.,Debe establecerse por ordenanza transferlr al fondo general 
como devolucl6n de Jnversl6n de la Cludad en el Aeropuerto el 
25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas a6reas? 

0 ORDENANZA: lDebe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Holel con 
sobrecarga de 1.75 sobre el actual lmpuesto de ocupacl6n de 
habltacl6n de hotel en la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco 
despu6s del 1 de Julio de 1980? 

P 1.,Debe fundarso ol costo base del Sistema de Aetlro en la vlda 
media de traba(o de los mlembros y amortlzarse en perlodo no 
superior a 20 anos? 

Q ORDENANZA: lDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto 
sobro Gastos de N6mlna aumentando el tlpo sobre n6mlnas y 
sobro lmpuesto de negoclos a partlr del 1 de jullo de 1980. 

R ORDENANZA: LDebe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuesto de 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecarga de 10% del lmpuesto por es
paclo en I0s ostactonamlontos? 

S ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuestos de 
Nogoclos lncJuyendo tmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In• 
gresos brutos do Corporaclones do Garage no Lucratlvas? 

T ORDENANZA: 1,Deben resclndlrse I0s Bonos de Alcantarlllado 
aprobados por los votantes el 2 de novlombre, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsponer quo la Cludad cumpla sus obllgaclones con los bonos 
vend/dos antes de la focha de vigor do esta ordenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: LDebe fljar el Consejo de Super
vlsores lmpuostos de grandes negoctos quo cubran 60%, al 
menos de I0s lngresos para vlendas, escuelas y coleglo de la 
cludad; redilclr lrnpuesto de ornpleo; prohlblr aumonto de Im• 
puestos y derechos de resldentos? 

7 
2:1Wi!Hl!IN,i'illi1fi'M6'!/i;/llt1JJItl~Jlllll•U;IHI! 99 

600 lliai99509l!li~~/(,Jl}/.'.,i!, Jbllmfi.a!IIJ, J!:Q::.ll·rts 
!J!IN,Sl'lllf/f.J,_W~Jitlf1f!J!1"i.f.1-( --W1t1.i~R.O',i•.M11 
~!>:11t~~*llll'lltit1J1Uf1-:,1t) t'lkm-~< so• 01 n 

li7l-Z::·f·.W11JJl,f!A~~A, »1'IlI1li~,l/.:-ff.fJ.;All:.il 
~(,:,J,•(1iJ 1!j7}'fl, ll!!!6't1H1l1:1\'j!lj,\~¢.i1'J..1 ilil!lC//./j'):fi/rNll! 
JM(liJi!!ito~? 

fl.ii/II: /ircliJ'i(1~lJ:P/filll!!!l!i'-T•P.,lU1E, l'l-:11.AQlfl-t 
Jl-U j,.,l/t.1!11.Sll!iili!l!ilM~hiEfll'!m~u/=il~l/Jllflftli?}-Z
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

INA GYEMANT 
My occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor
nia. 
My education and qualifications are: Born in San · 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
keley, Hastings Law Scbool, selected for Law Review. 

I have hao extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for the At· 
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for the California Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me first-hand knowledge of the 
probfoms that exist in our Courts. 

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge I 
will protect the ri&hts of victims and ttie safety of the 
general public while al the same time protecting the 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge. fair, even-liand-
ed administration of justice. . 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San -Francis• 
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; Natio11al MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occupation is Judge pro tem Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. .. 
My education and qualifications are: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate witli trial and judicial experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tern and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducmg court appearances for parking cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 oth_erwise lost) and 
revising a reporting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers, 
speakin$ befme community groups and teaching at 
local universities. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from all political viewpoints within the comm unity: 
Quentin Kopp. Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scott, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, su·e Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson Chang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Marlin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinette, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

V. ROY i.EFCOURT 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Defender's Office. 
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Srecialist; formerly attorney with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marriecl, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social ls
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a skilled administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventing . the 
revolving-door syndrome of crime. 

I am the only candidate who: . 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handlin~ 2700 cases annually; 
- is tramed in business administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices in courts every day working with 

judges, prosecutors and public. 
My sponsors arc: Sheriff Michael Hennessey; Supervisor 

Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, frank 
filch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kuy Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE . 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My t.>ducation and qualifications are: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law School. 

I will instill confidence in the judicial system 
through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continu~ to play politic_s with people's lives. 
We must continue to believe 111 a no-nonsense ap
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry. Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

·Williams. Thi~ 1K1rtl1111 or the 1111111phlet docs 1101 c1111111l11 11 complete list or c1111dld111cs; 11 co11111lc1c list 11ppe11rs 011 

drc Sumplc l111ll01. These s111tc111cnls nrc volunlccrcd by the c11111lld11lc.1111d 11rlnlcd 111 cnndldntcs' expense. 
18 



FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my feflow 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor 
for the Center for Jucticial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the · San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served in Ifie 
Army and practiced law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
My occu1>ation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De
fender's Office. 
My education and qualifications arc: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been .a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am tbe only 
candidate with proven legal exl?erience and knowledge 
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement lias made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymona Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William Chester; Gwenn Craig; Mar~aret 
Cru:t; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Aileen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harry Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, Zeppelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris W,ard. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and qualifications arc: I am a native 
My education and qualifications arc: I have been a San Franciscan, graduated from St. Ignatius '54, 
judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment U.S.F. '58, U.S.F. Law School '61. Married, nine chil-
m 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Attorney, Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961, I entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
lice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice 

During my six years on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over all civil ano criminal departments. I recently diversion, and afcoholic treatment l?ro~rams. I under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tern Judge of the stand the necessity for effective JUd1cial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
program conducted in conjunction with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. 
Courtjudges. My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and munities as indicated by my list of sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala, Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey, Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney, John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch, Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella, Roocrt Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis. Pius Lee, Samuel ovoy, Alexander Balfour Chinn, Donald Friend, Ben-
Martinez, William J. Murphy, John B. Molinari, jamm James, Leo LaRocca, Marygracc Mulcrevy, Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina. Dorothy. Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith, Ling-
A Sutro, Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang. Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar. Paul Fay, 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh. 

This portion of the 111111111hlct docs not contuin II complete list of c1111didntcs; 11 complete lisl 11ppc11rs on 
lhe Snmple D111lot. These stutcments nre ~ohmteered by the euudidule 1111d 11ri11ted ut cundldntes' expense. 
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HOUSING REVENUE:·B:OND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS1 Shall the City and County of San Francisco l11ue revenue 
boncl1 In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing · of the purcha1e, conatructlon or Improvement of home a In the City 
and County of San Franclaco? 

· Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Ccmmittee 

THE WAY. IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing hou~ing 
mortages. These funds could be used to buy, build, · 

Controller's Statement on "A" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
'.'Should the proposed resolution be adopted. in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of governm~nt." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

'CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRINa 
. CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of Sun Frunciscr; has duly determined that the pub
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortga~e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the State of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges, would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds, A majority of· the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $ 100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on "A" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted l0-0 

on 'the question of placing proposition A on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election . 

52000, et seq,), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of San Fruncisco as follows: 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered and will E,e held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the qualified electors of said city and coun
t~ the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, et seq,), as II may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Conti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



HOU·SING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

· Proposition A gives working San Franciscans a 
chance for better housing .. It authorizes $ 100 million 
for mo~tgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current high interest rate. The 
lower rates will help young families buy homes in 
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City must take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A will provide funds al the lower inter
est rate at no cost •lo the taxpayers. The bonds will 
be secured by the value of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow the City 
to sell up to $ 100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds arc exempt from· federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make Joan 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and B are passed by the voters, 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and B are a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND B 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
league of Women Voters of San Francisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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HOUSING: R·EVE·NU:E'·' B·ON-DS ( A.CHARTER ,. ) ·.. .. . · .. . · .. AMENDMENT· . . 

· PROPOSITION 8 
Shall the Board of Supervlsora, by ordinance, l11ue bo.nds to establlsh a fund t.» provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabllltatlon of housing lri San Fran• 
clsco; the repayment of loans· and monies made available by the Board Is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds l11ued shall not be a debt· or llablllty of the 
City? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty of California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must be ap
proved by a majority of the voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 8 would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying. building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on ' 1 B'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION 8 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city funds.· The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of thes~ 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want, 
the Supervisors to be able lo issue mortgage bond~, 
for housing. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors to be able lo issue mortgage 
bonds for housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on "B" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition 8 on the bal-
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: · 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). 211a Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol' 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 
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HOUSING REVENUE- BONDS ( A CHARTER ) 
AMENDMENT 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 8 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi

tion 8 relates to Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the construe-

lion of multi-unit resi~ential housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCi11n 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter lo give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately half the current 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San Francisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco. 

Proposition B. will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of San Francis
cans. Presently. the City Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. Thcs1.: safeguards 
arc sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your vote for Proposition B will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively· to sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress is considering legislation 
on local housing bonds, and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION B 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11dded 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

Sec. 7.310 Bonds for limmcing the acquisition, construction 
or rel111bllltatlo11 of housing. 

(11) Notwlthstnuding the voter approval requirements in 
Section 7.300, the bonrd of s1111ervlsors mny, by ordi111111ce, 
from time to time nuthorlze the issunnce of bonds to estnb• 
lish II fund for the purpose of 11rovidl11g mortgnge linnncing 
for the 11c11ulsition, construction, or rel111bilit11tio11 of housing 
in the City nnd County of Snn Frnnclsco, or for the purpose 
of refunding such bonds. The issunnce of such bonds shall 
be pursunnt to procedures adopted by ordinance of the bonrd 
of su11ervisors. The repayment of pri11ci1111I, interest nnd other 
cl111rges 011 such loans to property owners, together with such 

other monies us the bourd of supervisors mny, In its discre
tion, 11111ke 11v111lable therefor, shnll be the sole source of 
funds pll'tlgcd by the city 1111d county for re1111y111ent of such 
bonds. Bonds isst1l'CI under the provisions of this section shnll 
not be deemed to constitute 11 debt or llnblllty of the City 
nnd County of S1111 Frnncisco or II pledge of the fnith nnd 
crl'Cllt of lhc City and County of San Fmnclsco, 
but s111111 be p11y11ble solely from the funds specified in this 
section, The lss111111ce of such bonds shall not directly, indi
rectly, or contingently oblignte the bo11rd of supervisors to 
levy or to pledge 1111y form of tnxntlon whatever therefor or 
to mnkc any 11ppro11rilltion for lheir 1111yment. 

(b) Nothing In this section shall affect the authorily of the 
boanl of su1icrvisors to authorize the issunnce of bonds 
under 1111y other npplicnble provision of this Chnrter or nny 
other ap111ic11blc 11rovisions of the general lnws of the State 
of California. 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention facllltle1 management department be created under the Chief Ad· 
mlnlstratlve Officer to manage the cltle1' convention facllltle1 Including but not llmlted 
to Brook• Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man
ager and nece11,ary employees and preserving civil service right• of present em
ployees? 

Ana.lysis 
By Ballot Simplic:ation Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The management of the ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate. The Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention Facilities Management. 
This department would have complete responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities, including but not 

· limited to, Brooks· Hall. Civic Auditorium. and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer. The general 
manager of this department would be appointed by 

Controller's Statement on "C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: · 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. · it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth
eses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing. Real Estate. Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; · 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Facilities 
Management 

The functions. activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction or the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this clrnrter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char&ed with 
spe~ilic ·/·urisdiction thereof. shall sub.l'ect to the provisions of 
section 1.102 and section 3.501 of t 1is charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the Junctions and personnel or the offices of registrar or 
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the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
department from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat
ed which would have complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on "C" 
On March 19 the ijoard of Supervisors voted 7-4 

on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
10). 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Dist. 11 ). 

voters, recorder, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions have become San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive, 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use of its convention fa~ilitics. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the ,George R. Moscone 
Convention Center, now under construction, in which 
the City is investing over$ 100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them fro,m the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of ,Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all ~ity-owned 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Moscone Con
vention Center. The Department Manager will be ap
pointed by and report io the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing Civil Service 
Workers at Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable con• 
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Edward Lawso11 

End_orsed by: 
Que111i11 Kopp. Supervisor 
John Moli,wri, Supervisor 
Louise Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
Doris W11rd, Supervisor 
Ro1:er Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
George Christopher, Former Muyor 
John BC1rbe1gelt11a 
Gordon La11 
Alfred Nelder 
Ronald Pelosi 
Peter 1'amcims 
Thomas Me/1011 
Lellmd Lawms, Chairman Mayor's Select Commiuee 
Louis BC11male, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College 
Man•i11· C11rdoza 
Rinaldo Ccirmazzi 
Bill Chester, Labor Consullunt 
William Dauer, President Chamber of Commerce 
Jess E.1·1e1•a, Publisher Mabuhuy Republic 
Jim l/erma11, President ILWU 
Mrs. Mayli11 low 
Cyril Mag11i11 
Lloyd Pflueger, General Manager, Downtown Association 
Leonard Roger.r, President Western Merchandise Mart 
Alber/ S11m11els, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C. the charter amendment to consolidate 
the City's convention facilities management operations 
in one department, is· a step in the right direction 
towards efficiency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for .effective, efficient and economical operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's attraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would be in a better position to max
imize the use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduling and staff utilization, Convention and trade 
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

agement and staff to coordinate their activities and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow for 
standardiz~tion of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as a catalyst 
for the genera'tion of employment for city residents 
and for millions in local tax dollars. Proposition C 
will ensure that' these facilities can meet those expec
tations, 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by: 
Superl'isor Quentin L. Kopp. 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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FOUR PUBLIC H'EAL TH ADMINISTRATORS 
· PROPOSITION D . 

Shall Director -of Public Health· appoint and remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com
munity health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all exempt 
from clvll aervlce? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This · position is 
exempt · from the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the administrator of · Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held ·by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION D .. 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by hold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

3,5 IO Governmental Services. Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 

~-Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; ano 
Coroner's Office, 

The functions. activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the .chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees chuq~cd with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102, and section 3.501 of (his charter, be alloca\ed 
by · the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
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ground and experience, A person with civil service 
status appointed to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you· vote Yes. you want 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the director of public health lo have the 
power lo appoint three deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 D'' 

On March 3 the _Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 
the question of placing proposition D on the bailot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill I-,Iutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11), · 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrator shall appoint and al his pleasure 

may remove an attorney, I-le may also appoint sucl1 assis~ · 
tant attorneY.s ,as m11,y be provided by the budget and an
nual approprmtwn ordinance, . 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall • be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office al his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri&hl-of-way agent and 
also the control, management and leasmg of the exposition 
auditorium, . 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRAT.ORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment 

tional positions, change any 
costs. 

will not add any addi
salaries, or increase any 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. ' 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified . and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the, Department, these deputies mu!\! possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

,To find the most suitable persons. the Department 
should have the tlexibility to select from many 
qualified c.andidates. and to insure that they are . re

. sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart
ment, and the City at large. 

In other major City Departments, 
port, Public Utilities · Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, S11pervbw 
Ella Hi/I l/111ch, Supervisor 
Nancy G. Walker, S11pervi,wr 
Doris W,ml, S11pervisor 
Roger Boas, CA 0 
Dr. Mervyn Silverman, Director of Health 
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Action Officer WBSHA Governing Body 
Enol(l M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Pmrero Ifill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wad(I, Exec11tive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Margarete Co,11101/y 
Felix Agc"uili, M.D .. Member Advisory Boarcl, SFGH 
Shirle1• Jone.1 Rhode.1·, Exec111ive Director S. F. Medical Center 

011ip(l/ient lmproveme111 Programs, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enrica A. Zab(lla, /Joard of Directors, S.F. Medical Center 

011tpatie111 Improvement Progr(lnu, Im· . 
Arthur Latl11111, Cl111ir1111111, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Elizabeth /J. Denebeim, Co1111111111ity Mental Health Advisory 

Bocm/ Member 
ThonmsJ. Mei/on, Former CAO 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Thomas W. G11:vn, Director, Public Service Programs 
f/.B. Fairly. M.D., Universil;• ofC"lifomi" S.F. Associate 

Dt•(ln, SFGI/ 
Donald l. Fink, M.D .. Chief, Medic"I Staff SFGH 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
Judge Dorothy Von Beroldi11gen 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and 11ll outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measure to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
S11pervisor Q11entin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
MarKaret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph lan~don 

Ar9uments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not beon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospltal appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll service status for present 
holders of said po1ltlon1? 

Analysis 
.By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. · 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital . the 
power to appoint ass·ociate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 

. provisions of the charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on "E" 

City Controller Jobn C. Farrell has issued the foilow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-focc 
type; deletions arc indicaicd by ((double paren-
theses)). . , 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estntc, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner's Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative oflic_cr by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees characd with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: • 

Depart~ent of Governmental Services; which shall include 
the· functions and pe!:wnnel of the offices of registrar of 
~oters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
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persons with the necessary background and exper
' ience. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
(o have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

. A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 E" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO). 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorncY.s ,as may 6c provided by the budget and an
nual approprinllon ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of SUflplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also: th~ control, management and leasmg of the exposition 
aud1tonum, . 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 
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VARIOUS PUBLl·C HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E , 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General. Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important resources. · 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Si!l'er 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ella llill l/11tch, Supervisor 
Nm,cy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris JYard, Supervisor· 

Roger Boas, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Silverman, Director of Heullh 
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH-

Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Governing Body 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Margarete Connolly · 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D .. Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
Shirley Jones Rhodes, faecutive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enrica A. ZC1hala, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arthur uithan, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board 
Elizabet/, B. Denebeim, Community Mental Health 

Advisory Board Member 
Thomas J. Mellon, Fonner CAO · 
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Thomas W. G11:1•n,' Director, Public Service Programs 
H.B. Fairly, M.D .. University of California S.F. 

Associate Dean, SFGH · 
Donald L Fink, M.D .. Chief, Medical StaffSFGH 
Selig Gellert, M.D. 
Judge Dorothy Von Beroldi11gen 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VO~E NO ON PROPOSITION E. 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and fire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrat.ors at the Hospital.. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
all highly paid. 

In the past two yea·rs, ri10re than IO new postt10ns 
with salari.es of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under allack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year, the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $°1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the Citis budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates. the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
S11pel'l1isor Quentin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lan[!,don 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have·not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Franciaco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

So nocODitan trabajadoroe en las urn111 eloctoralH 
do much01 barrios on San Franci1co. Pre1ont110 

ahora on ol cuarto 155 dol City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officer• and member• of fire fighting companies, except arson 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being requl;ed to 
_work more than 24 consecutive hours except In caae of a conflagration, disaster or aud• 
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 2.a consecutive hours?-

-Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
members of the· San Frandsco Fire Department 
may work no more than 14 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48:7 hours in a week, except in cases of 
emergency._ The 14-hour shift. which was passed by 
the voters in 1975, has never ·been put into effect 
because of court litigation. Firelighters and · officers 
now work 24-hour shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter and set 24-hour work shifts for firefighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-· 
ing statement on the fiscal iinpact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would neither increase nor de
crease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMEND(AENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fuce 
ty11e; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). -

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief of department shall recommend and the· fire 
con)mission shall provide by rule for w_ork sched~lcs or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupymg the 
several ranks of the fire dcpa_rtment; providi;d, however_, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basts for 
such officers and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty est11bllsbed for officers and members assigned 
to the lire lighting companies and firefighting units excepting 
the 11rson investlg11tion unit, shall st11rt at eight o'clock. A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requii ing the members of the department 
to remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden 1111d unex11ected emergency of 
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and officers. The 48. 7 hour work week , would 
._remain in effect, except in cases of sudden, unex

pected. and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
San Francisco firelighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts,.for no more than 48.7 hours a week .. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote rio, you want San 
Francisco firelighters and officers to work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Supervisors Voted_ on "F" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

11 tempomry n11ture requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and . members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the llmit11tion of 48.7 hours In 1111y 
nomml work week nor twenty-four consecutive hours. Each 
such officer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one ( I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the fire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of department 
work on suid day off~ and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important part of our fire

fighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters. and the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared. The Proposition itself is 
lengthy, but the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the Fire Department has been us-· 
ing for more than twenty years, and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department managemel}t ·11as the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of fire pro
tection for which San_ Francisco has become famous. 
Those who are responsibile for administering and 
managing the Department are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them lo use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-motivated firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department ,idministrators the 
tools necessary to continue providing excellent lire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
Jle11ry E. Ber111a11, President 
Fire Commission. 
J11anlla Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner. 
Robert Nicco 
Fire Commissioner. 

Curtis Mc·Clai11 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
A1111e S. l/owde11 
Fire Commiss·ioncr. 
Andrew C Cci1per 
Chief of Department 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for' both the taxpayers 
and the lire lighters. 

As of this date. almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerful political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari 11nd others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
stein's, Morris Bernstein. and. at the recommendation 
~f former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
revc11I that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have flip 
flopped and arc in support of this repeal of their law. 
Are they being honest or arc they following the well 
travelled paq1 of expediency? · 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still vnlid. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

lo light fires. . 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will not have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is filled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· at ·captain's pay. But 
the lieutenant's job then has to be tilled through 
another "move-up", and so on down the line. 

7. Firelighting by commuters will be reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of 100 miles, 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari have played the same game 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They 
ignore it. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

John .I. Barba~e/(lfa 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accurocy by any official agency. 
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··FIREFIGHTERS ·woRK SCHEDULE1S 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
' ' 

Proposition F is another _back-door deal faced by 
the people of San Francisco. 

In 1975. you, the voters, amended the Charter to 
delete a detail. which should. not have been in the 
Charter in the first place, that required all work shifts 
for firefighters , to· be 24 hours on and . 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Supervisor John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in wor~ing hours would reduce fa
tigue in firefighters and· also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The voters agreed with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, . and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48.7 
hours, at a time when most other fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

· reduced work week for .firefighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours to 48.7 hours 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs per 
year for the San Fran'cisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved ihe 48.7 work week, with the recom
mendation of all members of the Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work 
shift. 

Now, the proponents want · to reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But 
there is no willingness on their part to accept any 
change . in the work w~ek - not even to base the 
work week on that • of other California fire depart
ments upon which San Francisco firefighters' salaries 

. are based. All · of those cities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. · 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and shifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal. and the taxpayers 
are not included.· · 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page aro tho opinion• of tho authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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After you have moved , phone us 

We will mail you a registration form to fill ~ot & mail back·. r~~ 
' . 

'i.J:I~ 
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TEMPORARY.EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall ~II temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

• · Analysis 
By .Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE ·WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary, or other coverage. Tem
porary empl~yees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Propositioll' H would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on '' H'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 1-1: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itselfi it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application to future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred, 
the maximum amount of which could be $3,765.000. 

"But again. in and of itself: this permissive amend
ment to the Charier would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT Of PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time lo the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include ceruiin temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Hei1lth Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on .. H" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 

the question of placing proposition 1-1 on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

a 
,.... 

Q- -i 
,..v ..... '+' 

THE VOTOMATIC Stop 1 Unlng both hnndn, insort tho ballot curd oll tho wov into tho Votomotic. 
Stop 2 Bo sure tho two slots in tho ond of your cord lit down ovor tho two rod pin■, 
Stop 3 To voto, hold tho voting instrumont 1tralght up, P

0

unch atrnl11ht through tho bullot cord for tho 
condidotos of vour choico. Do not uno pon or poncll. 
Stop 4 Voto nil pagoo. 
Stop 6 Allor voting, romovo tho ballot curd from tho votomutlc. 
NOTE: II vou moko u mistoko roturn vour ballot curd ond obtain unothor. 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEAL·TH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term. 

temporary employees to re~eive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive · no health care 
benefits or any. chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before they can 
qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

The Board .of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 
This .measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Dori.r W,,rd 
Ella Hill H111ch 
Harry Brill 
Peter Ashe 
Tom Scanlon 

Keith Eichman 
Leroy King 
Pa/Jackson 
Bill Kraus 
Bill Mallen 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Keamey 
Vince Co11r111ey 
Bill Bradley 

. Carol R111h Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PR.OPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equiiable and fair to give tempornry city 
employees health service benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. 

First, why does San· Francisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 in a workforce of 
28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5,000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees are hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, how can the City afford the costs of this · 
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee, To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health c9verage would cost 
t)le City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000.000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us al the 
worst possible_time. 

Another proposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system. as opposed to .. paying for individual 
health plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quemin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 
Margaret Q. Warren 

Arguments printed on thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked. for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 
NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by hold-face 

type; deletions are . indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.420 Establishment of and ryf embership in Health S~rvice 
System. 

A health service system is hereby established as a depart
ment of the city and county government and shall ·be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
mclusive. Said system shalr be administered by a 6oard lo 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist of all per1111111e111 employees, which shall 
include officers of the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement syst_em)), 1111d all tempornry employees with 
34 
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more thnn such period of continuous service as shall be de
tennlncd by the Bounl of Supervisors by ordinance. Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching of any reco~
nized religious sect, dcnominntion or organization and, 111 
accordanre with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service poard an affidavit stating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compcnsntion cxeeds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise has · provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The heulth service bonrd shall huve the 
power lo exempt any person whose compensntion exceeds the 
11111ount deemed sufficient for self covernge und 1111y person 
who otherwise hus provided for 11deq1111te medicul care. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members r.,f the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys
tem? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 
Health Service sy~tem. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the city Health Service 
system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

Controller's Statement on "I" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: 

"Should' the proposed Charter amendment. be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase :1he cost · of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

How Supervisors Voted on ''I" 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. JO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

EARN.EXTRA.MONEY 
___ 61'7t!I workers are needed at the polls 

T ~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3 -Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISOR-$' HEAL TH· BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I". 
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members 

of the Board of Supervisors to ·have the· same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors arc 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervisors consider th,eir work to be a full
time j~b. despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
penalized because they do not have another outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

Vote "Y_es" ~n Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

· Argument• printed on thl1 page are tho opinion• of the authora and have not boon che11:kod for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I . 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
lo' the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8,420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supervisors 

NotwUhstandlng the provisions of Section 8.420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this charter to the con
trary, members of the board of supervisors shall be members 
of the San Francisco City and County Health Service Sys
tein. 

Workers are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co. neighborhood•. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

S• n•c•1ltan trab1Jador•1 en le• urna1 electoral .. 
de mucho1 b1rrio1 en· San Frencieco. Pr•••nt••• 

eho~• en el cuarto 155 del · City Hell. 

OOPS! 
· Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 
or even made a -mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Exanliner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

. PROPOSITION J 
Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual 9ro11 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
Sy Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors at $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is· 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of' Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be$ 15,677.50. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year: 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would change the 
city charter to . set the supervisors' salaries · at 25 
percent of the mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on "J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
i!lg statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition .I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt• 
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

How Supervisors Voted on "J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition .I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), .John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 'Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11) .. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVISORS·' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION J 
VOTE YES ON PROP ".I" 

The last salary adjustment for ,the Board of Sui:,er- . 
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time, with the result that a I 965 salary of $9,600 
will buy $3,924 worth pf 1980 goods and services. 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay al ·25% of the 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and fair. The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. {3ut ii does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - who have to support themselves by working 
- lo also be Supervisors. 

The· "formula" approach lo settling -Supervisors' 
salaries has important advantages: · I) it was estab
lished as . a reform measure, to · eliminate, political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 

• other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has had no · sala"ry in
crease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-five 
(1965). No other San Francisco coun'ty adm'inistrator. 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient. can say the same. 

· VOTE YES a°N PROP "J" 

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13,524 in Solano County. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries lo keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to maintain .outside sources of 

'. income; while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. · 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties. 

. No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? ' 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors arc not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve. this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition .I. 

Carol Rut/, Si/1•er 
Doris M. Ware/ 
Na11c1• G. Walker 
John· L Molinar;' 
Ella 1/ill llutcl, 
I/am• G. Britt 
Don 'I fora 11: ,, 
Deborah R. Rol,rer 
l'risdlla Alexw1der 
D.J. So,•iwo 
Eric Crave11 
Rici, /la)'es 
Lydia s.' S,111 Filippo , 
Ct1roll'II Rei/fi, 
Ulliai, Si11g . 
Terrence 111'1111 

Willit1m /Jr11dli•1• 
James Micl,a,•iMoore 
Richard Mt1rti11 Sc/1lack,1111n 
Timothy II. Wolfreo 

/Jruce Gora11so11 
Mark Forrester. 
Thelma Ct11,an1111Kh 
Gorc/011 A rmstro11K 
Bob Lurie 
Barbara Amato 
Dm•id Fowler 
Michael Clum 
Andrei\' C. Casper 
Janice Mirikita11i 
Cecil Williams 
Eduarclo Smu/o""/ 
/Joh /Justamente 
Fred Martin 
Cl,uck llrl't!r 
Wi/h,•r l/~1111ilto11 
Wallace Stokes 
Stan Smith 
Red Koma11 
Jol,11 Squire 

J111m M. Grc!lf 
Li11col11 Chu 
A111hmw.l. Taormina 
ArtlwrR. Sieg/ 
Don B. Kates, Jr. 
Jo11 Km!filum 
John ("lack") Trujillo 
Linda 1'0.1·1 
Vi11ce11t'J11111es Court11e1• 
£,,e1,,11 Wilson · 
Leri(I' KinK 
/£'.ff/Jrown 
Terri• Redmond 
Keiih Eich1111111 
Bill Kmu.1· 
/Jill Mallen 
Tim Twome1' 
}O(l/1 Dillon· 
M11um Keale1• 
Jame.,· Core1•·Busch 
l'eter Ashe· 

P<1t11• l'r11to 
/Jeri,um Gallegos 
/'at J ackso11 
Carl Williams 
John Jacobs 
MeM11 Lee" 
Jack Crowle1• 
Harold Yee· 
Grant M t·kens 
/Job Barr,, 
A11tl1• K11itc11 
Richard Goltl111a11 
William Coblentz 
llmm Liclecker 
J;1ck.1·011 Schult: 
Johll Km!fimm 
Paula C. Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Ke1•i11 F. Shelley 
Anna D11rtle11 
Ro.wiliml Wolf 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. · 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Superviso~s to 
. that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure are trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed' salaril!s. set specifically in the 
Charter. The. Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula." which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. 

,There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the· Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there are 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

" Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

the City. In 1965. when salaries were increased. 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from . 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965 .. the Supervisors had no personal office 
aides. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and stenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. have been created. costing· taxpayers $400,000 
per year in salaries and fringe benefits. 

The City i_s facing a dire financial crisis. Depart
ments arc being forced to cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition J flies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea at the wrong time. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quell/in L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSEQ CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the board shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) equal 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the annual gross snlnry p11ld 
to the mayor, exclusive of benefits per year and each shall 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
of five thousand dollars ($5,000), 

The city and county is hereby divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977. and continuing thereafter until new districts are 
established as hereinafter set forth. such districts shall 
be used for the election or recall of the members of 
the board of supervisors. and for filling any vacancy 
in the' ollice of member of the board of supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper
ate to abolish or terminate the term of office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the ierm of office for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts, as established herein. shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street; thence northerly along Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard; thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; thence westerly and northwesterlv along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with the 
shoreline. of the Pacilic Ocean; thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com
mencement. Unless specifically designated to the con
trary. all references to streets. ana boulevards con-' 
tained in the fore~oing description· shall rel'cr to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com0lc8d
mencing at the point of intersection or the shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes
tern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation; · thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with Ar
guello Boulevard: thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard; the.nee easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street; thence easterly 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
PROPOSITION K 

Shall dl1ablllty leaves, dl1ablllty retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

Analysis 
By_ Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firelighters and certain other city employees for dis
ability leaves. disability retirements. or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow· the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing officer to hear and determine requests for 

· Controller's Statement on -"K" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amfndment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K 

NOTE: It is proposed thnt the following section be added 
to the Charter; ii is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. ' 

8.518 Hearing Officer 
I 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub
section (c) of SL-ction 8,509, Sections 8,515, 8.516, 
8,547, 8,548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8,571, 8,572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, any appllc11tion for disability le11ve, disability 
retirement, or de11th 11llow11nce made pursu11nt to s11id · 
subsection of s11id sections of this ch11rtcr shall be 
heard by 11 ,11111lificd· and unbiased hcarinw officer em
ployed under contr11ct by the retirement board and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re• 
tircmcnt board. The retirement bo11rd shall h11ve the 
power · to cst11blish rules setting forth the qualific11tions 
11nd selel'tlon procedure necess11ry to · appoint 11 ,111111i
fied 11nd unbiased hearing officer. Following public 
hearing, the hc11ring officer sh11II determine whether 
such 11pplic11tion sh11ll be grunted or denif:d, 

AH expenses relating to processing and 11djudicating 
the 11bovc iipplicntions, including but not limited to the 
cost of hearing officer, legal, investigative, and court 
reporter services, shall be paid from the compensation 
fund. 

At any tiinc within thirty (30) days after the service 
of the hearing officer's decision, the applicant or any 
40 

disability leµves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: ,If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer. 

A NO· VOTE MEANS: .ff you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on "K" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition · K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John ·Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), . Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. JO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). . 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other affected p11rty, including the retirement system, 
may petition the. hearing officer for II rehearing upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other:. 

11. That the hearing officer acted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. Th11t the decision w11s procured by fr11ud, 
c. That the evidence docs not justify the decision. 
d. That the 11etition h11s discovered new evidence 

material to him, which he could not, with re11son• 
able· diligence, have discovered 111111 produced 11t 
the hearing. 

Upon the expirntion of thirty (30) days after the pe• 
tition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is 

. granted, upon the cxpirntion of thirty (30) dnys 11ftcr 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the hearing officer shall be final. Such fin11I deci
sion shall not be subject to 11mcndmcnt, modification 
or rescission by the retirement bo11rd, but st111II be sub
ject to review by the retirement board only for the 
purpose of determining whether to seek. judicial review, 
11nd such final decision shall be deemed for all pur• 
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 

The provisions of this section shall become operative 
on October 1, 1980. 



RETIREMEN-T HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

. Costs of the . City's retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the .past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any, other California city. 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote on disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected _to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. 

The Retirement Board also manages a porlfo'lio of 
investments totalling nearly $1 billion ( they are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial. professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to- determine applications for disability payments. dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case. the hearing officer will hold a public hearing: 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superio.r Court. · 

· At present. the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair. impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
.will be able to concentrate on managing its $1 billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of· dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will, however, place 
an additional financial burden· of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of· government with an undeter
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is time that .our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government. not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high, but you. the voter, substantially 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adoptfog a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced. by great numbers. 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board, consisting of three city employees. three ap
pointees of the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate 
claims, their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type of process. 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a , disability 
award. The decision of one individual would certainly 
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. Hebel 
Attorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT' HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 
~- . 

The authors of the current Charter language 
governing the organization of the Rt:tirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
democratic representation of the rightful parties, at in
terest· in the administration of the Retirement System. 
Employees, as the sole expresst.'CI beneficiaries of the 

. fund, are provided fair r_epresentation by ~ of thei_r 
own. while the City. unquestionably the major ben
efactor. has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting 
against ihe employee, which City employees have never 
questioned or contested, apparently the odds of 4 to 3 
are not enough. 

This proposal for an allegedly imparti_al hearing of
. fleer. to serve at the pleasure and on the payroll of 
the City. a method unheard of elsewhere._ and one 
which would be disavowed by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation. will accom
plish· one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee to· 
deny him or her a fair and imp~rtial review, when 
the circumstances. of their employment ~ave injured or 
disabled them for the-remainder of their lives . 

The review of compensation for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must 1:tbor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION "K ". 

Submitted by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee, S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well, they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats. never content with less government 
interference. want to add yet another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the lbrm of a hearing officer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
voters in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and oth~r concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers. 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor.· three employees of the sys-. 
1cm. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire
ment board actions are taken by a · balanced commit-

· tee, rather· than one individual. In fact. if any vote 
results in a tie. the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected. 

This 1neasure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff and overhead. are expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Office space. staff. equipment. 
health benefits. vacation pay. all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of. The present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an appeal process only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Committee For A Sound Retirement System 
Leon llmschera 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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Workere are needed at the poll• in many 
_San Francl1co neighborhood,. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 



1¢ GAS TAX 

PROPOSITION L 
Shall th_e Board ~f Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordln• 
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Public Utllltles Code Sections 99500 through· 99509, lmpos• 
Ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
compres.sed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of S~n Francisco? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The state Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in Califo.rnia to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to · the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition . L is a policy state
ment. It asks the voters if the city and · county 
should• add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on ' 1 L" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has is.sued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved, in · my opinion. in and of iisett: it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However. this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way for approximately $2,550,000 in additional revenues 
to the City and County of:',an Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every 100 feet of compressed 
. natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that is 
sold in San Francisco .. 

A YES VOTF. MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city and· county to add a tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want San Francisco to acid a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on 1 1 L'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: · 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
· (Dist. 2). .John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 

Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of'the Supervisors present votcu No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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·1c.GAS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

~OTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis~ 
pensable function of city government. Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600.000 
rides a ·day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the 
costs of public transit increasing tremendou~ly in San 
Francisco. Public policy. nationally. as well as in San 
fl'ancisco. has placed public transit in' a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public: policy-; is the principle of encouraging use of 
public transit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Since 1977, the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote ·of its people to. add a 
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will · 
mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for our 
Municipal Railway and help keep· Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submilled by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are the opinion• of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

Iisnot 
too late 

It's not too late to help your community 
get the funds it needs. 

It's not too late to answer the Census: 

\\e're coun~ on you. 
. Ans"8"the Cfflsus. : ,,, ' 

•',•' 

Census figures are used to 
determine the number bf 
seats for your State in the 
House of Representatives ... 
And how $50 billion is going 
to be spent each year for 
social services r1nd public 
works including: 

Jobs 
Job lrrnning 
Low,rnsl housing 
Adull educ.ilion 
Bilingual ('cluc,ition 
Hculi'h servin•s 
Day carr renters· 
Aid 10 1lw h,111dic.ippecl 

· Sl:'111or L'lllll1n pro9r,m1s 
Beller lfi11lsporl,1lio11 · 

Polic'c prnleclion 

Busnwss developnwnl 

A Census 
qlll'Slllllllhllre 

fl1lll'hed you 
by m,1il on 
M,irch 28. 

M,111 ii h.iri< 
lod,1y. There's 
s11Jl 11111<' ID 
he r,'nmll'd. 

Ple,is,• fill 11 
oul ro111plelely. 
Tlw i11lorm,ll11Jll 
is sinrlly 
conlirle111i.il. 

Th,11111 you. 

Wl•
0

1'1.'co11111ing1111vo11. 
Answer lhc ccnsils. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local munlclpal railway fares 
be deleted? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

. THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com• 
mission may not raise the fares on. any San Fran• 
dsco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on .. M" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease .the cost of government. However. 
tliis proposed amendment could prepare the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which. be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action, cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions are indicated by ((double par
entheses)) 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi
sions, limilations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
tracks; to permit two or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different management 10 use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rcr,air or tf1c trucks and appurtenances used by the said 
railways jointly for such number of·blocks consecutively, 1101 
exceeding ten blocks; to regulate rates of speed and prQpose 
such ordinances lo the board of supervisors as arc necessary 
to protect. the public from danger or inconvenience in the 
operation of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
exclusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, 
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess
ment upon private property for such construction or acquisi
tion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote .no, you do not 
want cable car fares to be niore than other . Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on '• M'' 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the qu·estion of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1 ), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

d!fferent manage~ent may use such tunnel, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for live consecutive 
~locks approaching_ each end thereof, each management pay
mg an equal portwn of the expense for the construction, 
maintenanc~ an~ repai~s. of the tra~ks and appurtenances 
used by said railways JOllllly. The city and county in the 
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or viaduct either singly or jointly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number of blocks approaching each end thereof: and in 
case of joint use of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the expense for the construction, maintenance and repairs or 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways joinlly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street: thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street lo Columbus Avenue; thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 84) 
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CABLE .CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For 50 cents; tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world. 

It's a bargain for tourists, but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers. 

The Charter now prohibits the Public Utilities Com
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the· Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure tor cable cars. . · 

Why sho1,1ld taxpayers subsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised to $1.00. and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox ipcome neces
sary to receive state matching funds. At present. the 
Mi.mi only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenser fares, 

San Francisco. residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car pass. which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

. Submitted by: 
S11pervisor Q11e11ti11 Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
S11pervisors Donald 1/oranzy 

Carol Ruth Silver 
Nancy Walker 

_ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit lines who depend upon them 
to go Downtown. MUNI is one system. Why single 

. out these lines and not those with higher subsidies? · 

2. It taxes tourists and· residents alike. If the objec
tive is to soak tourists and not residents. a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. · 

3. It is. based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money· than buses. · In fact. MUN 1 's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact. thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San · Franciscans going 
about their personal business. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without r. transit purpose. it could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which are based 
on the cars· being part of an overall· urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits. these buses will have · to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to. flow 

. from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUN I is short of 
driver~ and has barely enough buses to meet present 
reciuirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines. perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Frandsco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them 
·up as a fake. an expensive gimmick run for the ben
efit of the tourist industry. 

Vote NO ori Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Cur Fakery. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel Klussmann. Chair 
The Cable Car Commillcc 

Argumonta printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 
•• 9 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
· VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists",· but it will also stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars ure used by many San 
Franci.~cims for their basic transportation and not 
everyone has a faslpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must. either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 

· pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special weekly 
cable car passes for residents, which wouldn't help the 

situation .anyway. Cable cars already nrnke· a greater 
percentage of expenses from fares tluin most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. · 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

Norman R.olje 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars arc an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twice as much as any other publi,c tran-

sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for. accuracy _,y any official agency. 

Is your voting place at the toP of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND ' . 

PROPOSITION N 
Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a le11er percent .as the Board of Supervisors shall 
e1tabll1h by ordlnan·ce, ~e transferred to the general fund a1 a return on the City's In
vestment In the airport? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: All ·the airport ·revenues are 
kept in a separate fund 10 be used only for airport 
expenses .. These funds cannot be u~ed for other city 
purposes. 

THE PRO~OSAL: Propo_sition N would change the 
charter to use up to 25% of the airport's income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used 
only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on '"N" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself: it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
five percent (25%) of· the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections. this could amount 
to approximately $9,000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSEDu CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Additiom, or substitutions arc indicated by bold face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). . 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(u) Subject to the budget u·nd fiscal prov1s1ons of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission •shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and count~ treasury to be known us the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shall be 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion '6.407 of this c.harter. (2) Separate accounts shall be 
kept with respect to reccirts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be -appropriated, transferred, expencled or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes.· you want 
some of the money that is earned by the airport to 
be used for.general city purposes .. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the· airport lo be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' N'' 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition . N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operution and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges und 
proportionate puyi:ncnts to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds us the commission may es
tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, und other mandutory 
funds created to secure revenue bonds hereafter issued by 
the commi~sion for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required 6y any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 



AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-inaking enterprises. The . 
e.normous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing, not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which arc 
spent by travellers using our · Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines, not the · people 9f San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Andrew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Se1mDuca 
Assessor 
Dick Skle1r 
Director, Public Utilities 
RaiOke1111010 
Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
JohwWe1lsh 
.General Manager, Civil Service 
Joh11Fm111: 
City Librarian 
Mike lle1111essey 
Sheriff . 

Cornelius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smith 
District Attorney 
Jeff Brotl'II 
Public Defender 
Mervy11 Si/1w111C111 
Director, Public 1-tealth 
Riche1rcl 1/eath 
Director, Airport 
Tom Mt1/loy 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur llt1111i/1011 
Redevelopment Agency 
Etlwi11 SC1rsjieltl 
Director, Social Services 
tlrthur C. Te1111owJr. 
Pacilic Telephone 
Wlllter l/o"'Jle1• 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial ,cns1s is -real and ·urgent. We 
.can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments, 

Or we could· make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N 'through S, 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources, It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts. in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vi11ce Cour1tie1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociution, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J, JC1ck.1·011 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Me1rti11 
Arca Dirccior 
Automotive MachinisL~. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111e/l 
Laborers, Local 261 
TimotliyJ. Twomey 
International Vice President 
Service Employees 

Ar9umont5 printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPORT .REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 
P,roposition N .. would allqw th~. City to. ~ake _advan

tage . of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and 
other tenants.· Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges the following year., 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
funds from non-airline revenues into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental · agencies, food and magazine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could · reap ·some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo . County 
receives property and other taxes ·· from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way. 

Proposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 

. libraries an~ other essential City services. 
Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be 

more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pen~e. 

Vote Yes on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 

· SupervisorJolm' Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NOON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions • on tourism. organized labor. the airlines 
and, ultimately, the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the rece~sion and skyrocketing fuel costs, 
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid off. More uneniployment will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and 
replacement program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted, resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent of recent nrnni;lates for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." · 

Proposition N would have a negative effect ort San 
Francisco's tourism. the city's· number one revenue 
and job . producer, with escalating costs at , the airport 
creating a rca/ potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. 

For the· past seven years, cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underw(ittcn and guaran
teed by the airlines - at · no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of uirport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. 

The airlines already pay $2 million per year to the 
City. $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes, and 
their :landing fees have never been reduced and are 
now among the highest in the U.S. 
· Furthermore, the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with ,1irpor1 bondholders result
ing · in additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility of the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

William E. R1•a11 
Calilbrniu P11blic Affairs Coordinutor 
Air Transport Association of America 
GIY!gory P. I/um 
Vice President - Public Affairs 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
Lloyd A. Pjlueger 
General Manager 
D,nvntown Associution Sun Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and havo not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel· Occupancy Tax be amended by Imposing an additional tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotel• In the City and County of San Fran-
cisco after July 1, 1980? · 

Anc:Jlysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

' THE WA\' IT IS NOW,: People who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax. of 
8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. 

' 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75% 
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow• 
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 0: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5,000,000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

. AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 7, OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
TION 502.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF Tl-IE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS. AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: , 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502,5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 502.5 Imposition of II one nnd three-fourths per• 
ccntum (1.75%) surchnrgc. There shull be an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percent um ( 1.75%) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on und after July I. 1980. 

When rent is paid, charged. billed or falls due on either 
a weekly. monthly or other term basis. the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the lax of 
eight percentum (8%) herein imposed to the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes, 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to be· raised from 8% to 
9.75W and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vo.te No, you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at 81. 

How Supervisors Voted on "O" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted I 1-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follow~: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist.. · 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Disc 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist, 
II), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No . 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I. 1980, and 
to the tax of eight percentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposcil to the extent that it covers any por
. tion of the period on and after July 1, 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of tile ratio of the number of days falling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby. 
Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon anx rent 
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount·of such tux upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fimd subject to arpropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intcno to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject mutter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tux or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 

51 



i I 

'i 

; 1 

: I 
; I 

I 
'I 
I!. 

I 

I I 
' ·1 

I : 

HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition· "O". 

San · Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "0" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only _those who come to stay with us for short periods 
of time, not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "O" would add more . than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

We ·inust in-crease our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish ·10 maintain police. and fire protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind . of hl!alth, library and re
creational services wlfich we believe the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vole.Yes on Proposition "O". 
Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 

.the City budget. Without new. revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essen.tial indispensable. day-to
day services. 

Proposition "0" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is an inte
gral part of a total. revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 

· already has raised. Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise rev~nues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your su.pport. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "O". The business community, including the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support Proposition "O". 
A vote for "0" is a vote to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Oflicer 
Andrew Carper, Fire Chief 
Sum D11cu, Assessor 
J(!l111 Frantz, City Librarian 
Arthur T111now, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Bank of.America 

ARG'UMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police. lire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and civic leaders·. as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the lloard of Supervisors· in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

Constantly increasing inl1ation. · complicated by 
Prorosition 13. leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue . resources reduced at the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken 10 cut costs and increase efficiency; but· in no 
way can the City escape the need for additional 
revei1ue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submitted by Supervisor Louise H. Renne 

John C. Mol/1111r/ 
'/lam• G. Drill 
Don '!!om11zy 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Ifill l/111cl, 
Edward lamro11 
Endorsed by: Sun Fruncisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page aro the opinions of the authors and hove not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

DEBE REGISTRARSE DE NUEVO SI CAMBIA DE RESIDENCIA 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

. Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax· of 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5. 

· million which· will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the proj~cted budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries. parks. police. tire. health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry does not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists (11Ust also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 

Br11ce M. Cowan, Attorney 
Irene Yo1111g, Jordan Park 
Anne Bl(lomfield, Pacific Heights 
Btrt Schwar:.vchild, Eureka Valley 
Beatrice lt1ws, Haight Ash bury 
Evelyn L Wilson, Parkside 
Jerome Vail, Bernal Heights 
Ann Fogelberg, Cciw Hollow 
Carlo/le Mt1eck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clt1rk, Cow Hollow 
R11th Gra1•t111is, Glen Park 

Jude P. lt1spa, Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
Elsa Stmight, Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Markel 
Toby le1•i11e, Mission District 
Emily Bour, Twin Peaks 
Pat Helton, Bernal Heights 
Wt1lter Pt1rk, Duboce Triangle 
Stephe11 Strt111on, Diamond Heights 
J11,111itc1 Rave11, Monterey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSl'l'.ION 0 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
_community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or w~ could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and • the 
Muni almost exactly in halC Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts fo city 

. services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system· amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

· Vi11ce Co11rt11ey, Executive Secre1:1ry 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eick111a11, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MallieJ. Jackso11, International Vice President, International Ladies 
Gnrment Workers Union 
J.B. Marli11, Area Director, Automotive Machinist's. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Laborers, Local 261 
Timothy ✓. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 
I' 

PROPOSITION P 
Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the Overage working ·11fe 
of the members and be amortized over a .period not to exceed 20 years? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees. The amount is based 
in part on the average number of years employees 
wor"'k for the city before retirement. . 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to !he retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city 

could lake 20 years to fund its share of employee 
. pensions. · . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you· vote Yes, you want to 
, change the number. of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire-
ment system. · 

Controller's Statement on 11 P" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing stat.ement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt

ed, in my opinion. it would· not in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no ad9itional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present. provisions of the Charter. the 
. Retirement Board has determined that · the unfunded 

liabilities· which are not provided from the normal con
tribution rates are paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average working career of the 
members and such payments may extend in ·excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under· the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should the Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries. 
the annual payments· will be made according to the 
following schedule·of contributions: . 

Yeur 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
. EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Year Method vs:Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method• Curren! Method Es1i11111lcd (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

$ 61.1 
64.4 
67.5 
70.4 
72.9 . 
75.1 
77.3 
79.7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 

. 69.6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
(15.4) 
(9.8) 
(4.6) 

.3 
5.1 

JO.I 

Year 

9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 · 
19 
20· 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Yeu'r EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 
Estimated Annuul Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) . 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56.1 39.0 
98.0 54.1 43.9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
I03.9 50.4 53.5 
I07. I 48.6 58.5 
I I0.3· 46.9 63.4 
113.6 45.2 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required · 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 , The Unfunded 32. 7 (32. 7) 
30 Liability is 
31 paid off 
32 after 
33 ( o~o~~h) 20 Years 

31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3.1) 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $1. 732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Conlribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate al 6%. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6~f 

per year to 3% over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3o/r per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year to year." . 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City ~f San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations are being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the declining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P does is to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years. thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now: 

Thi~ proposal does not increase the total debt for 
pensi'on expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation. we should make this 
change to av~id overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 
Roger Boe1s, Chief Administrative omccr 
Andrew Ce1sper, Fire Chief 
Se1m Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rlli Oke1111010, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Pu_blic Works 
John W11lsl,, Gencrul Manager. Civil Service 
John Fm111z, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111mey, Sheriff 
Comeli11s Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Attorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 

• Mervy11 Si/vemum, Director, Public Health 
Richard llee1th, Director. Airport 
Tom M11lloy, Director, Recreation & Park. 
Wilbur llclmi/1011, Redevelopment Agency 
To11y Taormi,111, Port Commission 
Edwi11 S11rsjield, Director, Social Services 
Artll11r T11111mv, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter 1/oClllley, V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON P 
· Proposition P would allow the City to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. II takes advantage of 
the reduced costs todny, at today's dollar value. and 
pays it off at a later time using the valu.e of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important to know that the past 'debt as a 
whole does not change. nor arc benefits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over· 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay olT this kind of 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wisc business managers stretch theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what. Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Submitted by: 
S11pervisor lo11ise fl. Renne 
S11pervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
SJ1pervi,1·or f:,lancy Walker 
Supervisor Don f/oranzy 
S11pervisorJohn L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the author, and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM .FUNDING 

· ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial cr1s1s is · real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't. there. 
We have io de_al with.it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it· is to slash vital, 'needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the ·city At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and pn 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through SO departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp c_utbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal· with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S~ 
This• is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them •- big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources .. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, ·the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel, · tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 
'Vli1ce Co11r111ey, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keitl, Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
MallieJ. Jackson, International Vice President, lnternutionul Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111ell, Business Representative , 
Ti11101J,yJ. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would conve~t the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is. 
financial irresponsibility. H's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly r~ducing the budget in 1980-81. will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on lhe ballot in November, 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement' System 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now. the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976. $97.8 million was budgeted as the . 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now, the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time. the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 

cumulative payment will have been $1.749.340,000 as 
compared to a .cl'mulative payment of $ 1.333,999,000 
in 20 years under the present system. Thus. taxpayers 
would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the i;urrent system. Whiie in fiscal year 
1980-81. they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26. million, they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed. there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example. in the 16th year after . 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpa'yers by giving temporary politic
1
al advan

tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying lt1rgcr 
amounts of money after the first year saving; and, 
make no mistake about it, there is only a first year 
budget reduction; after that. the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this pa9c arc the opinions of the authors and hove not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX. 
PROPOSITION Q . 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to In
crease the rate o~ the business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE Wt\Y IT JS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
b1,1siliess tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500, then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPO~AL: Proposition Q would change . the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would ~llow the in-

Controller's Statement on "Q" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing srntement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16,850,000 to the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workers are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francleco nelghborhood1. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

Se nece1itan trabajadorea on 111 urna1 eloctoraloa 
de muchoe barrloe en San Franci1co. PrH6nteee 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

creases to continue after July I. 1980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on "Q" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure deal_t with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross recejpts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one. 

This explains why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot: it was withdrawn and made a part or 
Proposition Q_. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Brill. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Re.nne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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PAYROLL.AN.D GR'GSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q will increase the gross payroll tax 
from I.I to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs., 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 million a year. This. is al
most twice what it costs to operate all libraries. more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for ? 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately. shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away, ·The fact is that we have had an increase 
in total employment in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing business here, 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, whose job 
it is to protect· the interest of business. supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing tire. police and other services. 

Proposition. Q will help preserve the kind of a city 
· in which businesses nourish and grow. That is why 

business joins San Francisco Labor in urging . you lo 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submiued by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative OITicer 
A11drell' C,t171er, Fire Chief 
Sam D1ica, Assessor 
Dick Sklar. Director, Public Utilities 
R11i Ok111111110, Director. Planning 
Jeff lee. Director, Pu_blic Works 
John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service 
Jol,11 Fr11111:. Cily Librarian 
Mike Hem,essey, Sheriff 
Cor11e/i11s Murphy, •Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorney 
Jejf Brow11, Public Defender 
Meri')'11 Silverman, Director, Public Health 
Richard He(///,, Director, Airport 
Tom Malloy, Director. Recreation & Park 
Wilb11r Hami//011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tony Taormilw, Port Commission 
Edwin S11rsfleltl, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tm11ow, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
support for. the Muni through new fares. Now busi

. ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the payroll tax from I. I% to 1.5 ~c and i11ereases the 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

· gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt, This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 
help offset the Muni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

Bruce M. Cowan 
lre11e Young 
Eveln1 L. Wilson 
Jerome Vail 
A111w Bloomfield 
Ben Sd1war:sclliltl 
A1111 Fogelberg 
William S. Clark 
Ruth Grm•w1is 
Jude P. La.171a 
Dorice Murphy 
Eli-a Strait 
Frederick Brollwrs 
Tobv Le1•i11e 
P(//.l/elio11 
Walter Park 
Stephen Stra/1011 
Fred Wagner 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights.· 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Cow 1-lollow 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Purk 
Eureka Vulley 
Eureka Vulley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal 1-1 eights 
Dubocc Triungle 
Diamond Heights 
Anza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early 
See the inside back cover 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q 
This ballot measure is an intelligent· and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has weakened City 
buying power while Propositi_on 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic ,public services such as· 
fire, police, parks, and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting some costs 
and· will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
titer~ is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are 
required., Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
milliori to City resources and go far in maintaining• 
the necessary level of services and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Britt 
Don Horanzy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hwch 

· Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

AR.GUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We. 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights artd on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deticit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
lVoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - :1II those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition· R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES_. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey 
faecu tive Secretury 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickmllll 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mllttie J. Jllckso11 
Jnternalional Vice President 
ln1ern11tion11I Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob McD0111wll 
Business Representative 
Timotlt1•J. Tw1mie1• 
International Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL-·AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 

The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 
November, 1978, it was defeated. nearly. two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is . the only city or county in Califor-
. nia to have a payroll tax. and it injures busi_nesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses 'that 
must operate on· a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
pluce San Francisco businesses at a competitive disad
vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that employed primarily blue collar 
workers. 

Prop9sition Q is a penalty on employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the . 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 
is there to create jobs in San Francisco. to initiate 
hiring programs, to bring businesses into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Tod~y. practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate in San Francisco are giant' cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q does not just affect businesses either. 
~l's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of· Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exetnption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q .is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave govei:nment in 1978 - stop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argument• printed on thl1 pago aro tho opinion■ of tho author■ and have not boon checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE l2•A OF 

PART Ill, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-B OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.IO, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF. BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
De it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: · 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Pay
roll Expense Tax Ordinance) is hereby ameniled by amena
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of Payroll Expense tax. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, hares, 
employs or contracL~ with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of !:Jch tax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (I%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; provided, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that porhon of payroll expense which is allributable to 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided further that the amount of such tax com-
60 

. mencing January I, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth (I
I/10th%) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of sucl1 tax 
shall be one and one-half ( 11/2%) percent of the payroll ex
pense .. of such person·; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and one
half (I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such person. · 

The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one 
(1%) percent of the payroll. expense of such Association, 
plus one· (1%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salury to those huving an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax 
shall be levied only upon that porllon of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
tion distributions were delinable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll .expense which arc uttributablc to the 
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth (1-1/1$0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (1-1 /10%) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary to those having 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and 
one-half 11/2%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half (11/i''½i) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way of salary to 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-

(Continued on Page 85) 



PARKING .TAX-

. PROPOSITION R 
ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10%
surcharge on the rent of a parking space In parking stations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition . R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking iax by ten 
percent, t.o a total of 25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on 11 R" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the· proposed ordinance be adopted; in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. How·ever, this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $4;350.000 to the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
. PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and ·county of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Sec. 602.5 hn11osition of II ten 11ercenlum (10%) surcharge. 
There shall be an additional lax or ten percentum (10%) on 
the rent of every occupancy of parking space in a parking 
station in the . City and County of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total tax on the rent of every oc
cupancy after the effective elate of this surcharge shall he 
twenty-five percent (25% ). 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vole yes. you want 
the city to. charge an additional ten percent lax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to increase its parking lax. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' R'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voled' 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Britt· (Dist. S), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO:· Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10). 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
fifteen percentum (15%) herein imposed to the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of fifteen pereentum (15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that 1t covers 
any portion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or r~nt due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling 
within said periods lo the . total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Cof
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund or the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Frnncisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject mailer of .this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making CQmmutcrs and others who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair share 
of the City's costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badiy need in order to maintain 
fire. police. health. and transportation services. The $4 

-million on downtown parking is equal to on~-half of 
_the entire library and branch library budget. It is 

· more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up
keep of Golden Gate Park. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a ·$3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas. this is hardly enough IQ make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center as, the opponents of 
Proposition "R" claim. On the other hand. the $4 
million that Proposition "R" will raise for the ·City 
can keep 100 San Francisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part of a fair. balanced sc.t of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City- function
ing properly. 'This package is supported by organized 
labor. by the business community: and by neighbor
hood groups. as the best alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor ·Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
CornelillS Murphy 
Chief of .Police 
Andrew Cosper 
Fire Chief 
Ario Smith 
District Allorney 
Jeff Brown 
Public Defender 
Som Duca 
Assessor 
Mervyn Silverman 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard Heath 
Director, Airport 
R11iOkamoto 
Director, Planning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
Wilbur 1/mnilton 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Walsh 
Genernl Manager, Civil Service 
Tony Taorm/1111 
Port Commission 
John Fmmz 
City Librarian 
Edwin S11r.ifield 
Director, Social Services 
Mike Hennessey · 
Sheriff 
Arthur Tlllnow, Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley 
V.P .. Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking taxes this measure would 
impose is reasonable. indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13. coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the vital public services (like police. fire. 
librari_es and parks) the people have a right to'expcct. 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher tax on downtown . parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the, re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis. 
cans are doing their part. 

VQTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
John L. Moli1111ri 
l/11rry G. Brill 
Do11 Horrmiy 
E/111 Hill //111ch 
Nm,cy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
S1111 Fr1111cisco Tomo,rrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 

(Continued) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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(argument for "R': continued) 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 

· would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and_ taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system ·amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Cm,r111e1• 
Execulive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
JLWU Warehouse Union No.6 
Maltie J, Jackson 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. M11r1i11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McD01111el/ 
Business Representative 
Ti11101h1·J. T11·0111e1• 
Jnterrnitional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROP.OSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by those 

who use the parking 'facilities and 60''! of these users 
are residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 
increase the Parking Tux from 15':f to 25'7 which 
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of 
employment. this Lax was reduced to JO~; after its 
enactment, by the same Board of Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax encourages people 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thereby increasing parking congestion. a problem al
ready aggravated by increased gasoline costs which 
force people to park their cars in residential areas 

· and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation. 

The impact of the increased Parking Tax on shop
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re
tail sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to s,hoppers. but also to patients at hos
pitals and clinics and to students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is the only City in the state of 
California that has enacted a parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submi1ted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman · 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisor Edll'ard /.1111·.1·011 

Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Lloyd A. Pflueger. Retail Merchants Associa1ion 
Teamster Union,: 
Frank M. IJ111'/, Local 665 
.lack R. Bookter, Local 278 
Jim Rm<rke, Retired, Local 85 
Dal'id /:'. Po1l'el/, Local 665 
.la111e.1· /:'. /\inrnid. Local 241 
1-: 71101110.1· RiC'h<'I', Local 265 
Madeline Sa111a:is. Local %0 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION S ,,, 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Bu1lneH Tax Ordinance be amended to Include a tax of $250 per · 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY 'IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not taxed. 

TH_E PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to· tax nonprofit garage corporations 
on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would g~ into the 

Controller's Statement on "S" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. it would • neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However. ihis proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately · 
$1.769,000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A YES VOTE MEA)'IS: If you vote yes. you want 
the· city -to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 
25 percent gross receipts tax. ' 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to charge a gr9ss receipts tax_ for 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot. 

On March 21, 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging , nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION S 

AMENDING PART Ill. SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, . BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the _ City · and County of 
San Francisco: · 

Section I. Article 12-B of Part Ill, San Francisco Mun
icipal Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
adcling Section 1004.16 thereto, reading as follows: · , 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Garage Corporations. 

For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit gar
age corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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Francisco in constructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporation has issued revenue bonas, 
the interest on which is exempt from federal income H\X · 
and which bonds or a portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding anr other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a P.Ublic off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engagea in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the San 
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations: nor shall anything contained 
herein reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to 
any person who is not a "nonprofit garage corporation,". 
even if said person is- an operator, manager or leasee of a 
public off-street parking facility. 

Section 2. Effective Dute. This ordinance shall become ef
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt appro
priate amendments to Article 128 of Part Ill, San Francisco 
Municipal Code to implement the tax on nonprofit garage 
corporations. 



NONPROFIT PARKING· REVENUES 
. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 

Proposition S will generate from city-ownJd garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages . like Suiter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are· owned by the public bu,t operated by non

. profit corporations. These corporations financed con-
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits .. Proposition S is a fair way of 
getting some return to the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S", 

Proposition S will impose a .surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges are usually lower 
than they arc in competing private . facilities. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you will get the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San •Francisco. faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
n'iust do their share. Proposition ''S" is a part of a 
broad. balanced package of revenue proposals. The 
Muni fare increase. the business tax (Proposition Q) 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of, this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roger Boas, Chief Administmtive Officer 
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Works 
John Wal:i·h, General Manager, Civil Service 
'Johll Frantz, City Librarian 
Mike l/e1111essey, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender 
Merv1•11 Silverman, Director, Public Health 
Richard 1/eatlt, Director. Airport 
Tom Mattw. Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur llai11Uto11, Redevelopment Agency 
To1111 Taormina, Port Commission· 
Ed1i•i11 S,mjield, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tai/low, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter Hoadley, V.P .. Bank ~f America 

ARGUMENT IN FA YOR OF PROPOSITION 5 
The City's · financial crists is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to de~( with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cur in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't 

I 
be enough. We 

would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or wc could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in halC Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the bpdget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
focilitil!s - and taps 11ew revenul! sourcl!s. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize' increased taxl!s on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in . city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel tax): 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax): 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney 
E~ecutive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J. Jack.1·011 
lnternntional Vice President 
lnlenHllional Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
I/oh McD01111e/{ 
Business Representative 
Ti1110th1'J. Two111e1• 
lntcrmitional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

_San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-sel the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund to support police, fire, parks, libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San . Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 
/ 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Bruce M. Cowan 
Irene Yo1111g 
Evelyn L. Wilson 
Jerome v,111 
,:lnne Bloomfield 

. Bert Schwarzschi/d 
Beatrice Laws 
N. Arden Danekas 
Ann Foge/berg 
Charlol/e Moeck 
William S. Clark 

· R11th Gravanis 
JudeP. Laspa 
Dorice Murphy 
Elsa Strait 
Frederick BrotlterJ' 
Toby Levine 
Pat Helton 
Walter 1'C1rk 
Stephen Strt1llon 
Juanita Raven 
Fred Wllgner 

Auorney· 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury 

-Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Pnrk 
Euri:ka Valley 
Euri:ka Valley 
Euri:ka Valley 

. Upper Markel 
Mission Dislricl 
Bernal Heights 
Dubocc Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are the opinion• of the author■ and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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The San Francisco Charter Commission s_eeks your 
suggestions so that our city governmerit will 

• make,your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter contiriues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's ndighborhoods. 

t 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! · · 

JUNE TUESDAY 17 
l~vl'rcll Jr IIS 
Ch11rd1 ~ 17th !'il!i 

7-llll'M 

\tu111Jt.l,\IJ! 

,,.,1,1,,,, .. 

MONDAY 23 TUESDAY 24 

Sl,llt• llt11ldi11H .lo111w~llt•nrn1111JrHS 
:l.~11 MrAlli11IN :Ml (Jlll'id,'1 
1Cuc1111 ll!M 

7-ln 11M 
11Mt-21'M 

\1<1111 I! I~ !M J1, 
\fon,'il'! Y,t,,,,,1, h~11 ~•, ,._. 

... \~l\\\\lrl\l•rl,•1 
Y. hr.•!, r.~,r ,,. • r•1 

WEDNr,.'iDAY 18 
lhmwVl'll Jr I IS 
(jl'MY. & Art(111•ll11 

1-111/'M 

\111111 l•t 

,,1111,111,•1111..tn 
"h••t•hh,111 ,.,,, ... 

~EDNESDAY 25 

,\hr11\rnm Unrnln \Hi 
~lli2 2·11h Avt•n111• 

7-111 PM 

\111111 l !• •••• 

111URSDAY 19 SATURDAY 21 

Mt1rl11,1.lt HS l'1•lluu .Ir HS 
tlll'!ilnul & Sh•i111•r •\fl \'1111\\hn 

7-111/'M lll,\M-1 I'll 

\1.,01 !! J~ 111 \t11n,il 

Re'lill Charter 
~about,.!! It 
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,future! 



SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded aas to all bonds remaining un1ofd and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obll9ation1 on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordin
ance? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW:. In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds by the city. The money · from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on "T" 
·City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
''Should the proposed ordinance be .adopted. in my 

opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, if additional 
authorized bonds arc not sold, the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to 
the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city to stop selfing the sewer bonds --authorized in 
1976. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the 'Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the question of sewer bond 
rescission be placed on the ballot. The request was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS. REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County of 
San Francisco 

Section I. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanaing that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated at 
$1.500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds · for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over 
the construction phase of said project. . 

The estimated cost of the approved phase has nsen over 
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramaticully over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Rcdslon, 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2, 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of 
this ordinance, provided, however. that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstundin~ obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date ol this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. Effcclivc Date. 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

. the elecl(\rs of the CCSF al a primary election 10 be con
ducted on June 3. 1980. 

Section 4. Sulunitlal 
The above noted onJinunce is hereby suh111it1ed to the 

electors at the primary election to be held on June 3, 1980, 
by the undersigned members of the Ruard of Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant lO Charier Section 9.108. 
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SE-WER BOND. RESCISSION. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF'PROPOSITION'T. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project 

· was $1,5 bllllon, including an allowance for inflation, 
Early this year the cost was estimated to be $2,f bll

. lion, with reduced standards. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent annually, · the actual cost 
surely will be higher. · 

We were also told that .the city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share' is 
currently running at I 9%. Obviously. the authorized 
bonds will not be ~ufficient to pay our share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES-ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that 
·are sold. the higher your sewer service charge. Unless 
the project is stopped, your sewer charge will be at 
least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of operating the system. all of which must 

be paid by local residents.· A "YES" vote on Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we ~eed · exhorbitant · sewer charges? Do we 

need to spend Two BIiiion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many experts have given a · very clear answer: 
"NO!" It can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should· 
be wa'sted on the present plan. The only way to bring 
things· to a halt and to put pressure on the federal 
and state governments to· adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

1 

Supervisor John· Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Britt 
Supervisor Quemin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built· 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped. Inc .. will 
ultimately destroy a special facility crea\ed and sup~ 
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency. serves over 1.300 severely handicapped. rang
ing from infants to the· elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems. al
lergies, seizures and arc extremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelandcr. M.D .. Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise· of a group of people talking in a room, 
puts her fingers in her cars and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV. 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals · have 
many problems coping with normal stresses:" 

The live years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors coL1ld force our agency to 
close. This would be a direct violation of .Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handkapped. which 
would be depriving these persons of their right to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school .. day care and socialization programs. but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally aitd internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for .the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals come from all over the world to train here. 

There nrc nlternntive designs and sites· for the sewer 
plant, but there are no nlternative facilities for 1.300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret B. Douglas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services, San Francisco 
John L. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou Longinotti 
Board of Directors 

Argumcnb printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and havo not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" 
Vote Yes on "T" to stop · the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat
ed al over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. II 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
lo construct. II will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy 10 operate. 

Sunset Coalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Commiuee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
&J Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ash bury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Michael K. Wong 
Dennis and Margie Anlenore 
Sue C. Heslor, Member, Democratic County Central Commiuee 
Shari Mann ' 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Calvin Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen l. lipse11, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 
Victor Honig 
Judy McCabe 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen, Paul Berrigan, Ret .. Chair, Citizens Advisory Commi11cc on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommiuee 
Peg OTey-Elberli11g 
Citizens for Representative Government 
Dave Jacobs, Independent Marina Residents Association 
Peggy Kopmann · 
leoP, Bai/ey,Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachmer 
Larry Erickson 
Sun Franciscan Democratic Club 
Coran Wyland 
Carl H. Rush Ill 
Anna Darden 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
Patrick Wa/J-11, Rossi Park Protective Associution 
Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If, Proposition T is approved, San Francisco would 
be going back on its word, rescinding the vote of 
November 2. 1976, when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds to 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system .. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN, 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes. the City would be in 
violation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows, The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system, and rescind the bond authorization. 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $10.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can fine us $25.000 u 

day. \ 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, for failure to meet, the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimp9si1ion of a building ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before, from March 14 to May 1911 1970. and 
again from May 18 to November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on' San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs. in addition lo 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. It also means sewage will continue to 
pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote for Proposition T is a meaningless . vote. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass. the court could simply appoint a receiver 
to take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties, com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate, San J=ranciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 

Arsumonts printed on this pogo aro tho opinions of tho authors and hove not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER.BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T. 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's. sewage clean
up.-We urge you to vote "NO!'·' 

San Francisco. right now. today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical · wastes, plus rain · 
water running . down your street. plus everything· else 
we all want to wash away. 

But the problem is: there is no place anymore that 
is really "away." 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's. sewage treatment program is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we charige our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The Federal and St.ale 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can · expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time· it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. again. And tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when we 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervi'sors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimon,y. 
a majority of the Board determined that the program, 
constructed as· planned. would be the best, the most 
cost-effective option .to clean up our sewage. treat it. 
and pump the treated· residue out into the deep 
waiers of the ocean. 

' 
In 1976, San Francisco voters expressed a strong 

desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 
Bay, the City's most precious. natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup progr~m. We 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol R1ith Silver, Supervisor 
John L. Molinari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor 
Ella Hill Hmch, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T · 

San Franciscans voted overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue· 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the Board of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections. effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime. inflation. higher interest 
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly, it demonstrates an utter disregard for 
public health and for the need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system . which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the more than . 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. It could result in a Court-appointe<l receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
program being financed 100% by San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal g9vernments, 

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more constrnction jobs dur
ing the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated Geneml Contractors 
Eleclrica/ Industry Trust 
Operatillf.: Engineers Local No. 3 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of tho authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any oHiclal agen~y. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

. ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 
and Federal law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972. the tax to fi. 
nance the wastewater program. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $!0.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People were ,111gry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew wlrnt they were doing: only 
now it had seen the light of duy. 

In a effort to appeal to the taxpayers frustrntion 
these supervisors tried stalling the project; tried to cut 
off funding for the project: and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was; 

(I) that the same old. sewer project is going to be 
built: 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans: 
(3) that the cost of the project, as a result of the 

delays. has escalated from 1.2 · billion to I :5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have live supervi~ors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benetit. 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built: 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban; 
(3) the cost (lo us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government now pays 87.s~; 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
reft1sed lo pick up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also, don't be mislead into thinking• that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the rime 
even a similar system· were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis Bouel' 
Business Mi{nager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would flush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San Francisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate or 
71% of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into rhe Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
are sold. rhe Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco shoul<l and must meet state and 
fcdend requirements to stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expected to force the City to complete the 
project. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointing a receiver 10 sec the job through. 

Meanwhile. innarion will be ar work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Progrum. plus large legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. tr Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and al a huge additional cost to Sai1 Franciscans. 

Let the work go on. Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

Leai:ue of Women Voter.\' <!f'San Fra11ci.1·c·1> 
·Sluifwr A1•e1111e Co1111111111ity Club 
Citi;:e11.1·Ji1r a Beu er £111•iro11111e111 
Friewb· of lhe Ear1h 
Katlz/een Vim Ve/.l'er, Exec. Direcwr 
San Francisco Ecology Cenler 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not.been checked for accuracy by any official a9ency. 
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-CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 
. PROPOSITION V . 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively by 
larger bu1lna11es at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenuei to be 
allocated for city, school and college dl1trlct and housing authority 1ervlce1; requiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting lncrea1e1 In tax.es and fees paid by residents? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: . The city of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
'cost of providing these services. it taxes several 
sources .and it imp~s~s special fees. The tax rates 
and special fees are set by the Board of· Supervi
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a 
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
to provide ~ervices and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition . V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on 
larger corporations and busi.nesses. These increases 
would have to produce at least 60% of -all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that 

Controller's Statement on "V"' 
City Controller .John C. Farrell has. issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact-of Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted. 
in my opinion. the cost of go'vernment would be in
creased by an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in inllatiop each year as measured ·by the Consumer 
Price . Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Con
sumer Price. Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco .since .June 30, 1973. In 
the rasr seven years. this increase has averaged. 11.9W. 
Assuming this trend· will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase lo the current cost of government of' 
aprroximately $190.622.00_0 w.ould result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain taxes paid by corporations and other business be 
high enough so that the revenue produced· thereby shall 
be 1101 less tha!1 60~f of all revenues from City taxes 
and user fees. This fealllre would 11ot. in and of itselt: 
increase or decre~se the cost of government. It would 
have the effect. of 'increasing the taxes on business by 
arrroximately $144.321.000." 
72 

year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New or increased taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at least 80~f of the annual budget must 
be used to pay for services to residents. The annual 
budget must increase with inflation. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: ,If you vote Yes. you want 
60% of revenues from all city taxes and fees to be 
paid by large businesses. You also want 801:t of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you \Vant tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they are now. 

How Proposition V 

Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V tO' be placed on the ballot had 
qualified. and would be placed before the voters -on 
June 3. · 

Grass Roots Alliance, the proponents of the initia
tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more thaf!. the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordi~ance on the ballot. . 

9.676 represents 5% of the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease. its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce, controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions, congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $ IOO million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this, the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax 
increase measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could have gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our health care, !llld 
other public services, but instead it stayed hi the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966, Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60~ then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations are determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V", 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations, We have to 
vote in our own interests, against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote fur the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Nancy Kelly, Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corponttions 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to You. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business can afford to pay 60'½ of the 
tux share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off local ct!slomers and the tourist industry. 
They will not give· up this market simply because of 
increased business taxes. Government studies show 
taxes are not an important factor in decisions by busi
ness as to where lo locate. Small businesses won't pay 
any more tax al all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business rnises its prices all the time, 
whether or not its taxes arc raised. Gas prices have 
increased regardless of rublic criticism and taxation 
proposals. Inl1ation is ca used by the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans lo get back some 
of that money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. Yes. San Francisco possesses "home rule" taxing 
power. No 2/3 re,1uircme11t can therefore be imposed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city 
to manage its own affairs. granted lo San Francisco 
by the state constitution, No special voting require
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case, 
the 2/3 requirement established by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "special" taxes: business taxes arc not 
"special" taxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "tied 
up in court." Taxes can be collected even though they 
are being challenged in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must resqrl to lies. Don't believe them. 
Vote YES on Proposition V. 

Submitted by: 
Gmy Titus 
for The Grass Roots Alliance to Save Our Services 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this pogc arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATl:VE·. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 
Proposition V would solve San Francisco's financial 

crisis. In this post-Proposition 13 era, with Jarvis II 
coming our way. our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools. hospitals, and parks are already in 
desperate shape. Proposition V would provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services for the people 
of San Francisco. Jt is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public services to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality public health care, 
childcare, schools. housing. transportation. parks. fire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible. at no extra cost to the Individual taxpayer. 

Proposition "V" would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that at least 80% of the city's · budget 
be spent on services. and requires the budget to rise 
with inflation, Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality services at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation, of 1974. 

Proposition V makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
rares and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

--
Proposition V means big corporations return to pay• 

Ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen years ago. Big 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco, 

· Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business, 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small busi-_ 
nesses are already hal'd-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. last year. over 82.000 people vot
ed YES to Tax the Corporations, We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Biehn. Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rev. Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us, If business is forced to increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans, 

Because Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job lr:yoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis
cal pr9blems and believe the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. O. P. Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V. on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith Breck<,, Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Arguments printed on thl1 page arc the oplnlon1 of the author1 and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXA·T,ION. INI.JIA f.fVE·, 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION· V · · 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 

passes, San Franciscans, not the corporations, will pay 
the most. · 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our tax base - out of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure would do. 

If Proposition V passes, BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them, we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand, Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. P'roposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most important, Proposition V tells small; large and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take your jobs. money. products and ser
vices elsewhere, 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons, By 
requiring the City to spend more money tha_n we . al
ready do. this measure. will increase our current 
$127,000,000 budget deficit by l00 percent.· By forcing 
us to spend al least $135,000,000 more each year. 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo
sition V, yet here we go again, Don't be fooled, 

I urge you to vote NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15,000,000 in taxes to the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd, IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Dianne Feim:tein 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Offo:er 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Propositio!1 V is a weak allempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people or San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from settling here, Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets are tight and 
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want to IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million . . . at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no matter who 

pays it first. In the long run. wc all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased taxes on .San Francisco's business 
community means the prices of the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will have 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries and benefits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent or the City budget be used for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 percent 
for city services. What do the proponents of Proposi
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 percent? 

(Continued) 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

· (argument against "V", continued) 
They also ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport . and Hetch Hetchy actually earn mon-
ey for the City. Obviously. _ _these people don't µn~_er.~ ____ .. 
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

The San -Francisco Board of S_upervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 
Proposition V's proponents want to return to wasteful 

-spending and an entire restructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. 

When business costs go up •. · everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs are lost. Once 
again, the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

·- Join- us. in opposing, Proposition V. In the ena. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to help . . . the 
people of San Francisco. 

Quentin Kopp, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Lauise Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
WIiiiam K. Koblenlz, Attorney 
Cyril Magnln, Merchant 

Argument■ printed on thl1 page are the opinion■ of the author■ and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be it Ordained by the People o/ the City and County of San 
Francisco: _ 

Restoratlo_n of a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Services and Jobs 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
. a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the 
giant coreorations. This has been a maJor factor causing the 
quality of our public services to deteriorate. II is the duty 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for example, lte11llh care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance lo the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic Hfe. 

At the same time, .the tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax. initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our city's right to home rule tuxing 
power, and attempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community we said we wanted when the majority of San 
Francisco voters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
10 take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and the)' should pay. 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regard 
money pai<l in tax us the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's well-being. This tax 
fund must be preserved lo promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should ii be allocated lo schemes that disguise the 
transformation of public money into private profits, like 
Yerba Buena. 

THEREFORE, 
( I) The board of supervisors, every year, shall set the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall be not less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that year. These taxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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required by (2) below, without raising the rate of 11n,Y tax 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and without 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents. 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. 

Businesses. with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts snail be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes lo 
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscal year 
1973-74. Then, look al the percent rise in the consumer 
price index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 

· total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80% of which must go to provide services lo city residents, 

(3) A business which· greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs localed in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the tax base needed lo support city services. 

Therefore, each year that a busmcss drops its total payroll 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year 
before, that business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue tax lo the city. 

(4) The revenues, user fees, services, departments and 
bud&cts covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
distrtct, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees arc all charges for city services, such as MUNI 
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. 

(5) This ordinance sl)all take effect immediately after it is 
r.asscd, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby ilircctcd 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers lo the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply 
to this ordinance. (Co111i1111ed on Page 92) 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) P.Ursuant to Division 3 I, Part 5; of .. the Health. 
and Safety Coile of the State of California (Section· 52000,' 
et seq,), as it may be amended, to provide funds for mort
gage financing of the purchase, construction or_ improvement 
ofbomes in the CitY. and County of San Francisco? 

Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex
clusively from the revenues and receipts derived from or 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect 
to any notes or other obligations of lendins institutions with 
respect to which the bonds are issued. Saad bonds are not 
to be secured by the taxins P.ower of the City and CountY. 
of San Francisco. The prmcipal of and · interest on said 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of 
any thereof, arc not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the 
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
charge, lien o~ cr1;cumbrancc ~pon any of its property or 
upon any of its income, rece1P.ls or revenues, except the 
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county fo,· the 
P.ayment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortga&es or from or with re
spect to any notes or other obligations of lending institu
taons with respect to which the 6onds arc issued shall be 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The special revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars nol 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the 

polls,; for.,such election shall be and_ ,remain open during 1h·~ 
time required by said laws. · · , : ' · 

Section 4. The said special revenue bond election hereby 
call.ed shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with the State of 
California General Election to be held Tuesday, June 3, 
1980, and the voting precincts, P,Olling places and officers of 
election for said State of California General Election be, 
and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated ·and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for such special election herebY. called, and as 
specifically set fortli, in the official publication, by the 
Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and election 
officers for the said State of California General Election. 

The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec
tion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor
nia General · Election and reference is hereby made to the 
notice of election selling forth the votin& precincts, polling 
etaces and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis
co on or about May 15, 1980. 

Section 5, If at such s11ccial revenue bond election it shall 
appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea
sure set forth in Section 1 of this resolution voted in favor 
of and authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such 
measure shall oe deemed approved. 

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby called need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold oflace at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-waY. agent ((and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be an charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed l:iy the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works. each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or 01her employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee ~hall possess the same po~er in 1he ~ity and county 
1i1 makan_g survey~. plats and certificates _as as or may from 
time to lime be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and his official acts and all plats, su~v~ys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors .. 

All examinations. plans . and cst1111at_es. required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public. 1111p~~".ements. e_x
clusive of those to be nrnde by the public ut1lat1es commis
sion, shall be made by the director of r,ubli_c works .. and he 
shall. when requested to do so. furnish 111for111at10n and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works sh:ill semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 

which such assessment is levied. and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
lax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto. as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to . receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile. analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkin!; data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage an traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperale for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the slate us may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of lhe 
police department. for its review and recommendation. all 
proposed plans relating 10 street traflic control deviccs; 
provided. however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submil to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within fif. 
teen (15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, 
with respect to any traffic control devices. implement such 
plan until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the lifteen ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. firm or 
corporation may. for the purpose of police or fire protcc
tion, be connected with the police or lire signal or tclc
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of' the same. 
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( Prop_osltlon C, Contin11ed) 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere with the proper and ~fficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
'tions upon which such connection· shall be· made and the 
comp_ensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
boara of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

Department of Public Health. which shall be administered 
by· a director of health, who shall be a regularly · licensed 
physician or sur~eon in the State of California, with not less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
precedins liis appointment thereto; provided, however, that 
the physician or surgeon requirement may be waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 
· The chief administrative officer shall have power to . ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health ror ,hosp~tal services,. who shall be responsibl~ f(!r t_he .ad
mm1strauve and business management of the mst11uuons· of 
the department of public health, including, but .not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf, Laguna Honda 
Home. Ha.~sler Health Home. and the Emergency Hospital 
Seivice, and who shall be exempt from · the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a ~rson who ~ssesses the educational · and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the departmen~ of public health. . . 

The director of pubhc health shall have power to ap'eoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco General' Hos
pital who shall be exempt · from the civil service provisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shall be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who possesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications anil exper
ience necessary lo manage the San Francisco General Hos
pital. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided. however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one J)hysician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 an<f 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to · th,: functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing 10 the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office. which shall include the functions· and 
personnel of the exi!rling office of coroner as established 111 
the time this cha.rter shall go into effect. ' · 

County Agricultural Department. which shall be adminis
tered by a county a~ricullural commissioner and shall in
clude functions estabhshcd by slate law and those assigned 
lo ii by or in accordance with provisions of this cha'rter. 

Department of Weights und Measures. which shall include 
the. functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures us established 111 the time this charter 
shall go into effect. · 

Convention Facilities Management Department, which sh1tll 
Include the city and county's convention r11cllitle!i, including 
but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Mos
cone Center, and shall consist of II general m11n11ger and 
such employees as m11y be necessary to carry 0111 the func
tions and duties of snld dep11rtmcnt. The chief ndminlstrntlvc 
officer sh11II have charge of the department of convention 
facilities management. 

The chief 11dmi11silr11tive officer · sh11II 11p11oi11t 11 gc11er11l 
""'"ager of Che convenCion fllciliCics 11111n11gemcnt dcp11r1111ent 
who shall bold office 11t bis 11le11surc. The general m111mger 
!!hall be Che 11dministr11tive head 11nd 11ppointing officer of the 
department of convention facilities management. Subject to 
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the approval of the chief administrative officer, the general 
manager shall have power to alter, repair, manage, operate 
and maintain · all of the city and county convention facilities, 
,Including but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
-and Moscone Center, All eontracts or orders for work to be 
perfonned on convention facilities shall. be awarded and 
executed by the general manager with the approval of the 
chief. administrative officer and shall be administered by the 
general manager, · 

It . · shall be ·the function and duty or the department of 
convention faellltles management to manage, operate and 
maintain all or the city and county convention facllltles, ln
eludJng; but not llmlted to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone.Center. 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3,510 or this charter receive the 
nWllber of votes necess11ry for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shall 
Incorporate their provisions Into one section. 

7.400 Director of Property 
The director of property shall be the head of the depart

ment of property. 11e shall have char!ie of the purchase of 
real property and improvements reqmrcd for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and lease or real property 
and improvements thereon owned by the city and county, 
~xcept as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value or the property 
sought lo be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall be his duty, in 
addition, to assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
res~nsiblc officer. 
. ((He ~hal,l have charge of the management of the exposi

tion aud1tormm.)) 
Except for the Convention Facilities Management Depart• 

~nt, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases. or lcfis~s through !he director of property. He shall 
make a prehmmary valuation of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, al the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend acceptance or that proceed
ings m eminent domain be institutccl for the acquisition of 
such property. 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of 11l1 real property owned by the city, which 
shall .show the purchase price, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each' parcel, with reference to deeds or grants 
cstablislling the city's title. 

He· shall annually report lo the mayor, the conlroller, the 
chief administrative ofllccr, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of each parcel and improvement. I-le shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and ofl1ces of the city 

and county, including positions created by laws of the State 
of California, where the compensation is raid by the city 
and county, shall be included in the class1lied civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be lilied from lists of 
cli1;1ibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting: 

(I) Positions in which attorneys and physicians arc em
ployed in their professional capacity to perform only duties 
included in their professions, hut exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta
tus constitutes only part of the qualilication therefor; 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Conti1111ed) 



( f'.roposition C. Con,tinued) . . . 
District who serve m the. capacity of paraprofessionals and 
ti:chnical instructional assistants employed by the San Fran
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed persons be granted status and those who 
are on exisun~ eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate tielp or student nurses, or part-time services, 
where the compensation includi11g the value of any al
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($ISO) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year foll_owing fiscar year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adJ~st the one hundred fifty dollar ($ISO) maximum 
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with 
the avera~e percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
classifications under the provisions of section 8.400 and 
8,40! of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ• 
ed m the annual sala,ry ordinance. Provided further that 
such i>art-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the appointing officer, wlio 
sfiall set forth the schedule of operations showing that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more than seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, includinG a certification that 
su~h. part~ti!)le p_ositions cannot. t1ract1cally be filled from 
ex1~tmg e~1s,1ble lists. T!1~se prov1s1ons shall not be used to 
spht or d1v1de any pos11ton mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by the city 
and county when such positions arc exempted from sai<l 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(S) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from said classified civil service for a 
spe,cified. period ?f. said temporary service, by order of the 
c1vtl service comm1ss1on; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charier, 
are specifically exempted. from, or where the appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

. The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charier superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by election or appointment, who shall, dur
ing his term of olTice, hold or retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the Unitecl States, or of this 
state, or who sliall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions of this charter unless specifically exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro• 
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specified in Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county. under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall be held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the director, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientilic and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions for which a 
total compensation of less than $80.00 per month is provid
ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and county at said buildings and im
provements shall be subject to the civil service provisions of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject to 
the salary standardization provisions of this chaner, m like 
manner and extent in all respects as positions and compen
sations of employments in the city and county service gener-
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ally, notwithstanding anything lo the contrary contained in 
the charter or ordinances of said city 11nd county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. . 

(e) All pers9ns employed in the operating service of any 
public ulihly hereafter acquired by .lease or under 11ny other 
temporary arrangement, under .which the city 11cquires the 
right 10 operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the civil 
service provisions of this charier for the period of time dur
ing which the city shall continue to operate · said utility 
under said lease or other tem~rarr. arrun_gemen1. Shoul<l 
the city permanently acquire s111d ut1lily, said persons sh11ll 
come mto the permanent employ of. the city 11nd county in 
their respective positions and shnll be deemed permanently 
appointed thereto under the ci.vil service provisions of the 
i:harter and shall be entitled to all the benefits thereof~ all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(1) and 
8,450 of the charier; provided, however, that snid employees 
who are taken over inlo the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the . term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement, who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, shall be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said 
lease or other temporary arransement. · 

(I) All persons employed m the operating service of any 
public ulffity hereafter acquired by the city and county, 111 
the lime tlie same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their res{lective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work al the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity wiih tlie civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap
pomlee assigned to the airport department under the public 
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice rights as an appointee of the airport department, 
providecl that civil service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, including the 
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner and to the same extent as though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been createa a 
separate city function un<ler the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who w11s II pcrnument civil service up
pointce assigned to un exposition 11uditori11m 1111d whose job 
function is plucl-d under the Convention 1i11cilltles M 11n-
11gement Department shnll be continued without loss in civil 
service rights 11s though !.illid job functions h11d not by 
arntmdment to this churter been plnccd under the jurisdiction 
of the chief administrntive officer, nnd shnll not lose those 
civil service rights which relate lo lnyoff from II permuncnt 
civil service position in the event of J11ck of work or l11ck of 
funds, 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

·.· Department . of Public ,Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be m charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed t;y the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of P.Ublic works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant ,to the director of public wC>rks, each of whom shall 
hold office at the P.leasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall <lesignate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. · Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same 'power in the city and county 
m makinJr surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to· time be given by law· to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, an<f his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect · as are or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. · 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
su~rvisors in connection with any public improvements, eK
clusive of those to· be made by _the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the· director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. · · 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block· number against 
which such assessment. is levied, and ii shall . be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
taK bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooP.erate with and assist the 
P.Olice department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and J>arking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic J>lanning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
pro~sed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic ar.proval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has liecn 
reviewed or until the 15-da~ period has elarsed. 

Department of Electricity, which shal be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or lire protec201c8d
tion, be connected witn the police or lire signal or tele
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of tlie same, 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or rntcrferc with the proper and efficient 
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to b.: paid therefor, shall be fixed by the 
board of superviso;, by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of tlw c~partment. 

Department o _)ublic Health. which shall be administered 
by a director o, health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less 
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than IO years' practice· in his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, tliat the 
pliysician or surieon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be eKempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a p_erson who ~ssesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and eKperience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for ailmlnlslratlon and 
Onance; a deputy director for program planning and evalua
tion, a deputy director for community health programs, an 
administrator ((00) for San Francisco General Hospital and 
an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These positions shall be eKempt from the civil service provi
sions of the charter ((. The position of administrator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who possess ((cs)) the educational and 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and 
Institutions of the department of public health; · provided, 
however, that any person who has civil service status to any 
of these positions on the effective dale of this 11me11dment 
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions 
under lhe civil service provisions of this charter. 

Health Advisol').' Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one r.hysician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ana 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to. the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county agricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall ~o into effect. 

((I( in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions 11111cnding section 3.510 of this cl111rtcr receive the 
number of votes 11ecess111-y for their adoption, then 1101with
st1111ding any other provision of this ch11rlcr, the city nllorney 
shnll ineorporntc their provisions into one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of eublic works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for · engineering, a deputy dtrector of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistar,t to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
~rform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m makin1:1 surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to lime be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. . 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, .ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkin~ data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage m traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall .submi~ to the traffic bureau. of the 
police department, for Its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic c~ntrol de~i~es; 
provided, however, that the . bureau ~ay wa1ye subm1ss1~n 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by 11. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spe~t to any trallic c<;>ntrol devices, !!:'1Plcment such plan 
until the recommendation of the trall1c bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elapsed. 

Department of Electricity, which shall be administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of a~y person, firm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of pol!ce o_r lire protec
tion, be connected with the police or lire s1gn~I or tel~
phone system of the city an~ county upon paxmg a fair 
comrensation for such connection and the use ol the same, 
provided that any such connection shall. r.equirc the approv~I 
of the chief of the dcrart~ent o~ electnc1ty and shall no! m 
any way overload or mterlcre with the proper and effic1e~t 
operation of the circuit to whicl\ it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be lixed by !he 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendatwn 
of the chief of the department. . . . 

Department of Public Health, which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon_ in. the .State ?f .Cali!ornia,. with not less 
than JO years' practice in his proles~1on immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, that the 

physician or sur_geon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative ollicer, shall have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the · institutions of 
the department of rublic he11lth, including, but not limited 
lo, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be e1tempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a person who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to arpoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital. The lldmlnlstrator or San Francisco General Hospital 
shall have the power to appoint and remove associate admin
istrators, ((who shall)) TheNe positions shall be e1tem{lt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((, The position of 
administrator)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrator)) persons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divi
sions and Institutions of the department of public he111th; 
provided, however, that any person who 1111s civil service sta
tus to any of thl.'lle positions on the effective date of this 
wnendment shall continue to have civil service st11tus for 
said positions under the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those lirst 
al?pointed slia.ll classify themselves by lot so tha.t the terms 
ol' one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and alfairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's oflice, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing oflice of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a. county al\ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.5 IO of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstandi~g any other provision of this charter, the city 
attorney shall mcorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more pro11osi
tions 11111e11ding section 3.5IO of this cl111rter receive the 
nmnber of votes 11ecess11ry for their 11doptio11, then notwith
stunding 1111y other provision of this charter, the city attorney 
shull incorporate their provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
in this charter, said officer or member shall be entitled to 
be compensated at his regular rate of pay as provided for 
herein for said extra time served, or he. shall be allowed· the 
equivalent time off. 

ln any computation in the administration of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compensation, .as defined in any provisions relat• 
ing to the retirement system, is a factor, compensation for 
overtime provided for in this section shall be excluded, and 
no such overtime compensation shall be deemed as compen
sation for any purp0se relating to sue~ retirement provisions. 

Officers and members of the uniformed force slfall be en
titled to the days declared 10 be holidays for. employees 
whose compensations are fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule_ or compensations adopted by the board of supervi-

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.401 or the 
charter, as additional days off with pay. Officers or 
members required to perform service in said department on 
said da)'S shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herem computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pay in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For payroll P.Urposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which falls witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
~rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<l by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by tbe number of single tours of duty 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the fire fighting com
panies in said fiscal year. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue: thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly ancf northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevara to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California· Street: thence easterly 
along California Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence 
nortfierly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence ea~terly along Filbert Street. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth St~eet and 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
BaY.; thence generally westerly and southerly along 
saicf, shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description shall refer to the center line of said 
streets. boulevards and avenues. respectively. 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street and the· shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay; thence easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broaaway and an easterly straightline extension there
of and including all piers north of said intersection; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front Street; 
thence southerly along Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Markel Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Sutter 
Street; thence westerly along Sutter street to Powell 
Street; thence southerly along· Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street; thence westerly along California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness · Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street: thence 
northerly along Leavenworth Street lo the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets. avenues and ways 
contained in the . foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of saicl streets, avenues and ways. re
spectively. 

FOURTH SUPER VISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue .to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
nortfierly and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevarcl to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
soutfierly · along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Waller 
Street; thence westerly along W a lier Street to Divi
sadero Street; . thence northerfy along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street: thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
nated to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. · 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL 'DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that· portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence soutnerly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaugfinessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence followmg a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
lo Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market Street; thence northeasterly 
along Markel Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadcro Street; thence 

(Co111i1111ed) 



( Propositio11 J, Co11ti1111ed) ' 
northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street: 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street; 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street; 
thence westerly along Fulton Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets. drives. boulevards 
11nd avenues contained in the fore/!oing description 
shall refer to the center line of said streets. drives. 
boulevards and avenues, respectively. 

SIXTH SUPE~VISORIAL _DISTRICT, shall comp~ise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Churcli 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Seventh Street; thence southeasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
southwesterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerly ., along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along Market Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
siraight-line extension thereof to the point of intersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly alon_g said shoreline to t~e sou.th
em boundary of the city and county. and 111clud111g 
all piers and crews of yessels; thence along the ~outh
ern boundary of the city and. county lo the pomt. of 
intersection with the center lme o( the James Lick 
Freeway (State Rou~e IOI); thence gencra_lly northerly 
along the center lme of the James Lick Freeway 
(Stale Route IOI) to the il~t~r~ection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along D1v1s1011 Street to Town
send Street; thence nortlieasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Screet; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to che poinl of commencement. Unless 
specifically designaled to Che contrary, all references to 
streets ana ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall r~fer to the center line of said ,streets and ways, 
respectively. 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com• 
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route 101); thence gener
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) and along 
the center line thereof to the cenler line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally 
westerly and southerly along the center line of the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter
seclion with the southern boundary of the city and 
county; thence easterly along said boundary to the 
point of commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly afong Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
nortfierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; tllence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Yerba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along· 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Des
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Srect to Precita 
Avenue; thence easterly along Precita Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence soutlierly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-

(Conti1111ed) 
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( Proposition J, Conti1111ed) 
len Avenue to Peralta Avenue: thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line extension 
thereof lo the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route 101); thence gener
ally southerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freewa,Y. (Interstate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly and southerly along the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point. of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references lo streets, boulevards, avenues, 
ways and drives contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line of said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue lo Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north
westerly along Ocean Avenue lo Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly aloni Kenwood Way lo 
Upfand Drive; thence westerly atong Upland Drive to 
North Gale Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard lo El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
northerly along Fernwood Drive lo Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Ver
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way_ to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way lo Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
northerly along Fourteenth Avenue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega · Street lo Forty-first 
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue lo 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and . a straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence. 
southerly along said shoreline to the southern boun
dary of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated lo the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description snail refer lo the center 
line of said streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall 
comprise that portion of the city and county not oth
erwise describecl as constituting the first, second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth. ninth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. · 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance, adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year following the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken, commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all 
the requirements therein, provided, however, that the 
redistricting provided for herein shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. 

Each 1nember of the board of supervisors, com
mencing with the general municipal election in 
Novem6er, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with
in a supervisorial district, and must have resided in 
the distnct in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
office of supervisor, and must continue to reside there
in during his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment to this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the State of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect
ed by districts al the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and al the general 
municipal electi()n to be held in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M ' I 

along Columbus Avenue 10 Mason Streel; thence along 
Mason Street to Washington Street; thence along Wash
ington Street 10 Powell Streeet; and thence along Powell 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 
(2) A line commencing al Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; then along 
Juckson Street to Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street 
to a terminal at H~ach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
Streets alon~ Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence 
along Washington Street to Powell Street; thence along 
Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen
cement. 
(3) A line commencing at Market and California; thence 
along California Street to a terminal at Van Ness Aven-
84 

ue; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California I 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 

To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the 
cable car lines designated in I, 2 and 3 above, the public 
utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines at 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I, 1971: provided, however, that nothing herein containecl 
shall prevent the commission from increasing at any time 
the said levels of scheduling and service. 

((The fare on any cable car line shall not exceed the 
local fare established under the provisions of section 3.598 
of this charter for other types of carrier equipment em
plo).'ed in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal 
Railway.)) 
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(Proposition M, Continued) 
(c) In the event or the unification. consolidation or 

merger of the San Francisco Municipal Railway with any 
pri~~tely owned stree\ railway system _or with any portion or 
fac1hty thereof, no hnc of street railway. bus line, trolley 
bus lme or cable car line. or any portion thereof~ which 1s 
now or will be owned by the City and County of San 
Francisco, and is now or will be operated by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abancloned nor shall 
the seryicc be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors within thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said 
recommendation is ilisappoved by at least nine votes ii shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes of said 
board the recommendation shall become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors 10 act on said recom
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendation provided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation 10 the board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service •on any line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereof. which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property _or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, 
constru.:llon, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessarv or convenient for 
the development 'or improvement o( any airports and 
heliports owned, controlleo or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued oy the city and 

county for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) including, l1111 1101 
limited to, transfer to the general fund during each fiscal 
year of twenty-five (25%) percenl, or such lesser percenlage 
as the board of supervisors shall by ordinance establish, of 
the non-airline revenues as II relum upon lhe cily 11nd coun
ty's Investment In said 11lrpor1. "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from wlmlever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and cl111rges to airlines for use of airport 
facllltles, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face 
type: 

3.674 Funding the Retlremenl System 

Notwithstanding any other provisions In this charter, the 
retirement. board shall determine city and county und district 
contributions on the basis of II normal contribullon rate 
which shall be computed as II level of pcrcenlage of compen
sation which, when applied to the fulure compensalion of the 

" 

average new member enlering the system, logether with lhe 
required member contribution, will be sufficienl lo provide for 
the payment of all prospeclive benefits of such member, The 
portion of liablllty not provided by the normal conlribution 
rate shall be amortized over II period 1101 lo exceed lwenty 
(20) years, All expenses incurred in lhe implementation of 
this section, including but not limiled to the v11lu11tion, inves
tigation and audit of the syslem as 11111y be re11uired, shall be 
paid from lhe 11ccu11111l11led conlribulions of lhe cily 1md 
county, 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vidcd further that commencing July I, 1980 the amount of 
such lax shall be one and one-half ( I 1/i'!r,) percent of the 
payroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-half 
(I½%) percent of the total distribution made by such Asso
ciation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall nol be construed as requiring any 
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of this tax be a con• 
dition precedent to engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This lax is imposed for gen• 
eral revenue purposes and in order to retJuire commerce 
and the business community to carry a fair share of the 
costs of local government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
S1,1n Francisco. 

Section 2. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Busi• 
ncss Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004,0I, 1004.02, l004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 1004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, l004.10, l004.11, 1004.12, l004.13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Merchant or Broker. 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0_D~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 pe_r year for each add1_11onal $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof III excess of 
$4,000. The rate of the tax set forth hereina~ove ~hall 
remain in effect until the first day of the month 1mmed,atc-

ly following the month in which the Controller reports to 
the Board of Supervisors 1ha1. in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, al which 
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or factional part thereof in excess of $4,000: provided, how
ever, that commencing January I, 1977, the lax shall be 
$11.00 per year or frnclional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess of $5,000; provided, however. that during the /'eriod 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending .lune 30, 1980 t 1e tax 
shall be $ 15.00 per year or fractional parl thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3,00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part I hereof, of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall be Jccmed to include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent that the person (I) docs not engage in 

(C'onti1111ed) 
85 

·, 



(Proposition Q. Continued) 
the ~usincss of manufa~turing, refining, fabricating, milling, 
treatmg or other processmg of the gooas, wares or merchan
dise bought and sold, ana does not cause said goods, wares 
or merchandise to be · manufactured, refined, fabricated, 
milled, treated or otherwise processed; (2) does not obtain 
or retain title to said goods, wares or merchandise except in 
~ne or ~ore of the following situa~ions: while such may , be 
m transit; or for short perioas of time before transportation 
commences. or after it ceases; · and (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or merchandise except during 
one or more of the following situations: while such goods, 
wa~es or m~rchandise are actually in transit, or for short 
periods of time before transportation commences or after it 
ceases. 

(c) "Gross receipts"· shall mean, tor the purpose of this 
section, all commissions charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits and proP-CrlY of any kind or nature received 
for the performance of. any service, act or employment as a 
commission merchant or 6roker, or in connection with the 
business of being a commission merchant or broker, and all 
trading profiL'i, without any deduction therefrom on account 
of traaing losses, labor or. service costs or other. costs of en
gaging in business, or any other expense whatever. 

Sec. 1004.02. Contractor. 
(a) For every person engaged in business as a contractor, 

the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submitted a 6id 
P.rior to August 17, 1968, there shall be no lax whatsoever; 
(ii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the contractor submitted a bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per 
year or fractional p11rt thereof for the first $12,000 or fess 
of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect lo gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 J>".r year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on 
which the contractor submitted a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 ~r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
contractor submitted a bid during the 8eriod commencing 
April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 198 , the tax shall be 
$30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$10,000 or less of gross receipts m the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided furtlier that for the period commencing July I, 
1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof, for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the 
year, plus $3.00 for each additional $ 1000, or fract10nal part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
first$ 10,000. 

(b) The term "contractor" as used herein means any per
son (except an owner who contracts for a· project with 
another person who is licensed by the State of California as 
a contractor or drchitect or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his professional capacity) who in any capacity 
other than as an emrloyee of another with wages as the 
sole compensation, unilertakes to or offers to unilertake to, 
or purports to have the capacity to undertake to, or submits 
a bid to, or does himself or by or through others construct, 
alter, repair, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolish any building, highway, roacf, railroad, excavation, 
or other structure, project, development or improvement, or 
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to do any part thereof, including the erection of scaffolding 
or other structures or works· in connection therewith. Tli~ 
ter1!' "contractor". does not. include any person engaged in 
busmess as an architect or engmeer. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross, ,receipts" as used 
herein. shall be that . set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such ter:m shall mclude the total contract price for the 
work performed under the contract to which tile contractor 
i~ a party, without deductio~ for subcontracts, and irrespec
tive of whether the contract 1s one on a fixed price or on a 
cost-plus basis or one under the terms of whicli the contrac
tor acts as agen,t for the owner. T.he term "gross receipts," 
however, shall mclude only receipts from contracts wllich 
cover jobs or projects with construction sites located within 
the citY. limits of the City and County, 

(d) The term "bid' as used herein means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. 
(a) Subject to the limitations stated therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating a 
hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house 
lodging hol!se, house court or -bungalow court, and every 
person engaged in the business of renting or letting rooms, 
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or less of 
gross receipts ilerived from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000. The rate of 
the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the 
first day of the month immediately following the month in 
which the Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors, 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
arc legall}' available to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or. 
less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fract1onar part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part. thereof in. excess of ~ 10,000; provi.!fed, 
however, that durmg the period commencmg April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in . the year, plus $ 1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the first $10,0UO; f rovided further 
that commen~mg July I, 1980 the tax shal be $15.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $ I.SO for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of Ifie first$ 10,000. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed to require 
that a registration certificate be obtained or a tax paid by 
any person. engaged in th~ _business of renting or letting 
apartments ma structure cons1stmg of less than four units. 

(c) At the time the tax provided for herein is remitted, 
the Tax Collector may require the re~istrant to furnish a 
st_atem~n! of the number of such busmesses conducted by 
lum, g1vmg the street address of each location number of 
unit~ at each location, and the amount of gros; receipts at
tributable to each location. 

(d) T\1e Tax Collector may require a person ensaged in 
any business taxed by this section to furnish such informa
tion as. may be necessary in order · for the Tax Collector to 
determine the 11ature of t!1e ownership of the business, and 
the. amount ~f mtcrest wluch parties to the ownership of the 
busmess claim or possess. Notice of such determination 
made by the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or par!ies nlfectcd by his determination in the same manner 
as notices of deficiency determination arc served under the 
provisions of subsection (I) of Section 1010. 
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Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cleanlng and Dyeing, Agent, Coltec• 

tor, U~ S~pply. For every person enga_ged in the business 
of wash1~g, 1ronmg, drying, cfeaning, dyemg, sizing, blocking 
or pressmg . a~y clothmg, wearing apparef, garment, linen, 
fabnc or s1m1lar material, or similar articfe of personal 
p~perty, whether a~omplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machme operated b)' such person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishmg or letting the use of 
any towe~s, lmen, apr~ns, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
otlier article of a s1mdar nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee or 
charge, the tax shall be $30,00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part th.ereof in ~xcess of $15,000; provided tflat 
a P,Crson engaged m a business subject to tax under this 
sect.ion, who,. at the same location is also engaged in any 
busmess subject to tax under Section 1004.08 of this or
dinance, or, at the same location makes minor alterations or 
repa_irs to t~e _clothing, ~earins apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or s1mdar material bemg washed; ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dye~, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
separate busmess tax and obtaining separate registration cer
tificates under this ordinance for the conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi
~esses at the location and upon the basis of that computa
tlOD; pay a _combined busin_ess ta~ and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in 
effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month in which tlie Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, are legally available to meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $1S.OO per )'.ear or fractional part thereof for the 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $ I 1.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $I.IO per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$10,000; proviced, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$10,000 and provided that commencing July I. 1980 the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$!0,000. 

Sec, 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. 
(a) Subject to the exceptions slated hereafter. for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of money 
or advancing or- credit or lending of credit for and on l11s 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or lo become due, whether 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whetfier the person so purchusing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items nforesuid nets as principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October I, 
1973, said tax shall be due and payable annually on or 
before the last day of the month of l·cbruary next succeed
ing each respective unnual period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the due date of October I, 
1972, shall be credited against the tux due for the calendar 
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in 
such business during the period commencing April I, 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to such 
tax prior to April I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year 
1980, shall instead be $800.00; provided,·. however, that for 
petso!)S engaged in such business. during ,hi:. perio.d com• 
mencmg July I, 1980, and endmg December 31, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax· prior to July I, 1980, said tax, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $80().00; provid
ed, however, that no such taxpayer shall be subject to tax 
under this section in excess of $8"00.00 for the ca[endar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar ycars following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to the business of lending money or ad• 
vancing credit or arranging for the loan of money or the 
adv11ncmg of credit as principal or agent, where the obliga
tion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or to com
pensate for the advance of credit is secured by a lien on 
real property, or some interest in real property, nor shall 
the provisions of this section apply lo Ilic 6usiness of pur
chasing, either as principal or agent, any debt or evidence 
of dc6t secured by any lien upon real property; nor shall 
the _provisions of this section apply to any transaction in
volving the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
tax imposed under the provisions of subsection (a) shall not 
apP.IY to a. business all of which or substantially all of 
wli1cb consists of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons engaged in busi
nesses such as arc described in this subsection shall be sub
ject to tax under Section 1004.07. Persons covered by Sec
tion. 1276.1 of the Pol.ice Code shall pay tax on their inter
est mcomc under Section 1004.07 and sliall pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08. 

(c) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business in the City and Countv, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus
tomers or suppliers of that other business; nor shall the tax 
apply to a person engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines such business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or subsidiary to him, 
or are so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject to a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, all interest and other charges received as a result 
of Ilic activity described in subsection (a) shall be included 
in th~ gross rccei{)IS, by ·which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject to a tax measured by gross recei81s, ii shall pay 
a tax under the provisions of Section 1004. 7 for engaging 
in the kind of activity described in subsection (a). If a per
son described in this subsection as exempt from the tax im
posed u_nder subsection (a) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect to persons other thnn those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rental. 
F?r every pers.on engaged in the business of leasing or 

rentmg any tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, .plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Expense 
Tax imposed by _O~dinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
to m~et appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, 
al wluch time the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing Januury I, 1977 the 
tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thcreo'f for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, or frac• 
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( Proposition Q, Continued) 
tional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during_ the period commencing Agril I, 1980 and end
i!18 June, 30;, 191ID t~e tax shall be $3 .00 per year or fra,c
llonal part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess of• 1grbss 
receipts, in the year; plus $3.00 for eac~ additj!)nal $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts durmg the per
iod in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however,· that 
commencing July l; 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per )ear 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $10,000. 

F"or the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
ty" shall mean personal property which may be seen, 
weighed; measured,· felt or touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. 
· Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con

strued to require the inclusion of the amount received for 
the leasing or· renting of tangible property, or for the _ leas
ing or renting of mobile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of proP.erty such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of which is made wholly outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses, · 
(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call

ing, . occupation, vocation, profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per _year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. 'The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from tlie levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legall)' 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boarcl of 
Su~rvisors, at which time tbe tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provicled, however, that commencinp January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or tructional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 J)l:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional J)art thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 19130, the tax shall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess oftbe first $10,000. 

(ti) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin~. oc
cur.ation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced within this section shall consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing all such activities. Any l'erson engaged in any activities 
embraced within this section, in addition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections .. 

Sec. 1004.08 Ret11II S11les. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any soods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise specifically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the lax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts •. plus $2.00 per year for each a_dditional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind P.ersons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in the computation of the 
a'!l~unt of tax du~ hereund~r nor to be requ!red to pay the 
rmmmum tax, This exempllon · shall not subJect such blind 
persons to the provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordin
ance. The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
Board' of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from tlie levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
O~di!)ance No. 215-70, are legally available. to meet appro
pnat1ons made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $LOO per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that 
during the period commencing April I, 1980 and ending 
June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional 
r.art thereof for the first .$10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $I.SO for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
P.art thereof, of gross r~ceipts during the period, in ~xcess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencmg July 
I, 1980, the tax sfiall be $15.00 per }'ear or fractipnal part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of _gross receip\s in the 
year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
part tliereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at 
retail means a safe of &oods, wares or merchandise for any 
purpase other than resale m the regular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages al the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of'all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in (he better eye, with correction, Such blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in 'diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided ,by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "hand
ling and selling," "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling," and "r.rocessing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require tfie inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shirred to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihe seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.09, Storage, Freight Forwarding. 
(a) "freight forwarding" shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
as agent or bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
for such service. 

(b) For every person engaged in the business of freight 
forwarding or mamtaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts. plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabovc shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the Con
troller reports lo the Board of Supervisors that, in his or.in
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meet apr.ropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 2,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excrss of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
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1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each· additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, lhal during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30~ 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the . first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided', however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross .receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

Sec. 1004.10. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Sen-Ice, 
(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available 10 meet the ar.proprialions 
made by the Boar<! of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January l, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30; f980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1,23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
r.lus $1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of the 
tirst $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section. "gross receipts" shall 
have the same meanin$ as in Section !002.6, except that 
only those receipts derived from providing services within 
the City and County shall be included, and further except• 
ing that, with respect to telephone services, o_nlY. receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included. 

Sec. 1004.11. Transporting Persons for Hire. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the . transportation of persons 

or property for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
vehicle upon any public highway in this Slate, either direct-
ly or indirectly. . . 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for _the _oper~tion of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1ether the velucle 1s driven by such 
person or the person lo whom the vehicle is furnished, or 
engages either 111 whole or in part in, the transportation of 
persons or properly in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Operator. The term "operator" docs not in-
clude any of the following: . . . 

(i) Any pcrso11 transporlmg his o_wn properly m a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _hm1 u~less h~ . ~rnkes a 
specific charge for the transporlat1on. This subd1v1s1on docs 

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer. resident of this State, who occasionally 
transports property for other farmers, or ,w,h9. trnnsporcs hi~ 
own .farm pro<tucts, or who transports lal:iorers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. · 

(iii) Any nonprofit asriculturat cooperative association, or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under Chapter 4 of Division 6 of tlie Agricultural Code of 
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged 
ln the transporting of its own property or the property of 
its members. 

(iv) Any P.erson whose sole transportation of persons or 
property for hire or compensation consists of the transporla• 
tion of children to or from any public or nonrrofit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
P.roviding such trans~rtation does not exceed one hundred 
aollars (S 100) in any calendar month. 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicfe in a procession to a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
of interment to a garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registerea owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while 
operating the vehicle, transports persons to his work or 10 a 
place through which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing or garbage, rul>bish or waste, and who transports 
any sucfi mailer in a motor vehicle owned or operated by 
him, ·unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) Tax Imposed. 
I. Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business, 
shall pay a business tax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provid-ed in this 
section. This tax is imposed for the privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco for the purpose of such business, .employing or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required 10 be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ecli<?ri duri~g any tax period without first ob
latnmg a registration cert111cate. 

2. The business taxed under. the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly witliin the City and County; 
(ii) From a place or places outside the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the State of California) 
ton elacc or places witlun the City and County: 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or pfaces outside the City and County (including 
n place or places outside the State of California): · 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
to a place or places also within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the Cit)' 
and County (incluoing a place or places ouside the State of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Measure ofTnx. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purJ!Ose of· such business, 
.the. tax shall be.,$48.00 per )'Car or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts; plus $4;00 per 
year for each additional, $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al,part :thereof in excess of $12,000 .. The rate of the tax set 
forth •hereinabove. shall remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately . following the month in which the 
Controller rep0rts ·to the Board of Supervisors that, in his 
opinion, the P.roceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
Ex~nse Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 27S-70, are legall)' 
available to meet the appropriations • made by the · Board of 
Su~rvisors, at which time tbe tax shall be $24.00 · per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, . plus $2.00 .p~r" year_J~r ~ach add\tional $1,000 
of gross rece1P.ts or fractional pai'r thereor, m, e'iC!:tss .. of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I,· 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or ·less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1;000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending' June 30~ 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000,. or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts· during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sfiall be $30.00 .per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or' fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $ I 0,000. · 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. 
Whenever an operator engages in the • transportation of 

passengers partly within an<f partly without the City and 
County of 'San Francisco, the tu imposed by this section 
shall apply. exclusive I)'. to the partion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operation's withm the City ana County · of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section,Jross receipts at
tributable to operations within the City an County of San 
Francisco shall mean that percentai;e of an operator's total 
~ross receipts, including gross receipts from tfie transporta
llon of ~rsons to and' from a place or places outside the . 
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which 
the mileage operated with the City and County of San 
~rancisco bears to the entire mileage over which the opera-
t10ns extend. · 
. (e) Exemption for Certain School Buses. · 
· No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

an}' motor vehicle . for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day to transport 
students or members of bona tide youth organizations, and 
their supervising nduhs to and from public or private 
schcols, school events or other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall not subject such operation to 
Ifie provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

· Sec. 1004.12. Trucking - Hauling. 
(a) Definitions; 
I. Operator. The term "operator" is used in this section 

11s defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation License Tux 
Act: o_f C~lifomi11, with reference only, however, to persons 
engagt~g in the transportation of property for hire or com
pensatton. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation 
License Tax Act of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "tmctor" as used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as ·Jefined in the Vehicle Code of California. 

(b) Tax Imposed, Every person whose business in whole 
or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
tor vehicle for the transportation of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets ai:id highways in the City and County for 
the purp~se !'f su~h business, shall pay a business tax as 
provided in this sect10n. · . 

(c) Mellsure of Tax; Reporting Period. The tax required 
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to be ~id by this section shall be reported and paid an
nuillly. Every person engaged in the business subject to tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum tax of $12.50 per 
year. The tax· reguired to be paid under this section snail 
be measured as follows:· -

I. For each motor vehicle, other than a tractor. trailer. 
semitrailer, or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up 
or deliver property within this City and County, the tax 
shall be as follows: 

Where the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less. the 
tax shall be· $.04 for each day or fraction thereof of its 

'operation. as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $.05 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); erovided however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.07 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4.000 lbs.. and 
not more than 8,000 lbs.; the tax shall be $.10 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencrng January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tfiat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 10, 1980 the tax shall be $. IS for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencmg July I. 1980, the 
tax snail be $.15 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
OP.:ration as specified in subsection (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs.. the 
tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tfiat commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $. 12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided, however, tllat during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for e~ch day or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in subsection· (b); provided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.16 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec
tion (b). 

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the tax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tlial during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June JO, 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fr-1ction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax snail be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b), 

(d) Method of Reporting. • 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act required to be taxed under this section during any 
tax period without first obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. At the close of each tax periocl such person shall tile a 
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and 
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the next suosequent tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period. 

3. In making such statement, tbe person may at his op
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"lest week" basis, by separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total of the tax due for 
the four test weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con-

(Contillued) 



( Proposition Q, Co11ti1111ed) 
ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the 
person erects to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
test week pasis such election shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as to the tax period for which such election .is made. 
Any person electing to compute such tax on a test week 
basis shall retain Ilic records used for such computation for 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a test week basis to retain such records, the Tax 
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
estaimatcd to be due from such person in the manner 
provided by Section 1010. 

4. The test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the tax imposed under this section are the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in July and the second full wec1' in 
October. If a person docs not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or more of. such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he does conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person does not conduct operations subject to tax under this 
section during each of the four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior written application to and prior written 
approval of the Tax Collector as to what alternate test per
iod or periods may be used. 

5. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
statement required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be tiled and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis
solution or termination. 

(e) Exemption for Vehicles Operated Exclusively In Inter
state Commerce, No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any da.y or fraction 
tficreof when such vehicle is operated cxclus1vcl.y between 
points within this City and County and points without this 
State. 

(0 Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of an)' motor vehicle or equip
ment aloni; the streets of this City and County if such 
operation 1s merely occasional and incidental to a business 
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls are made begin
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in any qu~rtcr, . ancl. a 
business shall be deemed to be conducted w1tlun this CttY, 
and Count,Y if an office or agency is maintained here or 1f 
transportat1on business is solictecl here. 

Sec. 1004.13. Wholesale Sales. 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractional part thereof · for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, pl~1s $1.60 per. year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross re~e1pts or fra~llonal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that blt~d r.ersons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts m the 
comrutation of the am~unt of tax ~uc hereu~der nor be 
required to pay the minimum tax. This e~e~puon shall !}Ol 
su6ject such blind person to the prov1smns of Section 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of 
the month immediately following the mo~th in whic.h th.e 
Controller reports· to the Board of Supervisors that, 111 lus 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
ExP.ense Tax imposed by qrd.inance No. 275-70, are , legally 
available to meet appropnallons made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000. or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 p~r year for each ad~tmnal $1,000 
of gross receipts or fracllonal part thereof m excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencmp J~nuary I. 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or lracllonal part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$0.90 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts. 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing Aprir I, 1980 
.and, ~nding June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional . 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sfiall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000. 

(ll) For the purpose of this section. a wholesale sale or 
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for the purpose of resale in tlje regular course of busi
ness. 

(c) . Whenever a person engages in the same location in 
two or more businesses of the 'kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section. 
shall mean a r.erson having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Sucfi blindness 
shall be certilied by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(c) As used in this section, the term "manufacturin~ and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of 'han
dling and sellinlf "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require tlic inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
!he seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.15. Architects, Engineers. 
(a) For every person engaged in business as an architect 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tux whatsoever; (ii) witll respect to Gross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proposal between the dates of August 17, 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gi:oss receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I 2,000; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a proP-osal between the 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48.00 per year or fractional purl thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess or $12,000; (iv) with respect to Gross 
reccir.ts from contracts on which the architect or engineer 
submitted a proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross receipts from contracts on which the architect 
or engineer submitted a proposal on or after October I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submitted n proposal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and cndmg June 30, 1980 the 
tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 

(Continued) 
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( Proposition Q, Continued) 
$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$IO,OOO; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or aller July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per. year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the per-
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. , 

(b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a 
license is required under Chapter 3, . Division Ill of · the . 
Business and Professional Code of the State of California. 
The term "engaged in business as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is reciuired under Chapter 7, Division Ill of the Business 
and Professions Code offhe State of California. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

(Proposition V. Continued) 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the same or 
a subsequent election. 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 
superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no upportionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts 
~qual to . the percentuge which work ins t.ime expended with
m the City and County of San .Francisco bears to his total 
working time both within and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. · 

Section 3. By adopting tliis ordinance the People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any: powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as to the subject matter of this ordinance, in
cluaing, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance. · 

In adopting this ordinance the people. of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm· and ratify the previously
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uance, and further declare that if any of such previously
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. 

Section 4. Effective Date, Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. 

two-thirds vote provision in Section .4, Article XJIIA of the 
state Constitution (Proposition 13) does not aprty. Likewise. 
this ordinance supercedes any inconsistent prov1s1on of Arti
cle XIIIB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4). 

If any section. part. clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. 

Register to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 

,t.~ 
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WHEELCHAIR 
I 

A'CCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters. the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
lna1ccessible: 

A 
8 
C 

If you are not sure what your precinct number is. look at the mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (See sample 
below). 

Pollingplllce---------
Party----------
Name-----------~ 
Address-----------

Precinct# 

Garage -- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit# 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling pluce address for each precinct as of the time of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our' employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating of your precinct, call us at 558-3417. 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling place is inace.~sihle. you can vote 
absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 

I 
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17th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

· 7001 C 7054A .7734 A 7786 A 7837 A 7889A 7939 8 

7002A 70S5 A 773S A 7787 C 7838 A 7890A 7940A 

7003 C 7056A 7736 8 7788 A 7839A 7891 A 7941 A 

7004C 70S7 B 7737 8 7789A 7840 8 7892A 7942A 

7005 C 70S8 8 7738 8 7790 8 7842 8 7893 C 7943 C 

7006 8 7059A 7739A 7791 A 7843 8 7894A 7944A 

7007 C 7060 B 7740 8 7792 A 7844A 7895 A 7945 A 

7008/7009 C 7061 A 7741 A 7793 A 784S 8 7896 A 7946 8 
7010C 7062A 7742 A 7794 A 7846A 7897 A 7947 A 
7011 A 7063A 7743 A 779S 8 7847 8 . 7898 A 7948A 
7012A 7064 8 7744A 7796A 7848 8 7899A 7951 8 

7014A 706S C 7745 A 7797 8 7849A 7900A 7952C 

7015A 7066A 7746 A · 7798 A 7850A 7901 A 7953 A 
7016A 7067 A 7747 C 7799 8 7851 8 7902A 7954C 
7017 A 7068 8 7748 A 7800A 7852 A 7903A 795S A 

7018 A 7069 8 7749 A 7801 A 7853 A 7904A 79S6 8 

7019 A 7070 B 7750A 7802A 7854A 790S A 7957 C 

7020A 7701 C ·7751 A 7803 A 7855 B 7906A 19S8 C 

7021 C 7702A 7752 A 7804 A '7856 A 7907 C 7959 C 

7022A 7703 A 7753 A 7805 A 7857 A 7908 A 7960C 

7023 C 7704 A ,, 7754A 7806A 7858 B 7909 A 7961 A 

7024A 7705A 77S5 A 7807 A 7859 C 7910A 7962A 

7025 C 7706A 77S6 A 7808 A 7860A 7911 B 7963 A 

7026A 7707 A 7757 B 7809A 7861 B 7912 A 7964 A 

7027 A 7708A 7758 B 7810A 7862A 7913A 7965 C 

7028 A 7709A 7759 B 7811 A 7863 A 7914A 7966 A 

7029A 7710A 7760C 7812 A 7864 A 7915 A 7967 B 

7031 A 7711 A 7761 A 7813 A 7865 B 7916C 7968 A 

7032 A 7712 A 7762 A 7814A 7866 A 7917 C 7969 C 

7033 A 7713 A 7764 A 7815 A 7867 B 7918 C 7970 A 

7034A 7714 B 7765 A 7816 A 7868 A 7919A 7971 A 

'I 
7035 A 7715 A 7766 A 7817 A 7869 C 7920 B 7972 A 

I' 7036A 7716A 7767 A 7818 B 7870A 7921 A 7973 C 
iJ 

7037 A 7717 A 7768 A 7819 A 7871 A 7922 B 7974 C 
i 7038 A 7718 A 7769 A 7820A 7872 A 7923 A 7975 B 
ii 

7039 A 7719 A 7770C 7821 A 7873 B 7924A 7976 C 

7040A 7720 B 7771 B 7822 A 7874A 7925 A 7977 8 

7041 A 7721 B 7772 A 7823 A 787617875 A 7926 A 7978 C 

7042A 7722 A 7763/7773 A 7824 A 7877 A 7927 A 
l 7043 A 7723 A 7774 B 7825 A 7878 B 7949-7950-7928 A ; I 

7044A ':/724 A . , 777617775 A 7826 A 7879 A 7929 8 

7045 A 7725 A 7777 B 7827 A 7880A 7930 B 
7046 B 7726 A 7778.A 7828 A 7881 A 7931 A 
7047 A 7727 A 7779A . 7829 A 7882 A 7932 B 
7048 A 7728 C 7780 B 7830 8 7883 A 7933 8 

7049 8 7729 A 7781 A 7831 A 7884 A 7934A 
7050A 7730A 7782 A 7832 A 7885 A 7935 C 

7051 A 7731 A 7783 A 7833 A 7886 8 7936 8 

7052 8 7732 A 7784 A 7834 C 7887 A 7937 C 

7053 8 7733 A 7785 A 7835 A 7888 A '7938 8 

94-17 
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POii IIIGIITIIAR'I UII ONLY 
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

ltt~ltf. iutn· z /fl 
APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APl/CACION PARA 8ALOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTI Pree, No, 

t1i1Hfti~~ $JM~ Pol. Affll, 

1, PRINTl!D NAMI! 
BIIIOt No. 

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA A~Pllcallon MUST ALSO BE 91O1/ED IIELOW IIY Al'l'LICANT. Baltot Malled 
iE-ltl'f.-~tt~ S gn11u11 wlll bl comperld with :ffld1wll on Ille In 1h11 omo.. 

Ballot Returned 

2, l!Ll!CTION DATI! 3 JUNE 1980 Att. Record 

I hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Ballot for the electron ln1pector'1 Notice 
Indicated above. 

I expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day of Signature and R111I1tratlon 
the election or unable to vote therein by reason of phyalcal dla- Verified 11 correct: 
ablllty or other reason provided by law. · 

-
1$1iff-fflN:imJU€Pfi:A, PJ.8 Par 11 pr,nnt• so/le/lo uni balota de D1t1 Deputy Rogl1trar 

Vot,n,. Aunnt• ~,. II 1/fccl6n lndlotta 
1Jn.J:.;m1Yrmzut•. *A:tE;X•z a 1rr11,,. 

, !Mt&~m:, ~[~HtJ1;r-mJ1.~*11n 
E1pero ,star 1u11n,. di ml p,.clnlo 
,1,ctoral ,n ti d(1 dt la ,1,cclon a no 

&m ' iltP.J~tJ.;/!Jf~~ • pod,r volar 11/f l(slca u otra rar6n pre-
vista por ta 1,y. 

3, BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT: 
ENVIEME LA BALOTA A: ~ D I prefer 1l1ctlon material• In Engll1h 
if1l/~(1-fllg'lt *¥rt:;" A. r' ill: : □ Pre/1,ro m1terl11N tllclora/11 tn .,,,.f(o/ 

o ft'@:#~lfl:tUJlf.1-
~nHBiH} 

Zip Code 
AroaPostat 

DATE: !lillfM,: ~M ~J!.l )l 4. FECHA: 
El:1111 SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOL/C/TANTE 
II, IMMA~i; Registered San Francisco Address of Applicant 

Olroccl6n do/ aol/ctanto rog/atrada on San Francisco 
EPitilt ,A.;{1: 1-'i (,):111 ◊.,iDi't~ P/';;z_ tt:ill: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI USTED SE HA CAMBIAOO *n~l.fr.BilK!} , Jlll!Jf0tt:lll:;r-~fh',(£ 
Complete this section II you have moved and Co"'J'eloto osta aocclon al uatad ao ha comb/ado y Jt:Jllr®JJU!f:i,t..l:.zttti:, ii11•~J11:~ 
now rl!slde at an address other than that ,as/ 11 ahora on otra dlr11cc/6n dlsllnta 11 /11 quo m• shown on your affidavit of registration. 11p11r11co on su docl11r11cl6n /urada da rag/Giro. 

I moved on 19_, Ma c11mb(a of do ltl_. W Btf:-Jt._if,_J]_f:l ;110 
My residence address Is Ml d/r11ccltfn 1/S flUJZ:(:Ert.Jtt:IIJ::li! : 

Area Postal 
Zip Code fn!IO,(!Q!l 

NOTA: Un votant11 qu11 a11 cambla danlro de /os 29 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior dlas antorloru II osta 11tocc16n puedo lf.:ll : ~~Jll:?1-:i!U\~if=·l·;Jt. F.l l'li.10 to this election may obtain an ab- obt11n11r balota auaotlto. Un votant11 quo 

sentee ballot. A voter moving more s11 camb/11 1111tas dll /os 29 d/oa antorloros :ll-, nT;{,(J&-~/8,'lmi'J.r • ilUiUc 
thsn 29 days prior to this election do /11 11/11ccl6n y qu11 no all rog/atro ontoa 

lll:1-Jll~llil{tf.i}m~:::-t·;JLl-1 , mi and who did not re-register prior lo d11 ta /och8 tlnal para roglstrarso do oata 
the registration closing date tor. this 

11/11cci6n no pu11d11 volar. {E/tt:!UriIDl½ n WI~1I·.Hil~1mdrr1tt 
election Is not eligible to vole. /J/i·:1S· , i'Q4ifi~ !f¼ • 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!Jrl\-i/iii: ROOM 158, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN lA SOllC/TUO DEIE IIEC/1/IISE Ell lA OFIC/IIA 111 ;r,11MH8f ~n 11.-m~ ®.If½ H -t 1:1 z m1 
REGISTRAR'S OFFI~~ BY f~§ rf ,M,, 

DEl REOISTIIA/f ANTES DE lAS CINCO Ell l'UIITD ' nni\7.:JI. jiC !itjl})='"fl.fliP,~~MI 
TUESDAY, May t , 

OEIATAIIOE,MAIITES,~7 M~Q 80 
El SEPT/MO DIA Alli 1011 Al ~ DE lA ~.m1it./Ur'il1/JMI/M.$:it1JJlt tf:J .f1lf:/,c:M • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. EUCC/ON. 

I " -~ . .,,. " '"" ., .. 
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JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL 
S~N FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
~~ON 558-3061 
:~v 558-3417 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILINGlllii....~ 
ADDRESS,,..-

Amerlccm Independent Party 
Peace & freedom Party 
Ua..rtarlcm Party 
NonpartllCIII 
17th AIN ... ly Dl1trlct 

BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco 

Calif. 
Permit No.·4 

Third Class 

LOCATION OF YOUR 
POLLING PLACE 

I I 

Application. for absentee ballot 
appears on Page 95 

Aplicacion para papeleta de· votante 
ausente aparece en la Pagina 9 5 
VOTER SELECTION COUPON 

CANDIDATES STATE 
PROPOSITIONS 

U.S. Pre■ldent 
YES NO 

U,5, Senator 1 
U,S, Rep. In Congress '!I 

State. Senator 3 
Stato A11ombly 4 

5 

Judge, Superior # 1 6 

Judge, Superior # 2 7 
8 Judge, Munl, # 1 
9 
10 

County Central Committee• 11 
1, 
2, 

Wrlto your 
3, choices on thla 
4, coupon and 

bring It to your 
5. voting booth, It 
6, wlllmnko 

voting oaslar 
7. for you, and 
a.• wlll roduco tho 

time othors 
•Rafar to your 1omplo ballot for tho numb11r of havo lo wait, 
Covnty Cantral Commlttao Mambar1 to ba alactad. 

96-17 O&N 

CITY 
PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO 

4 

B 
C 
D 
a: 
F 

I 
J 
I( 

L 

M 

0 
p 
0 

R 
s 
T 
v_ ~---•····-

••••• ·•flJ~· 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

to vote by May 5, 1980. · 

Q-Who can register to vote? 
A-You can register to vote if you: 

· • are al least 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction of a felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A-Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417 

Q..;...Do I have to belong ton political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you consider yours. you 
can say "Independent'' or "I don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't fell my political party when sign up, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thirig you cannot, vote· on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in .a 
Primary election. 

Example: Only people who sign up as Re
publicans can vote in the · Primary election for 
who wiil be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections arc held in June of even-numbered 
years. 

Q-lf I have picked II pnrty, cnn I cl111nge it Inter? 
A-Yes. but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I hnve signed up, do I hnve to do it again? 

A-Yes. if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I lmve been convicted of a crime, cnn I sign 1111 
to vote'! 

A-Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-Wl111t candid11tcs will voters be choosing at this 
primnry elcclion? 

A-All voters who are signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United States Congressman 
• United States Senator 
• State Senator if you live in Senate· Dis

trict 5 
• and you will choose members. County 

Central Committees. 

Q-Whnt districts ure there in Sun Frnncisco? 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16. 17. 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5. 6) 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5. 6) 

(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United Stutes Senator; Is there a 
district for this position? · 

A-No. California has two United States Senators. 
Each Senator represents th~ entire state. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters lnfor11111tion 
· Handbook 11bout the people who are st11te cnn

didates in this primary election? 
A-Because the positions these candidates arc trying 

for arc not city positions. They arc state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Arc there any candidates for 11011-pnrtisnn oflice? 
A-Yes, there are candidates for offices of municipal 

and superior court judges. 

Q-lsn't this election a "presidential prinrnry" too? 
A-Yes, If you have signed up as a member of a 

political party. you will be able to choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go to the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidential can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Where do I go to vote'! 
A-Your voting place is printed next to your name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know what to do when I get to my vot
ing place, is there someone there lo hcl11 me? 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting placl.' will hdp 
you. If they can't help you. ca II 558-~ 161. 

Q-When do I vote'? 
A-The election will be Tuesday. Jurw 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-What do I do if my ,·oting place is not open'! 
A-Cali 558-6 I 61. 

Q-Can I take my snmple lmllot into the mting booth 
even if I've written 011 it? 

A-Yes. 

Q-C1111 I lune ~0111eone help me in the votinl,\ hooth 
if I need hel1l'? 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped pcr,on. ur it' you 
have language dilfo.:ulties. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose ·name is not on the 
lmllot'? 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) 
A-Yes. This is called a "write-in". If you want to 

and don't know how, ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do I do if I cannot work the voting ma
chine? 

~-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q--:Can a worker at the voting place ask me to take 
· any test? 

A-No. 

Q-Can I take time off from my Job to go vot(! on 
election day? 

A-Yes, if you do not have enough · time . outside of 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working · days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
up to two hours off either at the beginning or 
end of your working day. 

Q-Can I vote if I kqow I will be away from San 
Francisco on election day? 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
• going to the Registrar of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). 

... 
Q-What can I do If I do not have an application 

form? 
A-You can send a _leller or postcard asking for an 

absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters. City Hall, ,. 
San Francisco 94 !02. 

Q-What do I say when i ask for an absentee ballot? 
A-You must write: 

• that you need lo vote early -
• your address when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sign your name. and also print your 

name underneath. 

Q-When do I mail my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day, 
June3, 1980. 

Q-What do I do if I am sick on election day'! 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR Of 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Here arc a few of tl;e words tlJat you will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election .the following November. There 
may be two or ,more people wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are 
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
11 primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where you go to 
Note. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challenge any voter if. the citizen thinks 
the voter does not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of candidates and propositions. 
ABSENTEE HALLOT-lf you arc going to be 

away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you vote because you arc physically disa

. bled. you can get a special ballot 10 fill out. This bal• 
·101'' is called an ,\b.scntcc ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Registrar or Voters at City 1-lall. Sec page 
95. 
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PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
vote on. except candidates. If it deals with the state 
government. then it will have a number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with city government. it will 
have a letter - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT -The charter is the ba
sic set of laws. for the city government. A charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote or the people. 

ORDINANCE-A law of the city and county. which, 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds. comes from the projects for which the bonds 
are used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the voters. 

Dl~CLA,UTION OF POLICY-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with 
a certain idea'! If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy. the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-: This is a way for voters 10 put a 
proposition on the ballot for people lo vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by g1:t1ing a certain 
number of vo11:rs to sign a petition. · 

PETITION-A list or signatur1:s ctf voters who 
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. 
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· HOW TO VOTE ON THE VOTOMATIC VOTE RECORDER 
SPECIAL NOTE: *llfiiJ m ruab~•• 
IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN 
YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER. 

A lfill~Blli':F.'.tl 
*11:tf~~ ' ilMf~.IIJJJ!i!fl~U-,n 

STEP(!) 

STEP@ 

Noto: Si hace algun error, devuelva 
su torjeta de volar y oblenga otra, 

UIINO IOTH HANN 
INSllT THIE IALLOT CA•D ALL THE 
WAY INTO THE VOTOMATIC. 
Uaando la, doa manoa, meta la 
tar(eta de vatar completament• 
dentro d•I "Votamatlc," 

Bffi-t)i, 

lfM~:f'!i:fflrAJ ~J./J•llff«fUffltifi..i\ • 

BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE 
STUB OF Y.OUR CARD FIT DOWN 
OVER. T~E TWO RED PINS. 

Paao 2. Aseg~rose de que los dos 
orlficlos que hay al final de la tarjeta 
colncidon con 101 d01 cabecltas rojo1, 

C m::ffe 

TI.IIIN OYII All Nlll1 ~ 
~OTI A'4P-

rr,ltlJ);JE//tf:®i~1ili..i\lt"!i, ~f€,Z::1L, ~ ---~-.~ 
·Mk ::m11lizJ: 0 

HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL !STRAIGHT · 
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN 
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARO TO 
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT 
USE PEN 011 PENCIL . 
.. _ Pura volar, sostcnga ,ol instrumcn!a 
· de volar y perforc con ol lo tarjota de 
volar on el luger do los candidolos do 
su prcfcrcncia. No us• plume nl 1&p11. 

D ~=:ffe 
if1IJ1~~1l~~zfl\!W.il· ' IIl!J..:fLJ'AJ~qtrtm..i\ 
:J1·1L:&~ • 

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE 
ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING. 

Despucs de volar, soquu lo tar(uto dol "Votomotlc" 

y p6n9alo bo(a ol clorro dol sobro. 

E~ll_LJtJ;-
:&~,~~>1/;Zfk 'mi'.!t\','H~ui·' Jil(A~~N 
11.?fAJ, Jl!!M,~1i/1:l:tE-:9'i- o 

ti:'.N1R.I·. ';rr~1~mh'i1111i1$:J~J1~A!(!!Ull 0 



PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE 'ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: 

To vot~ for any can~idate of your selection, punch the ball~t card in the hole at t~e point of the 
arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the 
office for whom you desire to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

To vote for a qualified write-in candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided· for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". 

All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void . 
. If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface• the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE YOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ.. ' · 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que senala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el circulo que senala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 
· Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en el Sobre de la Balota. · 

Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el circulo que senala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". · · 

Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
- rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 

obtenga otra. 
IIUfl~.Q:~!tMUeHJ:.ztr:fLJtd~t.l:h'K; ,=-.t;~Jfl-·11.X-. 

ii li~.I ~: 
U-t'r.M-ilUf.ff..lf'l-fiiJ~-ftl!M A. ' ffM:Ed J: friMlmb'Z ~ M tr:fl O ~tlJMi~ il.aL!ix.1-!JJ: 

NA•m~--~,ffl~~~.1:~~l!Jfffizm~~A.~,~H~~ff..l~~Atrfl,@~ 
l!A!l ~il ~-Ill JE A It • 

~~~~~~~JEff..lMA 1 ffl-t':Ell:~ JEM A~fflfiUt ftrtl:oo:r.Jffi~~ti.J:ff'f~~~ A 
M1Ulff..l•tt:ftlfll!ff..ltl!t~ • 

Uf.f:fiiJM:il, ffl~MJ:triifflrmti' • ns • ~ ·uo • ¥tlTT1L. 
ilffl'.J:t=:fiflit:fl5!.011m~#, UruJfl:lfl • 
~Hr:Eilf.tl:.h'.fLJlrT '~!.li/.!l.x#.\Pfl ; ~~~7, #tl741:lht'~QA.ff..l~~rut1, ~ 

rebilJ',Ul!il~;B.Hil'f..lli:iKJ.l., :13~~-i~hU,l 0 
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2 REPUBLICAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de tunlo de 1980''' , · ·· ~-i;. I ! ;..,- .; -

United States SenatoriS~nador de los Estados Unldos~ll~ffi~ Vote for One/ Vote por Uno m~~-~ 
JAMES A, WARE. 132 )I Business Executive 

Ejecutivo de Emprcsa 
RliU11Vli. 

PHILIP SCHWARTZ 134 -~· Businessman -1 , .... ·• ... --· .. .,.· . ........ , . .... . ,. 

Hombre de ncgocio~ (Comerciantc) 
,;i)1'' : lfflA . ·:•,. 

JOHN G, SCHMITZ , ,· ·f36 )I California State Senator .. 
Senador dcl Estado de California . 
lmtl-1~,IRU , 

PAUL GANN 138 )I Tax Crusader 
Cludadano opuesto a la Tasa de lmpucstos 
t'lll\O~lll~:I: 

BRIAN HYNDMAN 140~ Businessman I 

Hombre de negocios (Comerciante) 
.... 1th.I\ ... ... RAY HANZLIK )I ii 142 C> C> 

iii B3 
~ a: ' a: CII 
co :Ii: SAM YORTY )I Z Cl 144 c:, c., 
c., 

'. ; 

Representative In Congress, 6th District - Vote for One m£ill-:r.i Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 6 ~ mlY<l 1t~f al Jl ~ 7' il Vote pQr Uno 
GORDON A. BLOYER 149 ... Management Consultant 

Consuhor de Gerencin 
m1!.ll'IIIIJ 

TOM SPINOSA 151 ... Accounting Consullnnt 
Consultor Contador Publico 
11111-1111111 

9-18(6)-2R' · 



3 . REPUBLICAN a 

PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

REPUBLICANO 
ELECCION ·PRIMARIA 
3 de Junia de 1980 

'c 
§ E Member of the Assembly, 18th District . 
~; Mlembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrlto 18 fM~lffljl ~~i-/\ti~l~-
co ::i TOM GEDE 
~-~ Legal Assistant 
1- •• Asistente Legal 
~ ~ l1'/IIUJ1ltl\U 

Member, County Central Committee, 18th _District ~'F~~Jl~ 
Mlembro del Comlt6 Central del Condado Dlstrlto 18 ~,r~+ l\.ti~lk~ 

SHIRLEY C, YA WITZ 
Allorney at Law/ Abogado !ltOili 

JANE E, ZIMMERMAN 
Incumbent/En el cargo IJ/.H:1.l\·t·/\l1,1:i1,1,•1';1,kUU•kU 

LES PAYNE 
Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!H:::11-1·1\:,.\lll!,•1';~.i;u tt1il~ 

LEE S, DOLSON 
City Colfcge/Colegio de la Ciudf1d ili1):x11 

DONALD DONALDSON 

-

it~lllii 19)~ 

-:JLI\C)ij:-1'~ = 1:1 

Vote for One ff4;®-~ 
Vote por Uno 

160-)1• 

Vote for 8 ,~~/\~ Vote por 8 

167 )I 

168 )I 

169 )I 

170 )I 

,..._ Cl 
WCI California State Commiueeman/Micmbro de Comite def Est11do de California JJllii-11111ilHf•kl~ 171 )I 
W< JOSEPH P. RUSSONIELLO 172 )I I= Cl 
-Z Allorney/ Abogado ll!01\i .. 
:E Cl 
:Eu JUANITA G, RAVEN 173 )I Cl-' 
uW Incumbent/En el cargo IJ!H:1.l\·l·J\l•\l!l\ll 1!)Hdltt-kU Cl 
~-w ANN LEAL WILLIAMS 174 )I z!:: Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ!H:t.ll·f· /\1!.(l!ll, 1l1~'1Hl tl,Hl = :E Cl Cl ROBERT C. ELKUS Uu 175 )I Attorney/ Abogado li'lllh 

RALPH A, COTTON . , 
Certified Public Accountant/ Contador Publico Titulado ,il:WIUUlil1\i 176 )I 

DENNIS L. MORTENSON 177 )I Mass Transit Engineer/ lngeniero de Tr11nsito Masivo ~~J~.,;,,:il!i.:i:t'IJ:,11 
DENNIS J. MARK 178 )I Accountant/ Contador ~,i1·1:,1, . 
TERENCE MULKNER 

Incumbent/ En el cargo JJlff:Ul·l·J\l•(l~i•l'%!'ll {1·!'ll 179 )I 
ROBERT R, BACCI 180 )I Attorney/ Abogado i11il1h 
STANLEY F, BRAMWELL 181 )I Incumbent/ En el cargo JJ! lf:Ul·l· /\l.i.!~,q•%HH.1,.Hl 
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4 PRIMARY ELECTION 
June 3, 1980 

NONPARTISAN 
OFFICES 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 
Juez dal Tribunal Superior, Oflclna #1 --~~~t·z-

ESTELLA DOOU:Y 
Chief Trial Attorney 
Dcfensor de oficio en jefe 
JIIJ'Jll'fllt,:l,'ii,:/1'1111 

RAYMOND J, ARATA, JR, 
Judse, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzsado Municipal 
Jtl!Jil!S,i: 

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 
-~~~trz= Juaz dal Tribunal Superior, Oflclna #2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
Deputy City Allorney 
Ayudante del consejero legal de In ciudad 
,111,1;11•111, 

RICHARD P, FIGONE 
Judge, Municipal Court 
Juez, Juzgado ~unicipnl 
lllUi//.1•,, 

Judge of the Munlclpal Court, Office #1 
Juaz de la C(lrte Municipal, Oficlna #1 :1&1J~lift~trz-

PHILIP J, MOSCONE 
Deputy City Allorney 
Abogado de la Ciudnd Delegado 
i,ll\1lifl'1:,11 

INA GVEMANT 
Deputy Attorney Gencrnl 
Procurndor General Delegado 
!IIJ,;//1'/:l,I< 

.V. ROY LEFCOURT 
Chief Trial A11orney 
Abogado Jcfc de Juicios 
1/ll'Jli'flli,.\,·riHl'll,h 

JERRY LEVITIN 
Municip'al Court Commissioner 
Comisionado, Juzgudo Municipal 
Jl~Jii!S,t•Hl 

ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

Vote for Ona 
Vote por Uno 

Vote for Ona 
Vote por Uno 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno 

-"''I!.~ ~ rfiiJ ,-

213 )I 

215 )I 

mw~~-!6 
220 )I 

222 )I 

m~~-~ 

227 J 

229 )I 

231 :,. 

233 )I 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 
Provides for a bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for this program. 

VETERANS BOND ACT ot· 1980, Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 to 
provide farm and home aid for California veterans. 

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi· 
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furnimre. Fiscal impact: No im
mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost avoidance. 

LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval for such slate 
public body projects. Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure. Fiscal 
imppcl: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases iri expen
ditures for low rent housing. 

fREEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for 
refusing 10 disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant focal impact. 

REAPPORTIONMENT, Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution 
relating 10 reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE. Permits governmental aid 10 persons. in removing debris 
from private properly in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies . .Fiscal 
impact: No direct stale or local costs. 

ENERG\' •"ACILITIES, Legislature may authorize stale revenue bonds 10 finance 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these. facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible'future indir•ect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

TAXATION. INCOME, Provides personal income taxes not exceed 50% of 1978 rates. 
Ends business inventory taxation. Indexes income laxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in
come tax revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter. 
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com
mencing in 1980·8 I. 

RENT, Permits rent control only by voter approved local ordinances. Permits annual 
increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscal effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and possibly for grievance administration. 

TAXATION, SURTAX, Levies a 10% surtm( on California oil companies' business in
come; funds alternative trnnsit, fuels. Allows investment lax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on amount or tax credits claimed, s1a1c revenue increases or $150 - $420 
million (1980-81) and $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing s1111u1cs 
distribute one-half or increase 10 local governments. 

FOR 235 _. 
AGAINST 236 )I 

FOR 237 _. 
AGAINST 238 _. 

YES 239 .... 
NO 240 _. 

YES 241 _. 
NO 242 _. 

YES 244 _. 
NO 245--+-

YES 246 ..... 
NO 247-.-+ 

YES 248-. 
NO 249 _. 

YES 250 _. 

NO 251 .... 

YES 253--+-
NO ·254 __,. 

YES 256 __,. 
NO 257-. 

YES 258-. 
NO 259--+ 



• 235 FAeOR -~ 

.. 236 EN d 
CONTRA. 

.. 239 FAeOR. -~ 

• 240 co~~RA U 

.. 241 FAeOR -~ 

♦ 242 co~~RA tUf 

.. 244 FAeOR -~ 

• 245 co~~RA M 
.. 246 FAeOR -~ 

• 247 co~~RA &ft 

.. 248 FAeOR -~ 

• 249 co~~RA &ft 

~ 250 FAeOR ff~ 
• f51 co~~RA &ft 

.. 253 
~ 254 

A 
FAVOR 

EN , 
CONTRA 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 OE JUNIO OE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

1 PROGRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES V RE, 111l1WP•f•J!11rz·rii'l,1!Q:·j/,ll,II[. 
CURSOS RENOVABLES. Hace poslble una emlsl6n de bonos do l,'/Jll~Hrl"lli'•.lL·f· 1it'i,~\7t1~1,•111111.•utTfl,illil, 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa. 

2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS D~ 1980. Hace poslble una -JL1\0:r.;1J1QJ,.ll~,•,11,·t:. 
emls16n de bonos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla !.tilt llri-Ut. 1,:f·,~\'Jl:1':h'., 1111,'.·~pt11/J11tllilll'! A. 
para granJas y residencies para las veteranos de California. 11 .~lf't!l!fl:' l!'J, 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlta las autorlza, 
clones para la alteracl6n o modlficacl6n del edlflclo y tos muebles 
del Capltollo hlst6rlcamonte restaurados. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun 
etecto fiscal lnmedlato. Podrla evltar costos futuros . 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Ellmlna la actual aproba• 
cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dlchos proyectos de ontldades publlcas 
estatalos. Sustltuye el .procedlmlonto de avlso publlco y reler~n-
dum. lmpacto llscal: Reduce las costos electorates en una cantl• 
dad menor. Poslbles lncrementos futuros en gastos para vlvl• 
endas de alqulleros bajos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA, Prohlbe clteclones de desacato contra 
empleados de los medics notlclosos por rehusarso a dlvu/gar In• 
formacl6n o fuentes. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun lmpacto fiscal 
slgnlflcante. 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y oxpone en form a modi· 
flcada dlsposlclones de la Constitucl6n que se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo de los dlstrltos del Senado, la Asambloa, cl Con
greso y la Junta de lguallzacl6n. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun ofecto fis, 
cal dlrecto: 

tllHO'lW I~. NWlttftlli!',/111''d110'nliHO'l1!' 1l! 
t;·;:.!Uf~!,:'l:, llill',~5'.'\\ .!~i/r~;;n·J111,r~~,'.'\', i:H~: 
rJ; 11:/I~ ll!O~IHI !,:, 

t~,!11(1:/;l, lWl'/fl/'/i~IQ',U, G11'M\':F.',, 1:1,\;,1j 

;1-1:.rr;~;f1 1 rt1w,11-1~11,1~Uijn:i ,il·n:1, !t~n a1ru1: 
l'; J11,i,IJ;1\1'/lf', litllHJ'.llt, J11t;f;;J1:~ll·,' jj:J~l'I !1'111(, 

Jl~'Hl'Hl!th, ll!fl:l;'O'.Jl·,'iililltfltl /Ji!, 

11111( 1· I 111. ('.1;11·.tl 7Jill111•11 r,r,•1~ A. I wrn; i(!,~;,\i 
l'/.l'.!.1l!l'i,!1lil,,,.J11lN.'JI', 111Jf'lf.l,',~', .\~1f1),n·111!1f'1 
~.)'.~'. 

.:t IMn:1 ,r, vri11,}. lltf,!;, l'cH' lti ,r, ,i J:,/.,ll.0'1 I', 
-1~.;~. l'.ll.)'JJ'.''t,,1~~.,. to!IH 111'1'~1-1 .. 1.1~1-•;n:1 ,r, n, 
~110-. uw,,v'.".', .1,nro,avr:1• 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a I'll~. l!'J,l:,'(f!i); l)(m~,,i;_,,t:·,:i~mmi;i!'1l(f111t:; 
personas para la rornocl6n de oscombros de propledad particular A.l(J.'l-fltJ'l;U/1, (.tl/.Mi/•i',1t1/,!/J'l'ltJ1to,1~. IIW1 
en areas mayores de desastro o emergencla declaradas por el 
Presldente. lmpacto fiscal: Ningun costo estatal o local dlrecto. ~J'II', tlflli•\!J1lt.l;u'1iff.1,~1((tiHU!, 

8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Leglslatura podril autorlzar 
. bonos de lngresos estatales para financier lnstalaclones de 

tuentes alternatlvas de energla y arrendar o vendor dlchas lnstala• 
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun efecto fiscal dlrecto. Poslbles 
costos lndlrectos futures, aumentos de redltos y perdldas de 
redltos. 

9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. INGRESOS. Dlspon.e que las Im• 
puestos personalos a la renta no excederiln 50% do las tasas de 
1978. Exenta a los lnventarlos comerclalos de 10s impuestos sobre 
la propiedad. lmpacto fiscal: Reduccl6n de redltos de impuestos a 
la renta de $4.9 mil mlllones en 1980,81 y roducclonos sustan• 
clales de ahl en adelanto. Reduccl6n sustanclal en gaslos 
ostatales lncluyondo aslstencla a goblernos locales, comenzando 

~t1IJi,;!.tf:i11, i'f//:i,t11fHff/litf /JH!li.4'11:1/,, l'l 
fi_-i,'J/•11f /Jl ,~:rl'O:J(;1!1lr;!,.'iUi1:t/f, ,iJ' 11f Ill\', ,,\·.1111 1: 
iilf.,.1)-fli,. lltil',~.)',q•, P~I([ t;; IIW, ~YA', :i~ ·1i 11rrm It' 
l/llti:n:1 H j'/, Jf•) /Jlliii.A.ltl~t',,•f\i..A, 

,/!!iii.. A.rl, UtlJ:!t:/l~N!fi/,11,/o.'i /!/fV.•f'ldl)·
J1. L:J\ :r rv. 'f1n-J 1'i.\l•;'..'.. ,,:+. ,rn Y rr l'i• 11r.1.:·; 1r.1,'11•, 
Y.f!/., 111,r'd\;',½', -J1.1\0',:l\-:i·t,,1,;1ir1,·1:iJ11t 
WlAJ!.f!i.1111 · ! · JLli'• IL• J:t{l,,J! _1, /'\,l'i •I.·, !I li'1lifn·1 
Ii/It f,i.1,r,y-1 Ji11.};u'//(f0'.1 !tlill/1, :n II:- J1.i\C, ',' 1\ · • 
WH,il :nlrllfl'ifi), !; l'1i11l~, 

• 256 A 
FAVOR 

'ffllci, 10 ALQUILER. Permlte control del a1quiler solamonte por medio de fll(i;. 1,;111·~,-,1,11 :1i1,,,:;1:tc.J<i.'!,'!~:-,1!,1,11,iW.1l'-r 
AP!lo estatutos locales aprobados por los votantos. Permlte aumontos lll:l'l'Mn, H,i'r)', t'ili :niu!II, 111 :(if/,1"'1\ ·.;•n·,t~· •\', 

anuales conforrnes a norrnas especltlcadas. lnipaclo fiscal: Nin• 
gun efecto fiscal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamentales IIW1\\,',";', tl!llu'1iffll1ir'1 ·il:/i!f,~.\'."'1', H11•) IJ11lii1.:li1": 
locales para elocclones .y poslble adrnlnlstracl6n do anravios. 1(fn:1,11:11•.n tY, 1~1•111~.ii-o:JtYlll •n111rfil:1\•t IJ1~ 

2 A 11 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS IMPUESTO COMPLEMENTARIO ,i'~Jii., l;JJJJ!!fii., 1,,1JJl!fll/ii11!~:-.. 10'1tf~ Y4'1MI 58 FAVOR -~ 'Jmpone un lmpuesto comple
0

mentarlo de 10", sobro el lngreso' AP!lo " Wl!'ir,}z-1·1::t/Jllf\/., /lll\:Jt:fU!lll!n--(~.,1r,·11,l(i;, 
comerclal de las companlas petroloras para financier servlclos altorna• 

259 EN ln'IIM tlvos y combustibles. Porrnlte un credlto de irnpuestos por lnvorsl6n. 'i/,,'rJ<.i:·ri!(ifii., ll!u',\V,½', 1V·P 1l1,1,:,1(1!fl.l'fWitlll',L', 
CONTRA~ lrnpacto fiscal: Dependlondo do la canlldild de credltos de lmpuoslos ilWll(f11f/il~l•)lillf\i.Wl-!(1.l1:·f·/r\11.l'lll"II!'• :·f·/1\11. 

reclamados, podrlan ocurrlr aumentos do rodltos estatalos de $150 a ( 1980-81) 11t-f11J; f·Ht'i/1:: ILY'li"lfi', 1:-f'ii, 
$420 rniilones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (198'1-82). La ml tad dol it( 1981_ 62 ) , lt:•l•f'JTf,Wr.:x:t~mt:; t',Jil!./i u'ilff, 

___________ aumento se reparllrla entre los goblernos locales. --------------------------------------

13 



6 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 261 .. 
A MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 

revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divl• NO .. slon 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide 262 
funds for mortsase financlns of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

YES 264 .. 
B Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund 10 provide 

mortsage flnancins for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing In San .. Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole NO 265 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? . 

Shall a convention facilities management department be· created under the Chief Ad- YES .267 .. C ministratlve Officer 10 manage the city's conv'ention facilities including but not limited 
10 Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for II seneral NO 268 .. 
manaser and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights- of present 
employees? ' 

YES 270 .. 
Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove II deputy director for admlnistra• D lion and finance, 11 deputy director for program and evaluation, 11 deputy director for NO 271 ► community health programs and an administrator for Lasuna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? 

E Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and re~O\'e YES 273--+ 
associate administrators exempt from ci\lil service; continuing civil service status fot 
present holders of said positions? NO 274 ► 

YES 275 .. F · Shall 1111 tours of duty lior officers and members of fire fighting companies, except ars~m 
investisators, start 111 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case cif a conflasration, disaster or sud- NO 276 ► den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shnll not 
violate the 48. 7 hour work week nor the 24 consec~tive hours? 

YES 278 ►. H Shull all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the H~nlth Service System? NO .... 279 

YES 280 • Shull members of t(1e Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service 
System? NO 2e1--. 

J Shull the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross YES 282 .. 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? NO 283 • 

K Shall disability leaves, disability retirements 01· death allowances be heard by a hearing ·YES 284 • officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and selling forth appeal 
procedures? NO 285 • 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PRDPOSICIDNES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADD 

.. 261 
~262 

SI-~ A 
NO rut 

BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: 1.Debe, 111 Clud11d y Condado de San 
Francisco emlllr bonos hlpotec11rlos por suma no superior a 
S100,000,000 baJo la Division 31, Parle 5 del COdlgo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de Calllornla p~ra fondos de llnanclamlento 
hlpotecarlo, para compra, construccl0n o meJora de casas en la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

♦ 264 SI Jt~ 
♦ 265 NOD 

♦ 267 

♦ 268 NO &It 

♦ 270 
♦ 271 NOD 

• 213 s1•~ 
♦ 274. NO!itlf 
... 275 SI•~ 
• 276 NO&Jt 

♦ 278 SI Jf~ 
♦ 279 NO &It 

.. 280 SI•~ 
• 281 NO &.It 

• 282 SI Jt~ 
♦ 283 NO &Jt 

♦ 284 SI Jf~ 
♦ 285 NO &ft 

B 1.Debe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emltlr bonos 
para flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re
habllltar vlvlend11s en San Francisco, con el pago de pr4!stamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el ConseJo como l'.mlco medlo de pago de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgaci0n de fa Cfudad? 

C 1.Debe crearse un departamento de lnstalacfones de convenclon• 
es baJo el oflclal Jefe admlnlstr11tlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendo sin llmltarse el 
Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 
servlclo civil de empleados actuales? , 

D 1.Debe el Director de Salud Publlca nombrar y despec:llr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl0n y flnanzas, otro de programa y evalua
cl0n, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra-
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servlclo 
civil? 

E 1.Debe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlslradores asoclados exentos del .ser
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servlclo clvll los actuales 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F 1.Deben empezar a las 8 de la manana todos los turnos de trabaJo 
de ollclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvestlgadores de 
lncendlos premodllados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabaJo consecutlvo, excepto por conllagracl0n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48.7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H 1.Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
clales de la eluded con porlodo de servlclo fljado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

1.Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con-· 
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J lDebe ser el suoldo de los mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsoros 
el 25% del suoldo bruto anual dol Alcalde, oxcepto los benellclos 
anuales? 

K 1.Debo lntervenlr un funclonarlo do audloncla, empleado bajo con
trato por el Consejo de Retlro, on ausenclas y retires por lncapacl
dad o permlsos y fljarso procedlmlentos de-apolacl6n? 

6 
Ul;J1!l~M~11i: :ilili~NJ\\lii!iWKt/JTitlifl!~'Jc:'it 

tJ,;JJ1f!lllifilill-!ll::-t·-Qn:J»I:, litf118fil,f,H}i&-{IIJ! 
:itrt'1;.ll7'0.1jt, JUWl/tlJt➔!i!IIIA\~, PJM1tl(~ll!=::i1J"1li 
~l!f,0%}1/? 

lli~,IA•~t!i'1t.!JtlJ,;IJIJliW~}11t, IIIJIN;-{,;,, Jl!Wlli 
mti?k, i,i1,1w. ~m11w=::i11lirt.J1J}1t1, ,mm~•• 
lfrfll:1!trr'11111i»:lJlll1J:'itfillin0.1•1ti.11 lfrlitfrrr'1~1i;r, 
J\\lil~'l;.f.lfWJil(V;? 

~i!i:£1:ilitl"lf(,fil!J(W.llilrillt)):-e'.Q:il~ll'l'tlil\Olll"l , 
)!,('i'rl,nfil[',(lf.f.-ilT-ze'.Q:11~1111. -19.MIJl,f,\'llJl.':(ijO~Ni• 
'.~t:. ~me'.~t:~11!ll1/i!lill!.•11,f.,, !lt1JllfriMZl8ft!Jll\~lllH~, 
!IP.1.\!-t.tl.J1:fi0.WiUZ/tfl/? 

0.:ll1~1!.tlul/uJ~lt!!:6iT:Sl'.-:l',fii&WUJlf',U/JJn\:tH:. 
-t,UlfiJIJ!iPl''fll/JP[:t!f:, -:1',lil:l,l,\lli!till .. ,Jlf/JJll' . .£1Hll 
-".t,!i/Jtl.ffii4'ittlllJ.-;itTlf'i'1i!f:, ;Jt;l?i51'./t.~l'iUi~!J!\i!l 

.=::tlff"ilit:,1tftlii,~i;JJ.:lli!.~iif:S~"11JtHa.;r,;s1:1t.-0.l'iU 
,;:1:o~m1u, rn1J1 f@M1Jw'<J.;;1,1t1n11J1~1t0."1U rtfl>? 

n'JJiJ;/,,J(1:Jhfr:fi~'lliliU, IVt,1'~,MtUZ/1(, fti!:t'HE 
1:1r-A11~illll\, filJflEll:illll;r,Jt1!:m~~i1!111=·t·r14,1,1~, r4,·r 
;1!.t:k*!lt, :kl/l.!\I\J•t~m1m~/.(ll.\1'tfi'A\:'/1.ll:/ll-'llf'l:z 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of S11n Francisco issue 
revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divi
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide 
funds for mortsase financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San 
Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? 

Shall a convention facilities management department be.created under the Chief Ad
ministrative Officer to manage the city's convention facilities including but not limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general 
manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights- of present 
employees? · 

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra• 
tion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for 
community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospitnl appoint and rernm·e 
associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? 

· Shall all tours of duty lior officers and members of fire fighting companies, except ars,;m 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a confingration, disaster or sud• 
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consec111ive hours? 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervisors become members of the H~allh Service System? 

Shall members of 1tie Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service 
System? 

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 250/o of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Shall disubilitY leaves, disability retirements or death allowances be heard by II hcuring 
officer employed under contruct by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

YES 261 • NO 262 • 
YES 264 • NO 265 • 
YES .267 • NO 268 • 
YES 270 _. 
NO 271 > 

YES 273 _. 
NO 274 _. 

YES 275 _. 
NO 276 _. 

YES 278--►. 
NO 279 .... 

YES 280 _. 
NO 281 ..... 

YES 282 _. 
NO 283 _. 

·YES 284 _.. 
NO 285 > 



ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUOAD Y CONDADD 

_. 261 
.. 262 

SI •.6l A 
NO lilt 

BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: 1.Debe, la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emlllr bonos hlpotecarlos por suma no superior a 
S100,000,000 bajo la Division 31 Parle 5 del COdlgo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de Calllornla para londos de llnanclamlento 
hlpotocarlo, para compra, construccl0n o me)ora de casas en la 
Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

♦ 264 SI W.6l 
•265 

♦ 267 

♦ 268 NOM 

♦ 270 
• 271 

• 273 SI Jf.6l 
• 274- NO!ilt 
• 275 SI•~ 
• 276 NO&Jt 

• 278 SI Jr~ 
♦ 279 NO &It 
_. 280 SI W.6l 
• 281 NO lilt 
♦ 282 
♦ 283 NO &JI 

♦ 284 SI ff~ 
♦ 285 NO &It 

B 1.Debe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emlllr bonos 
para llnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re, 
habllltar vlvlendas en San Francisco, con el pago de prllstamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el Conse)o como linlco medlo de pago de 
bonos y sin ser los bones deuda y obllgacl0n de la Cludad1 

C 1.Debe crearse un departamento de lnstalaclones de convenclon• 
es bajo el oflclal jele admlnlstrallvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la eluded, lncluyendo sin llmllarse el 
Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un gerente 
general y empleados necesarlos, y preservando los derechos de 
servlclo cMI de empleados actuales? . 

D 1.Debe el Director de Salud Plibllca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl0n y flnanzas, otro de programa y evalua• 
cl0n, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servlclo 
civil? 

E 1.Debe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados exentos del .ser, 
vlclo civil, conservando au categorla del sorvlclo civil las actual es 
ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F 1.Deben empezar a las 6 de la manana todos los turnos de trabajo 
de oflclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvestlgadores do 
lncendlos premedllados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mils de 24 horas 
de trabaJo consecutive, excepto por conllagraclOn, desastre a 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
46.7 horas semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H ;,Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los empteados par• 
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo fljado por el Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

1.Deben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con•· 
sejo de Supervlsores? 

J 1.Debe ser el sue I do de los mlembros del Consojo de Supervlsores 
el 25% del sueldo brute anual del Alcalde, excopto los beneflclos 
anuales? 

K 1.Debe lntervenlr un funclonarlo de audlencla, ompleado bojo con
troto por el Consolo de Retire, en ausonclas y retires por lncapacl• 
dado permlsos y lljarse procedlmlentos de-apelacl0n? 
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7 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, · 1980 ·. •1,: :·; 
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. CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

, I YES 287 • L , Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco, enlicl· an. 
ordinance, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, NO 288 • Imposing II tax of one.cent (S0.01).on eai:h gallon motor fuel (and on eve·ry Jll();cublc 
feet of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within. the City 
and County of San Francisco? · . 1:,,.1, 

YES 290 • M Sh\111 the tohlbition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway .fareL: 
be delete ? . , . · 1 • i" , · ' · · NO 291 • --.N Shall 25070 of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors YES 292 • shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on·the city's 
investment in the Airport? · NO 293 • 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing lin aijiljtioital YES 294 • 0 tax of I. 7511/o on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County ofSan 
Francisco after July I, 1980? ' · · · NO 295 • YES 296 • p Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of 
the members and. be amortized over II period not to exceed 20 years?. : NO 297 • YES 298 • Q ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended 10 increase the 
rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? · 

NO 299 • 
• YES 301 • R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imp'osing 11 

10070 surcharge on the rent of II parking space in parking stations?. . . NO 302 • YES 303 • ORDJNANCE: Shall' the Business Tax Ordinance be a.mended to include a tax or' $250' s per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? . NO 304 • YES 305 • T ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
NO 306 • 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that the City shall 

meet all outstanding 'obligations on bonds sold prior 10 the effective date <it' this 
ordinancer . · · · 

YES 308 • V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paich\iiclus1yely 
by l111ger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60070 of all local revenues 10 be NO 309 • allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services'; requiring 
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents'/ 



-. 287 SI •• 
♦ 288 NO ,JUt 

♦ 290 SI•• 

• 291 NO Ii.II 
~ 292 s1•• 
♦ 293 NODt 
♦ 294 SI•~ 

• 295 NOU 

• 296 SIR.6l 
♦ 297 NOD 
♦ 298 SI -~ • 299 NOD 

• 301 SI•~ 
♦ 302 NOD 

• 303 s1•~ 
• 304 NOD 

• 305 SI•~ 

• 306 NOlitlt 

• 308 SI•~ 

• 309 NO Ii■ 
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ELECCIDN PIIIMARIA - 3 DE JUNID DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUOAO Y CONOADO 

~Debo promuiar una ordenanza el Consejo do Supervl110rea dt 11 
ludad y Con ado de San F11nclec0, segun el Cocllgo do Sorvlclo 

Publlcos de Calllornla, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0.01) por g11l6n combusllble cle motor (o 100 plea cubl• 
cos de gas n11turII comprlmldo combusllbll de motor) vondldo en 
Is Cludsd y Cond11do de Sen Franclaco? 

LDebe suprlmlrse la llmltacl6n de tsrllss del tr11nvl1 de c1bl11I111 
de otros tranvlas locales munlclpalea? 

i,Debo eatsblecorBG ~r ordenanzs tranalerlr al londo general 
como devolucl6n de nveral6n de la Cludad en el Aeropuarto el· 
25% o monos de lngresos que no son de llneas a6reH? 

ORDENANZA: LDebe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de 1.75 sobre· el actual lmpueato de ocupIcl6n de 
habltacl6n de hotel en Is Clud11d y Condado de San Francisco 
despulla del 1 de jullo de 1980? 

p LDebe lundarse el costo base del Sistema de Aetlro en la vlda 
media de trsbs~o de los mlembros y 11mort1zsr11e en perlodo no 
superior s 20 a os? 

Q ORDENANZA: i,Debe enmendsrse Is Ordenanzs de lmpuesto 
sobre Gastoa de N6mln11 sumentsndo el llpo sobre n6mlnss y 
sobre lmpuesto de negoclos a psrtlr del 1 de Julio de 1980. 

R ORDEN~NZA: i,Debe enmendsrse 111 Ordensnzs de tmpuesto de 
Estsclonsmlento con eobrec11111 de 10% del lmpuesto por es, 
psclo en los estsclonamlentoe . 

s ORDENANZA: LDebe enmendsrse Is Ordensnzs de lmpuestos de 
Negoclos lncl~endo lmpues10· de S250 anusl por $1000 de In• 
gresos brutos e Corporaclones de Garage no Lucrstlvaa? 

ORDENANZA: iDeben resclndlrse los Bonos de Alcsnt11rlllad0 T sprobsdos por los votsntes el 2 de novlembre, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsrconer que 111 Clud11d cumpla sue obllgaclones con los bonos 
vend dos antes ~e Is lechn de vigor de ests ordensnza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: iDebe IIJsr el Consejo de Super, 
vlsoree lmpuestos de grsndes negoclos que cubrsn 60%, al 
menos de los lngresos pars vlendss, escuelas y cofeglo de la 
eluded; reduclr lmpueeto de empleo; prohlblr aumento de Im• 
puestos y derechos de resldentes? 

7 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

INA GYEMANT 
My occupation is Deputy Attorney General of· Califor-
nia.. . 
My education and quallficatlo·ns arc: Born in San. 
Francisco, _Lowell High, University of Califor~ia, Ber-. 
keley, Hastmgs Law Scl1ool, selected for Law R~v1ew. · 

I have hail extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a· prosecutor for the At
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for the California Supreme Court, a 
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives me first-hand knowledge of the 
probfoms that exist in our Courts. 

As a fair, kqowledgeable and competent jud~e I 
will protect the rights of victims and the safety ol the 
general public while at the same time protecting the 

•civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-hand
ed ailministration of justice. 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San Francis• 
co Bur Association; Supervisor Louise· Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph. Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chun; Nutionul MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred Furth; NOW form4.\r Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile. Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliascr; Lester 
O'Shea; G,,:orge Maric-Victoire. "' 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number, 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. 
My occupation is Judge pro tern Traffic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications arc: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years; I'm the only can
didate with trial and judicial experience. I've served 
live years as San Francisco's Judge pro tem and Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court .elliciency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducmg court appearances for parking cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reducing trial 
time one-half in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system: reducing backlog of monies 
for traflic lines (generuting $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising .i reporting system ensuring belier police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is more understandable and acces
, sible by my writing articles for the city's newspapers. 
speaking before community groups and · teaching at 
local umversities. 

My reputation for fairness and efficiency is evidenced by 
support from all political viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp. Justice Newsom, Judge Dearman. Eugene 
Hopp, Yori Wada, Myra Kopf, David Scott, Leroy King, 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson. Wilson Chang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courlney. 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom. Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubalde, Del Martin. Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zuretti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinelle, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

V. ROY LEFCOURT. 
My age is 35. 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court, 
Public Defender's Office. 
My t.'Clucatlon and qualifications arc: Cornell; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Specialist; formerly attontey with Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Communit}' Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); marrieo, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social ls
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge. a skilled ·administrator insisting · 
on effective use of scarce resources, and an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventing the 
revolvin•g-door syndrome of crime. 

I am the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handlin~ 2700 cases annually; 
- is tramed in business administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices in courts every day working with 

jµdges. prosecutors and public. 
My sponsors arc: Sheriff Michael Hennessey; Supervisor 

Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla Ramey, Chair. N. Cnl. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O.'Connor; Tim Dayo(!ot; 
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. · 
My education and qualifications arc: I graduated from 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law School. . 

I will instill confidence in the judicial system · 
through honesty. courage and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continu~ to play politic_s with people's lives. 
We must continue to believe 111 a no-nonsense ap• 
proach to justice. 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin• 
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson. John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa·, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely Horanzy, 
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelbcrg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzinn, Dianne BarrY: Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williams. · This IH>rtlon of the· p11m11hlet docs noi contuln II complete list of cundld11tes; 11 complete list 11p11e11rs on 
the S111n11te H111lot. These sh1tements ure volunteered by the c11ndld11te 11nd 1>rlnted 111 c1111dld11tes' expense, 
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. . , 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. . 

· My education and quallflcatlons are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my fe[low 
Judges to serve on the Court's Administrative. Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial process, As an instructor 
for the Center for Judicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 

I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap
pointment. Before becoming a Judge, I served in the 
Army and rracticed law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairnes~ and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayal;i, Thomas Scanlon, William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David Sanchez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari, 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE . 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR. SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

ESTELLA DOOLEY 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De-
fender's Office. . 
My education and quallflcatlons are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 
have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health; family and juvenile law. I am the only 
candidate with proven legal ex~erience and knowledge 
in these special areas in addition to general criminal 
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community 
involvement has made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
Raymoncl Reynolds (Retired); Yori Wada; Anne 
Daley; William . Chester; Gwenn C mig; Mar$aret 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goodlett; Aileen 
Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown, George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harr)'. Clifford, Mary 
Vail, Putnam Livermore, .Zeprelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn, Eulalio Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlotta del Portillo, Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court My education and qualifications arc: I am a native 
My education and qunlifications arc:· I have been a San F~anciscan, graduated f~om St. . Ignatius '5,4, 
judge of the Municiral Court since my appointment U.S.F. 58, U.S.F. Law School 61. Married, nme ch1l-
m 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Attorney. Director of 

Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961. I entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
tice in the Outer Mission,. where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice 

During my six xcars on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over all civil ancl criminal departments. I recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment rro~rams. I under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tem Judge of the stand the necessity for effective Judicial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. ' My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, I 
program conducted in conjunction ,with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. 
Courtjudges. My candidacy is supported by members of all coin-

I will continue my dedication lo impartiality and munllies as indicated by my list' ol sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba, Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern- Kopp, Timothy Twomey. Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- Iiams, Mortimer Mcinerney. John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, James Fosler, Frank Fitch', Robert Figone, Ruth Cahill. Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Sabella: Robert Jacobs, John Scannell. Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel ovo_y, Alexander Balfour Chinn. Donald Friend, Ben-
Martincz, William J. Murphy, John B. Molinari, jamm J,unes, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy. Jef-
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John frey Mori, Grant Mickens. Helen Hale Smith. Ling-
A. Sutro, Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl Chi Wang. Theodore Kaplanis. Lois Caesar. Paul Fay. 
Toler. Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. Peter Fatooh. 

This portion or the 1111111phlcl docs 11111 contain II complete lisl or c11ndld111es; n complete list appears on 
lhe Sumple 11111101. These slnlemenls urc ~ohmleered by the c1111dld11lc and printed 111 c11ndld11les' expense, .. 19 



.HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Franclscc:a l11ue revenue 
boncla In the principal amount. of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or Improvement of homes In the City 
and County of San Francisco? . · . . · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state law which can be 
used to provide funds for mortgage financing. Such . 
funds can be used for buying, building or improv
ing single family housing which is owner occupied. 
There are income limits in the state law for the 
property owners who use these funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
. Francisco to sell $ 100 million dolla~s worth of tax 
exempt bonds to be used for financing housing 
mortages, These funds could b!! used to buy, build, 

Controller's Statement on 11 A'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted, in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECl'AL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
. THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 

THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT" OF HOMES IN THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION: THE MANNER OF HOLD
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
THEREOF. 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
Couniy of San Francisco has duly determined thal the pub
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortgai:;e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the. Stale of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges, would 
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters. 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: lf you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11A" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 
on the question of placing proposition A on the bal-· 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari. (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 

1 Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor Feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bond election. 

52000, ct seq,), us it may be amended; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

Countr of San Francisco as follows: . 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered and will be held, in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which election shall 
be submitted to the quulilied electors of said city· and coun
t~ the measure of issuing revenue bonds unqer Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 
California (Section 52000, ct seq,), as II may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal amount of not lo exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REV:ENUE BOND ISSUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A gives working San . Franciscans a 
chance for belier housing, It authorizes $100 million 
for. mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately half the current . high interest rate. The 
lower rates will help young families buy homes in 
San· Francisco and will enable established homeowners 
to renovate and modernize. The City must take action 
to combat the housing : crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. · 

Proposition A will provide funds at the lower i~ter
est rate at no cost . to the taxpayers. The bonds, will 
be secured by the value of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the · persons who receive the mortgages. 
The bonds never will constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City does not have to pledge its credit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-interest mortgage money for ac
quisition, construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

ARGUMENT IN FA YOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford to buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very little new housing 
is being built. A primary reason· is the . high cost of 
borrowing money from tending institutions to build or 
buy housing. 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow .the City 
to sell up to $ 100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws. The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds arc exempt from federal and 

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loan 
funds avai_lable at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential financing. The bonds are 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. 

If Propositions A and B arc passed by the voters, 
the Board of Supervisors, together with other City 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi-
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. ' 

Propositions A and B arc a necessary first step to 
relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND D 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quelllin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
league of Women Voters of San Fmncisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. · 
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/ . HOUSING REVENUE BONDS ( A\,~'M,'}l(~r') 

PROPOSITION B . 
Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, l11ue bonds· to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition~ construction or rehabllltatlon of housing In San Fran
cisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the ~oard · Is 'the sole 
source of ,~payment of the bonds; bonds l11ued shall not be a debt or llablllty of the 
City? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the 
city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty of California state law. Any revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must be ap
proved by a majority of the voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervis6rs the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proval of the voters would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying. building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller Is Statement on '' 8" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on tl.1e fiscal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Churter amendment be 

adopted, in my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

· would .be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
not be paid for from city 'funds. The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of these 
bonds. · 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote· Yes. you want 
the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage bonds 
for housing. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors to be able to issue mortgage 
bonds for housing. 

How Supervi·sors Voted on '' 8 11 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition 8 on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molin.ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 
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HOUSING REVENUE BONDS ( A CHARTER ) 
AMENDMENT. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

VOTE .YES ON PROPOSITION B 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi

tion B relates to ·Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed .in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
al much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for the construe-

tion of multi-unit resiµential housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e111in L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCinn 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in ·San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages at approximately half the current 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San F:rancisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working· men 
and women in San Francisco. 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of San Francis
cans. Presently, the City Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your vote for Proposition B will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds when needed and When the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of San Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress is considering legislation 
on local housing bonds, and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition B will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscan's can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Arguments printed on this poge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION 8 

NOTE: II is proposed that the following section be added 
· to the Charter: it is therefore printed in bold fnee 

type: 

&>c. 7.310 Bonds for l11111nci11g the 11e11uisitio11, conslrucliou 
or reh11blli111tion of housing. 

(11) Nolwilhsll11111i11g lhe voter 11pprov11I re11uireme11ls In 
Section 7.300, lhe bo11rd or supervisors may, by ordinance, 
from lime to lime 1111thorize lhe issuance of bonds to estab
lish II fund for lhe purpose of providing mortgage l1111111ci11g 
for lhe 11cquisi11011, construclion, or rehnbilitalion of housing 
in lhe Cily 1111d County of S1111 Francisco, or for lhe purpose 
of refunding such bonds. The issuance of such bonds shnll 
be purs1111nl lo procedures 11dopted by ordlmmce of the bonrd · 
of supervisors. The repayment of principnl, lnlcresl 111111 other 
churges on such 101111s lo properly owners, logelher wilh such 

olhcr monies 11s lhe board of supervisors may, In ils discre• 
lion, mnke 11v11ll11ble therefor, shnll be lhe sole source of 
funds pledged by lhe cily 1111d counly for rep11yme111 of such 
bonds. Bonds lssnl'<I under lhe provisions of this section shall 
1101 be deellll'<I lo conslilule II debt or linbility or the Cily 
1111d County of San Fmncisco or II pledge of lhe fnilh 1111d 
credit of the Cily 1111d Counly of S1111 Fr1111cisco, 
bul sh11II be p11y11ble solely from the funds specll1ed in lhis 
Sl'Clion, The issmmce of .~nch bonds shall 1101 directly, lndi• 
reclly, or conlingently oblig11te the board of supervisors 10 
levy or lo pledge any fom1 of taxation wl1111ever therefor or 
lo 11111ke 11ny 11ppropri111io11 for their pnymenl. · 

(b) Nothing in lhis section shall affccl the authority of the 
bonnl of supervisors lo authorize lhe issuunce of bonds 
under 1111y other applicuble provision of this Charter or any 
olher 11pplic11ble provisions of lhe gcncrnl h1ws of lhc S1111e 
of C111ifomi11, 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention facllltles management department be created under the Chief Ad
ministrative Officer to manage the cities' convention facllltles Including but not llmlted 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man
ager and necessary employees and preserving clvll service rights of present em
ployees? 

Analys_is 
By Ballot Simplication Committee 

THE WAY IT JS NOW: The management of the ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Esti11e. The Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention Facilities_. Management. 
This department would have . complete responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities. including but not 
limited to. Brooks Hall. Civic Auditorium. and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer. The general 

· manager of this department would be appointed by 

Controller's Statement on "C" 
City Controller .John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 
· "Should the proposed Charter amendment be 
adopted. in my opinion. in.· and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth
eses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate. Pub
lic Works, Electricity. Public Health. and County 
Agricultural Department; 1-lcalth Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Fncilltics 
Munngcmcnt 

The functions.· activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~cd with 
specilic jurisdiction thereof, shall sub,'lect to the provisions of 
section 11.102 an<l section 3.501 of I 1is charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the I unctions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
24 

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
department from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want a 
.Convention Facilities Management department creat- · 
ed which would have complete responsibility for the 
city's convention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you ·do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on "C" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 

on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
10). . 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Don Horanzy 
(Dist. 8). Nancy Walker ·(Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Dist. 11). 

voters. recorder, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and a.I his pleasure 
may remove an attorney .. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may he provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores an<l warehouses. and the operation of central 

(Continued on PaKe 77) 



CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions have become San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revenues for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive market requiring aggressive. 
immediate and effective management. The City must 
have professional management 1ha1 will maximize the 
use of its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center. now under construction. in which 
the City is investing over$ I 00 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee. and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities. including Brooks 
Hall. Civic Auditorium. and the new Moscone Con
vention Center. The Depar1men1 Manager will be ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights or all existing Civil Service 
Workers al Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is essential to assure that the City's valuable con
vention facilities arc operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor EdwClrcl Lm,•so11 

Endorsed by: 
Q11e111/11 Kopp. Supervisor 
Joh11 Moli11C1ri, Supervisor 
Louise Re11ne, Supervisor 
CC1rol Rw/r Sil,•er, Supervisor 
Doris WC1rd, Supervisor 
Ro,:er Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
Geor,:t• Christopher, Former Mayor 
Joh11 JJarha,:elC1tC1 
Gorc/011 Lau 
A lfrecl Ne Icier 
Rema/cl Pelosi 
Peter Tame1rc11· 
Thoma.,· Me/1011 
Le/mu/ Lc1:ar11s, Chairman Mayor's Select Committee 
Lo11is IJC1t111C1/e, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College 
Mt1r1•i11 Cardow 
Ri11aldo Ce1r111c1::i 
Iii/I Cll<'ster, Lahor C'onsu ltan t 
William Dauer, President Chamber of Co111merce 
Jes.,· E.1te1•a, Publisher Mabuhay Republic 
Jim ller111a11, President ILWU 
Mrs. Mcwli11 Lon· 
Cyril M,iw1i11 
Uoycl l'jliie[!.l!r, General Manager. Downtnwn Assnciation 
Leo11C1rd Rof!.er.1·, President Western Merchandise Mart 
A /bm SC111111e/s, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 

Proposilion C. lhe charier amendment lo consoliuale 
the City's convention f'acililies managemenl operations 
in one deparlmenl. is a step in the righl direction 
towarus eflicicncy and economy in government. 

Consolidation of' the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auuitorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective. efficient and economh:al operation of' 
these facilities and will enhanc~~ the City's allrac1ion 
as a convention and 1rade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities woulu be in a belier position to max
imize the use or these buildings through cooruinaled 
scheduling anu staff utilization. Convention anu lrade 
shows would be able to deal wilh a single man-

agemcnt and staff to cooruinate their ac1ivi1ics anu 
rec1uircments. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization or equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Auditor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as a caialyst 
for the generation or employment for ci1y residenls 
and for millions in local tax Jollars. Proposition C 
will ensure that these facilities can meel lhosl! expec
tations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by: 
S11pel'l'i.1·or Q11e11ti11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lm1!!,do11 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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FOUR ·PUBLIC HEAL TH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

Shall Director of Publlc Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com
munity health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospltal, all exempt 
from clvll service? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The director of public. 
health appoints th_e administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D wottld give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the adl}1inistrator of Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controlier J_ohn C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
. PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fuce 
IYl'e; deletions arc indicated by ((double parcnthe
-~es)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing. Reul Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; and 
Coroner's Office. 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
pow~~s \111~ l_lu~ies of of~cers and ~mployees char&e~ ~ilh 
spec1hc Junsd1ct1on thcreol, shall subject lo the prov1s1ons of 
section 11.102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of GovernmcnHtl Services:. which. shall_ include_ 
the functions and personnel of the 01t1ces ol registrar ol 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
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ground and experience. A person with civil service 
status· appointed' to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the director of public health 10 have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the director of public health to have the 
power lo appoint three deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist, 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11). 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrntor shall appoint and at his pleasure 

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneY,s _as may be provided by the budget and an-
nual appropnallon ordmance. · 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of' the bureau of supplies, · the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold oflice at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the ri&ht-of-way agent and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium. 

(Co111i1111ed 011 PaKe 80) 



FOUR PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS tel 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment will not add any addi

tional positions, change any salaries, or increase any 
costs. 

The Department of Public Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. 

It is imperative that the Department have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and objec
tives of the Department, these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills •and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community. the Depart
ment. and the City at large. 

In other major City Departments, 
port, Public Utilities Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
tlexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department. this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Superi•isor John l. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
llt1rry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ellt1 I/ill Jl11tch, S11pervisor 
Nancy G. Wt1/ker, S11pervisor 
Doris Ward, S11per1•i.wr 
Roxer Bor1s, CA 0 
Dr. Mer~1•n Si/vem1t1n, Director of Ilea/th 
Patricit1 M. Fong, Member, Comm11nlty Advisory Board, SFGII -

Affirmmive Action Oj)icer WBSIIA Governing Body 
Enola M. Mt1xwt'II, Ex-Direc/rJr Potrero Ifill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wt1dt1, E.tec11tive Director Buchanan YMCA 
MC1rl(arete Co111wl/1• 
Felix Al(ct1oili, M.b., Member Advisory Board, SFGII 
Sllirle1•Jones Rhode.,·, Exec11til'e Director S.F. Medical Ctmer 

011ipatient lmprm•enw/11 Prol(rt1111.r, Inc. 
Vert/ M. 8/11e 
Enrica A. Zabala, Board of Directors, S, F. M t'Clict1l Ce/lier 

0111pt1tie111 lmproveme111 Progmms, Inc. 
Arthur Lmlwn, Chairman, MentCII llet1lth Advisory Board 
Elizabeth JJ. Denebeim, Co1111111111i1y Me111al 1/ealth Advisory 

/Jot1rd Member 
Thomas J. Mellon, Fortner CA 0 
1-~A. Sor~1•, M.D .. Chancellor, Uniloer.rity ofCC1lifornia S.F. 
Thomas W. G11:rn, Director, 1'11b/ic Service Progrt1111s 
11.JJ, Fair(,•, M.D., Unil'ersilyofCaliforniaS.F. Associtlle 

Deem, SFG/1 
Dont1ld L. Fink, M.D., Chief. Meclicci/ StCI/J SFGJI 
Selig Gellert, M. D, 
J11dge Dorothy Vcm Beroldingen 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
November. But this one is worse. Voters recognized 
then, as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measure 10 the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defeated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Mar!!.aret Q. Warren 
Paul .Joseph La11!!,do11 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of the authors and havo not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC HEAL TH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospltal appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll service status for present 
holders of said positions? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Ccmmittee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the. administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or · 
a qualified hospital administr11tor. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provisions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions would be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They, would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on "E" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: · 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed'. in my opinion. i11 and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-focc 
· type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren

theses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; 
and Coroner's Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees char~ed with 
specific jurisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
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persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators. 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On March 3 the· Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO). 

may remove 1111 attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attomeY,S .as mny be provided by the budget and an
nual approprmuon ordmance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur
ch,as_er of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
m1111strut1ve officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol the office of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also_ th~ control, management and leasmg of the exposition 
audllonum. 
. Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
lun.cllons and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
wl11ch shall . be III charge of and administered by the direc
tor ?f. pu~llc works, who shall be appointed by the chief 
adm1n1strat1ve officer and shall hold office nt his pleasure. 

(Co111i1111edo11 Page Bl) 



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco General Hospital is an important 
com·munity resource. Past administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them· 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 

· of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one · of the City's 
most important resources. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
Supervisor John l. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
Harry G. Brill, Supervbor 
Ella Hill ll11tclr, Supervisor 
Nancy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, Supervisor 

Rogt•r Bocis, CAO 
Dr. Mem'II Si/ver111a11, Director of Heu Ith 
Patricia M. Fo11g, Member, Community Advi~ory Board, SFGH -

Allirmative Action Officer, WDHSA Governing Dody 
Enola M. Me1xwell, Ex-Director Polrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wat/11, Executive Director Duchunun YMCA 
Mt1rg11rete Con110/(1• 
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board, SFGI-I 
Slrirle1•J1mes Rhotl,•s, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Oulpatieni Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enrica A. Za/111la, Board of Directors, S.1=. Medical ·center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arthur /,111/1C111, Chairman, Menial Health Advisory lloard 
Eliwbetlr 8. Denebeim, Community Mental Health 

Allvisory lloard Mcmher 
Tlwm11.1· J. Mellon, Former CAO 
f:A. Soc~••• M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F. 
Thom11.1· W. Gi1:n1, Director, Puhlic Service Programs 
11.B. l-i1ir/1•, M.D., University ol' California S.F. 

Associate Dean. SFG 1-1 
D01111/tl L Fi11k, M.D., Chief, Medicul StaffSFGl·I 
Selig Gellert, M. D. 
Judge Dorothy Von /Jeroltli11ge11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E wan_t to give the 

administrator of San Francisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and lire an unlimited number of 
deputy and assistant administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrat.or, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and, you can be sure, 
all highly paid. . 

In the past two years. more than 10 new positions 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have been created in the 
Public -Health Department. Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under allack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year. the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation of $1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system. the Health Department should make 11 

greater effort to·clean up its own act. 

Submi11cd by: 
S11pen•i.1·or Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lm1Kdo11 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 

Workers. are needed at the poll■ in many 
San Franci■co neighborhood1. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

So noco■itan trabajadoro■ on lae urnae oloctoraloa 
do mucho• barrio• on San Franci1co. Pre1entoH 

ahora on ol cuarto 155 dol City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK ·SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers· and members of fire fighting companies, e~cept arson 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except In case· of a conflagration, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not • 
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee. 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
rnembers of the San Francisco Fire Department 
may work no more than 14 hours in a shift and no 
more than 48.7 hours in a week. except -in. cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift. which was passed by 
the voters in 1975. has never been put into effect 
because of court litigation. Firelightcm and officers 
now work 24-hour shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter and set 24-hour work shifts for. firelighters 

Controller's Statement on "F" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would neither increase nor de
crease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions. arc indicated by bold-fllce 
type: deletions arc indicntcd by ((double paren-

, · theses)). . 

8.452 Fire Department 

The chief or department shall recommend and the lire 
commission shall provide by rule for work schedules or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the 
several ranks of the tire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for 
such oflicers and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duty estubllshed for officers und members usslgned 
to the tire fighting compunies und firelighting units excepting 
the nrson hnestlgution unit, shull sturt ut eight o'clock A.M. 
((No tour of duly shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
or an emergency rcl(Uiring the men1hers of the department 
to remain on duly beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall he required to work more than lwcnty-l'our 
consecutive hours except in case or a conflagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden und unexpected emergency of 
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and officers. The 48.7 hour work week would 
remain in effect. except in cases of sudden, unex
pected. and 'temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
San Francisco firelighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts. for no more than 48.7 hours a week. · 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want San 
Francisco firefighters and officers to _work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. , 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 F" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted '9-2 on 

the question of placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

11 tempornry nature requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty oflicers and members of the uniformed 
force or the department. Officers. and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as lime in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the limitation of 48,7 hours in nny 
nomml work week nor lwenty-four consecutive hours, Each 
such otlicer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one (I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such officer or member shall work 
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may al the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said oflicer or member as set forth 

. (Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 82) 



FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important part of our fire

fighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the firefighters, and the conditions under which a_n 
!!mergency may be declared. · The Proposition itself is 
lengthy, but the issues are simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the same highly successful 
work schedules that the Fire 'Department has been us
ing for more than twenty years. and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent quality of fire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who arc responsibilc for administering and 
managing the Department arc asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guagc in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-ritotivatcd firelighting organization is 
maintained at its present level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire Department administrators the 
tools necessary to continue providing excellent fire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
Jle11ry E. l~emu111. President 
Fire Commission. 
111,mita Del Carlo 
Fire Commissioner. 
Robef/ Nicco . 
Fire Commissioner. 

C11r1is McC/ai11 
Vice President 
Fire Commission 
Amie S. llml'lle11 
Fire Commissioner. 
Anclrew C. Cmper 
Chief of Depart men I 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to · eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers, 
and the fire fighters. 

As. of this date. almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerful political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors and autho'rs of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein
stein's. Morris Bernstein. and. al the recommendation 
of former fire Chief William Murray. A check of' the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have flip 
flopped and arc in support of this repeal of their law. 
Are they being honest or arc they following the well 
travelled path of expediency'? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still valid. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Department. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go 

lo light 11rcs. 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a position 

will not have lo be covered for a full 24 lwurs when 
a man is off. 

6. Temporary "move-up" costs. too. will be reduced. 
Now, if a captain is absent. his slot is tilled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· al captain's pay. But 
the lieutenant's job then has 10 be lillcd through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firefighting by commuters will he reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of 100 miles. 

8. Moo1iligh1ing by firemen will he reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari h,ivc played the same game 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They 
ignore it. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers 
over 100 million dollars just this year. 

John .I. !Jarhagelata 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon.chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal · faced by 

the people of San Francisco. 
In 1975, you, the voters, amended the Charter to 

delete a detail, which should not have been in the 
Charter in the first place. that required all work shifts 
for firefighters to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president of the Fire ,Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (n<;>w Mayor) Dianne. 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, · and Supervisor John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioner Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that t.he change in working hours would reduce fa. 
tigue in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It Wi\S also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The· voters. agreed with Mayor Ft!instein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 

· Charter amendment was passed. 
Subsequently. there was placed a Charter amend

ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48.7 
hours. at a , time when most other fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because of the nature of firelighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firefighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours to 48.7 hours 
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs per 
year for the San Francisco· Fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48.7 work week. with the recom
mendation of all member& of ihe Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work 
shift. 

Now. the proponents want to reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in , the Charter. But 
there is . no willingness on their part to accept any 
change in the , work week - not even to base the 
work week on that of other California fire depart
ments upon which San, Francisco firelighters' salaries 
are based. All of those cities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and shifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place .. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have flexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal, and the taxpa~ers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Q11e111in L. Kopp 

Argumentl printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and'have not been checked for accuracy by any official cigoncy, 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
of Supervlson become members of the Health Service System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city employees are 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary. or other coverage. Tem
porary employees are not eligible. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors the 
power to admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller's Statement on "H" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition H: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application 10 future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 
the maximum amount of which could be $3.765.000. 

"But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend
ment to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length of service required. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' H'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 

the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Di.st. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

2 

~ 

Q- -1, 
_,... ,,,, i' 

THE VOTOMATIC Stap 1 U1lnu both hando, insorl tho bollot curd oil tho woy into tho Votomotic. 
Stop 2 Bu nuro tho two oloto in tho ond al your cord lit down (!Vlr th• two rod plnI, 
Stap 3 To voto, hold tho voting inntrumont 1traluh1 up, Punch llr■luht through tho bollot card tor tho 
condidotun al your choico. Oo not u•o pan or pone\\, 
Stop 4 Voto oil poona, 
Stop 6 Allor voting, romovo tho ballot cord horn tho vatomotic, 
NOTE: II you moko n mistoko roturn vour bollot cord ond obtain onothor. 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term, 

temporary employees to receive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5.000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years and receive no health care 
benefits or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such em
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before they can 
qualify for health service. and will allow the Board to 
grant healtli benefits without retirement benefits. 

The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees. 
This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Wllrd 
E/111 Hill Hutch 
1/"rry Br/11 
Peter A.1·he 
TomSclln/011 

Keith Eic/11111111 
Leroy King 
P11t J(lckson 
Bill Kmu.1· 
Bill M11/le11 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Kellmey 
V/11ce Courtney 
Bill llrfllllev 
Carol Rutli Silver 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city 
employees health service benefits. But this measure 
raises two other questions. 

First. why does San ·Francisco have so •many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 in a workforce of 
28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5,000 temporary 
city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a committee or the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees arc hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees, not just those with a "min
imum" number of years employnient. 

Second, how can ihe City afford the costs of this 
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44,50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765,000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114.000,000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately. this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time. 

Another proposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendm~nt allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The ei11ployees would save money by joining 
the City's system. as opposed to paying for individual 
health plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Que111i11 l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph la11[!,do11 
Mar!{aret Q. Warren 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authon and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 
NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fucc 

type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. 

A health service system is hereby established as a depart· 
ment or the city and county government and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
mclusivc. Said system shall he administered by a board to 
be known as the health service hoard. The members of the 
system shall consist or all permanent employees, which shall 
include onicers of the city and county, or the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), 1111d 11II tcmporury employees with 
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more th11n such period of continuous service 11s sh11II be de
tennlm.'d by the Do11rd of Supervisors by ordlnnnce. Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching of any recop• 
nized religious sect, denomination or organization and, 111 
accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for 
healing upon prayers in the practice of religion shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service board an affidavit stating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall have the power to exempt 
any person whose annual compensation exeeds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise has provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The henlth service bonrd shall lune the 
power to exem11t nny person whose compens11tlon exceeds the 
nmount deeml'tl sufficient for self coverage 11111I 1111y person 
who otherwise hns provided for 11de11unte medic11I cure. 



SUPERVISORS' HEAL TH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys-
Mm? . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 
Health Service system. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
lo join the Health Service System, 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors to become members of the city Heatth Service 
system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors lo be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

Controller's Statement on ''I'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

How Supervisors Voted on "I" 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
I I). 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 

~ 

./J>:t!, Workers are needed at the polls 

-~ on election day 

1 - Inspector 3 -Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF. PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON ·PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members 

of the Board of Supervisors to have the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay lo 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors arc 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervisors consider their work to be a full
time job, despite the low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
penalized ·because they do not have another outside 
job which provides health care benefits. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Argumont1 printed on this pago are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I • 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
lype, 

8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supervisors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of St.-ctlon 8.420 of this 
eh11rter or any other provision of this charier to the con
trary, members of lhe board of supervisors shall be members 
of the San Francisco City and County Hcullh Service Sys
tcp1. · 

Worker• are needed al the poll• In many 
San Francl1co nelghborhood1. 

Apply now In room 155, City Hall 

Se nece1itan trabajadortI •n lat urnaa electoral•• 
de muchoI barrio, en San Franci1eo. Pr ... nteH 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle,. Examiner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 



PROPOSITION J 
Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors al $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a year. • 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent of the mayor's salary. 

Controller's Statement on II J" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80,000." · 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be$ I 5,677.50. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain al $9600 u year. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' J'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES-

I ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
\'.OTE YES ON PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustment for the Board of Super
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time. with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 
will buy $3.924 worth of 1980 goods ,ind services. 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay at 25W of the 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and 'fair. The proposed 
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does 
make it possible for people who are not independent
ly rich - ,who have to support themselves by working 
- to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" approach to settling Supervisors' 
salaries has important advantages: I) it was estab
lished as a reform measure · to eliminate political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary selling for 
other catcgories of city . workers. This ar,proach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has hi1d no salary in
crease - since the year Ninetecn Hundred Sixty-live 
( 1965). No other San Francisco county administrator, 
elected official. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient. can say the same. 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties. where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13,524 in Solano County. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors lo 
devote increasing time to maintain outside sources of 
income, while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties. 

No one's salary is keeping up. But where would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submitted by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors arc not paid a fair 
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

Ct1rol lfoth Si/1w 
Dori.I' M. Word 
Nt111c1• G. Walker 
Jo/111.L. Mo/i1111ri 
l:llci //ill l/11tch 
/lam· G. /Jrill 
IJ011 ·11,mm:1• 
D<'iwml, R. iiohrl'r 
/'risci//11 A h•.rnml,•r 
D .. I. Sm•igro 
/:.'ni· Cra1•,·11 
Rich I lrl1·,·.1· 

l.ydill S.' St111 Filippo 
C11roil'II R,•1'/11• 
l.illiri11 Sing . 
T<'rrt'II<'<' /fr,111 
Willi11m 11;11,ll,·1· 

Jw1w.1· /\fic/w,•/Atoort• 
Rich11rd M11rti11 Scl,/11ckm1111 
Timothy R. Wo!fi'l'o 

Bri1cl' Gora11.1·"11 
M11rk Forn•st,•r 
Thl'/11w Ct11'11111111gh 
Gordon A mwro11g 
Ooh L11ri<' 
JJar/wra A 1111110 
D11vid Foll'fl'r 
Aficlwt'/Clu111 
A 11</r,•11· C. C11spt•r 
.lrmic<' Miri/iit1111i 
C,·cil Wilfic1111s 
Ec/1111rclo S,111c/,m1( 
/Job /J11.1·tt1m<'IIIL' 
Ftt•cl M11rti11 
Chuck /Jnw 
Wi111t•r Ji11mi/1011 
W111/11n• Stokes 
S11111Smith 
lll'c/ Kom1111 
Jol,11 Squire 

Jo1111 M. Graf/' 
Li11col11 Chu 
A11tho111•J, Taor111i1111 
Artl111rR. Si<'gl 
D011 JJ. Katl'.I', Jr, 
Jon Km!fimm 
John r•:111ck "J 1i'1tjillo 
U11da l'ost 
Vi11c,•111 ,/t1111l'.1· Co11rt11,•1· 
E1•,•fr11 Wi/so11 · 
Lmi1•Ki11g 
J<'}f/Jrow11 
'frm• lll'c/111011c/ 
Kl'iih Eichm1111 
/Jill Kraus 
/Jill M11ll<'II 
Tim Two111t•1· 
,/01111 /Ji/I{}/,' 
Ma11r11 Kl'11iei· 

.111111<'.I' Cor<'1: l111.1·ch 
/'eta Ashl' · 

/'11111• Pmto 
lfrri,11111 Gt1lll'gos 
}'111 J11ckso11 
Carl Williams 
John J11cobs 
Me/1•i11 tee 
Jock Crowle1• 
//arold Yee· 
Grant M t•k,•11.1· 
}Job ll11rn• 
A111/)• Kt1tl<'II 
Riciwrcl Goldm1111 
William Coble111: 
11mm Udeck<'r 
J;tck.1·011 Schult: 
Jolin K,111fi11,111 
/'011111 C. ·Fiscal 
Arthur Morri,1· 
K,•1•i11 f'. Sfwlle1• 
A 111111 Darell'// · 
Rosalind Wolf 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agoncy. 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors to 
that or the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure arc trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of' City employees who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula." which is not dependent dn the good will 
of voters. 

There is no logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventh. 
since there are 11 Supervisors ·and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh or 

the City. In 1965, when salaries were iricreased. 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 
population has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965, the Supervisors had no personal ort1ce 
aides. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and stl!nographic aide. one each for each Super• 
visor. have been created. costing taxpayers $400.000 
per year in salaries and fringe benelits. 

The City is facing a dire linancial crisis. Depart• 
rncnts arc being forced to cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition J tlics in the !'ace of this 
reality and is the wrong idl!a al the wrong time. 

Submitted by: 
S11per11isor Q11e111i11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Lanxdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

2.100 Composition and Salary; Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven mcm bcrs 
elected by districts. Each member of the bourd shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) eq1111I 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the 11nn1111I gross salary p11ld 
to the m11yor, exclusive of benefits per ycur and each sluill 
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum 
offivc thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977, and continuing thereafter until new districts arc 
established as hereinafter sci forth, such districts shall 
be used for the election or recall of the members of 
the board of supervisors. and for filling any vacancy 
in the office of member of the board or supervisors 
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis• 
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redistricting as herein provided shall opcr• 
ate 1c1 aoolish or termirrnte the term or office of any 
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration or the term of oflicc for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supcrvisorial dis
tricts, as established herein, shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FfRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all or that portion or the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan 
Street; thence northerly along Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary Boulevard to 
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military 
Reservation: thence westerly and northwesterly along 
said boundary to the point of intl!rscction with the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean: thence westerly and 
southerly along said shoreline to the point or com
mencement. Unless specilicallv designated to the con
trary, all references to strl!ets. ano boulevards con
tained in the forc~oing description shall rl!fer to the 
center lines of said streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and coun1v com0 lc8d
mcncing al the point or intersection or tfie shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and thi: southL'f!l ,rnd southwes
tern houn<larv of tlie Presidio United Stares Military 
Reservation: 'thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary to the point of intersection with Ar
gudlo Boulevard; thence southerly along Argui:llo 
Boulevard lo Geary Boulevard; thcnce easterly along 
Geary Boulevard to Stanyan Street: thcnce southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street: thence l!astcrly 

(Co111i1111ed 011 PaJ:e H2) 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
- PROPOSITION K 

Shall dlsablllty leavo1, dl1ablllty retirement• or death allowance• be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under · contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
procedures? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Requests of police officers. 
firelighters and certain other city employees for dis
ability leaves, disabiHty retirements, or death al
lowances are heard and determi.ned by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing officer to hear and determine requests for 

. -
Controller's Statement on "K" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt· 
ed. in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
gowrnment by approximately $25,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K . 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following· section be added 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face 
type. 

8.518 Hearing Officer 

Notwithstnnding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub
Sl'Ction (c) of Section 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8.516, 
8.547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, any application for disnbility leave, disability 
retirement, or death allownnce made pursunnt to said 
subsl'Ction of said sections of this charter shall be 
henrd by II qualified 1111d unbiased hearinw officer em
ployed under contr11ct by the retirement bo11rd and 
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement bmml. The retirement bonrd shall lune the 
power to estnblish mies setting forth the ,1m1lific11tions 
11nd selection procedure necessnry to 11p1,oint II q1111li
lied 11ml unbiased henring officer. Following public 
he11ring, the henring officer shl\11 determine whether 
such applicution sh11ll be gr1111tcd or tlenietl. 

All expenses rel11ti11g to processing and 11djudicating 
the above 111,1,tications, including but not limited to the 
cost of hearing officer, leg11l, investigative, 1111d court 
reporter services, shall be paitl from the compens11tion 
fund. 

At 1111y time within thirty (30) days 11fter the service 
of the henring officer's decision, the npplicnnt or 11ny 
40 

disability leaves. disability retirements, or death al
lowances. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' K'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawso!} (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
· (Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist, 3), Ella Hill 

Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other nffected p11rty, including the retirement system, 
mny petition the hearing officer for a rehenring upon 
one or more of the following grounds 1111d no other: 

11. Thnt the he11ring officer 11cted without or in 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision wns procured by frnud. 
c. Thnt the evidence does not justify the decision. 
ti. Thnt the petition has discovered new evidence 

m11teri11l to him, which he could not, with re11son-
11ble diligence, lune discovered and produced 11t 
the he11ring. 

U1mn the expiration of thirty (30) days 11fter the pe
tition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is 
granted, 1111011 the expiration of thirty (30) days 11fter 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the henring officer shall be final. Such final deci
sion sh11ll not be subject to amendment, inodific11tion 
or rescission by the retirement board, but shall be sub
ject to review by the retirement bo11rd only for the 
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
11nd such final decision shnll be deemed for 1111 pur
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 

The provisions of this section shall become 01,erative 
on October I, 1980. 



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979, This 
is far higher than any other California city. 

Di~ability claims for City employees· now are judged 
by a board of City employees and political appoin
tees. Board members who are City' employees must 
vote on disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions, 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfo'lio of 
investments totalling nearly $ I billion (they 'are em
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these invest111ents in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest
ments ~nd 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees, 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments. dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case, the hearing officer will hold a public hearing. · 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions . should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing ofliccr will be final. but subject to appeal to 
Superio.r Court. 

At present. the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees can appeal to the .courts if their applica
tions are denied, The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City (and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair. impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submiued by: 
S11perl'isor Q11e11ti11 Kopp 
Paul Joseph La11gdo11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board. It will. however. place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of government with an undeter
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is time that our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government. not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. 

True. pension costs for our municipal employees 
have been high. but you. the voter. substantially 
reduced those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pension system and reduced. by. great numbers. 
the amount of disability awards. The · Retirement 
Board. consisting of three city employees. three ap
poin'lees of the Mayor and the seventh, the President 
of the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is wo'rking 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to disallow a certain number or legitimate 
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured cm
ployee and will most ccrtainly be rcmedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense lo the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country providcs this type or proc1:ss, 
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award. The decision or one individual would certainly 
be repletc with all the natural bias inherent in anyon1: 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vole No on l'roposilion K. 

Michael S. llebe/ 
Attorney-at-Law 

' 

Ar9uments printed on this poge arc tho opinions of the. authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

41 



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST _PROPOSITION K 

The authors of the current Charter language 
governing the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced, just, and 
democratic representation of .the rightful parties at in
terest in the administration of the Retirement System. 
Employees, as the sole expresst.'CI beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own, while the City, unquestionably the major ben
efactor: , has always been provided the upper hand, 
with 4 representatives. Despite such a clear weighting 
against the employee, which City employees have never 
qut.-stiont.'tl or contested, appar~ntly the odds of 4 to 3 
arc not enough. 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
ficer, to serve at the pleasure and on the payroll of 
the City, a method unheard of elsewhere, and one 
which would be disavowed by professionals through-. . 

out the field of arbitration and. mediation, will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee to 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances. of their employment have injured or 
disa~led them for the remainder of their lives. 

The review of compensation for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of' a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma-

. nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION "K". 

Submillcd by 
William F. 'Kidd 
Former Trustee, S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're at it again! 

The bureaucrats. never content with less government 
interference. want to add yet another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form pf a hearing officer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. 

· This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the 
voters in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is . comprised of seven 
members: one sLipervisor. three employee~ of the sys
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire
ment board actions arc taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather thari one individual. In fact. if any vote 
results in a tie, the applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
are already being protected. 

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer. staff and overhead. are expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Office space, staff, equipment, 
health benefits. vacation pay. all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of. The present retirement board 
serves without any p,1y or other costs to the city. 
Proposition K is expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an ·appeal process only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

It just makes no sense. Vote No on Proposition K. 

Conmiillce For A Sound Retircn1ent System 
Leon Bruschera 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and havo not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Franci1co neighborhood,. 
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1¢ GAS TAX 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall ttie Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordin
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Publlc Utllltles Code Sections 99500 th,ough 99509, Impos
ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of 
compres-ed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of San Francls~o? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state· governments. The, state Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel, 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be used only for public transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks the voters if the city and county 
should add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on '' L" , 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved, in my opinion, in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However, this proposed amendment would prepare the 
way. for approximately $2,550,000 in additional revenues 
to the City and County of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every 100 feet of compressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that. is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES VOTE; MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city ancl county to add a tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want San Francisco to add a tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on "L" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed U1wson (Dist. I). LouisJ Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari ( Dist. 3 ). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist: 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
1-loranzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present rntcd No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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14 GAS TAX. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION.L 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis
pensable function of city government. Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of. 
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600,000 
rides a day· are logged on the Muni. So, too, arc the 
costs of public transit increasing tremendously in San 
Francisco. Public policy, nationally. as well as in San 
Francisco, has placed public transit in a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that · 
public policy is . the principle of encouraging use of 
public transit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Since 1977, the California Public Utilities Code hns 

allowed any cou~ty -by vote of its people to add a 
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for our 

· Municipal Railway and· help keep Muni fares 'from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 
the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e11ti11 Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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It's not 
too late 

It's not too late to help your community 
get the funds it needs. 

It's not too late to answer the Census. 

\\e're counting on you. 
AllS\Wr the Census. 

Census figures are used to 
determine the number of 
seats for your State ·in the 
House of Representatives ... 
And how $50 billion is going 
to be spent each year for 
social services and public 
works including: 
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1\ Ct•l\t-.llS 

q11t 1!ilHlllll,IIH 1 
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M,11rh ~8 

M,11111 h.irl< 
tnd1w. Tlw,p\ 
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t1UI rmnph•tL•\y. 
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nlllf1de1111,1I. 

Th,1nl1 you. 

W1frc countln!,\oll ,·1111. 
Answcrlhcccnshs. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal rallway fares 
be deleted? • 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran
cisco cable car line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public UtHities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

Controller's Statement on 11M" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could prepare the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the amount of which. be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action. cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated by ((double par
entheses)) 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi
sions, limitations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and 
truck~; to permit two or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different management to use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rer.air oi• the tracks and appurtenances used by the said 
railways jointly for such number of blocks consecutively. not 
e11cecdin$ ten blocks; to regulate rates of speed and propose 
such ordmanccs to the board of supervisors as arc necessary 
to protect the public from danger or inconvenience in the 
o·peration of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
e11clusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, 
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess
ment upon private property for such construction or acquisi
tion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want cable car fares to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11M" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted I 1-0 
on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. 3 ), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy · (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

different management may use such tunnel, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for live consecutive 
blocks approaching each end thereof, each nrnnagement pay
ing an equal portion of the expense for the construction, 
maintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 
used by said railways jointly. The city and county in the 
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or viaduct either singly or jointly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case of joint use of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the e11pensc for the construction, maintenance and repairs of 
the trucks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets: 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street to Columbus Avenue; thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor 
Streets along 1 aylor Street to Columbus Avenue: thence 

-
(Co111i1111ed 011 Pa!{l! 84) 
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'I CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M . 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For 50 cents, tour
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world. 

It's a bargain for tourists. but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers. 

The Charter now prohibits the Public Utilities Com~ 
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for cable cars. 

~hy should taxpayers subsidize thi: pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be raised lo $1.00. and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year. 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward me·eting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox income neces
sary to receive stale matching funds. At present. the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenger fares. 

S,in Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car pass, which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Sub1i1illcd by: 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisors Donald Horan:y 

Carol Ruth Sill'er 
Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit lines who depend upon them 
to go Downtown. MUNI is one system. Why single 
out these lines and not those with higher subsidies? 

2. It taxes tourists and residents alike. If the objec
tive is to soak tourists and not residents, a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels, not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In fact. MUNl's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. 

4. It is based on the false assumption that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal business. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jcopardiz1: 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc bas1:d 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6. It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines, With their deficits. these buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to flow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present 
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other 
lines, perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

7. Cable cars were saved by San Francisco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them 
up as a fake. an expensive gimmick run for the ben
efit of the tourist industry. 

Vote NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakcry. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel K/11ss111a1111, Chair 
The Cable Car Commille1: 

Argumcmt1 printed on this pogo aro tho opinions of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable car fores. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also slick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars are used by many San 
Franciscans for their basic transportation and not 
everyone has a foslpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans lo issue _special weekly 
cable car passes for residents. which wouldn't help the 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater 
percentage of expenses from rares than most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fore will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

Norman Rolje 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car lo 
work or shop. The Cable Cars are an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out to cost twice 11s much as any other public Iran-

sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen. 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agancy. 

Is your voting place at the top of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. 



AIRPORT REVENU~ FUND 
PROPOSITION N 

Shall 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a lesser percent as the Board of Supervisors shall 
e1tabllsh by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City's In• 
vestment In the airport? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: All the airport revenues arc 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot . be used for other city · 
purposes. 

Tl-IE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would change the 
charter to use up to 25% of the airport's income 
from nlm-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue from airline sources would still be used • only for the airport. 

Controller's Statement on "N" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the liscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt· 
ed. in my opinjon, in and of itself, it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
from the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty• 
live percent (25~{) of the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon liscal year 1980-81 projections. this could. amount 
to approximately $9.000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Addition~ or substitutions arc indicated by bold face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and fiscal prov1s1ons of this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and countr treasury to be known as the "Air110rts 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund sha I he 
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall he exempt lrorn sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Separate accounts shall be 
kept with respect 10 receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be ·appropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining lo the financing, 
48 

A \'ES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
some of the money that is earned by the airport to 
be used for general city purposes. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 N'' 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

maintenance and operation of airports and related facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 
in accordance with the following priority: (I) the payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
reluted facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges and 
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
tablish or the bourd of supervisors may require with respect 
to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds created to secure revenue bonds hereafter issued by 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled 
by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required by any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, reul 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services, San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing, not one penny to the City's gen
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cos~ to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for our -treasury-dollars which ure 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines. not the people of San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Ro,:er Boas 
Chief Administrative Otlicer 
A11drew Ctl!iper 
Fire Chief 
Sam D11ca 
Assessor 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okm11010 
Director, Planning 
Jelfl.J!e 
Director. Public Works 
John Walsh 
General Manager. Civil Service 
John Fr,1111: 
City Librarian 
Mike lle1111e.1.1e1• 
Sheriff · 

Comel/11.1· M11rphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smilh 
Dhtricr Allorncy 
lt1/llm11·11 
Public Defender 
M,•r1•1•11 Sifrer111a11 
Director. Public llealrh 
Richard l/e<11/I 
Director. Airport 
Tom Mallol' 
Director, tiecreation & Park 
Wilbur llt1111ilto11 
Redevelopment Agency 
/:'tlll'ill S,mjit'/tl 
Director. Soci;il Service, 
Arth11r C. Tc1111owJr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Waller l/oatlt.·1· 
V.P .. flank or America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vole YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cu ts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (.hotel tax): 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-prolit garage revenue). 

.Vote YES, N through S. 

Vi11ce Co11rt111•1· 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A,;sociation, Local 400 
Keith /:'ick111a11 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J. Jc1ckso11 
lnlcrnational Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.IJ. Mar1i11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge I 305 
/Job McD01111<•/I 
Laborers, Local 261 
Timothy J. 1'11'0111,:1· 
lntcrnalional Vice President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page aro the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPOR·T .REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 
Proposition N would allow the: City to take advan

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charges the following year .. 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
funds· from non-airline revenues into the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from 
car rental agencies, food and magazine concessions 
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner qf such a large and 
profitable piece of property. San Mateo County 
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way. • 

Proposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put money into the General Fund 
where it can be used · to maintain· Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and_ other essential City services. 

Political leaders arc being told to cut costs and be 
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pense. 

Vote Yes on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Don 1/oranzy 
Supervisor John Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism. organized labor, the airlines 
and. ultimately. the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of Siin Francisco airline workers already 
have been laid oil More unemployment will result if 
Proposition N is impleniented. The modernization and 
rcplacemenl program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted. resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent. of recent mandates for government 10 lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to continue "business as usual." 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San 
Francisco's tourism. the city's number one revenue 
and job producer. with escalating costs al the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities. 

For the past seven years. cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by the airlines - at no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the airlines' ability and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer. 

The airlines already pay $2 million per year to the 
City. $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes. and 
their landing fees have never been reduced and arc 
now among the highest in the U.S. 

Furthermore. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility of the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

Wil/it1111 t.~ Rrn11 
California Pi1hlic Alfairs Coordinator 
Air Transporl Assoda1ion or America 
Gre/iory I'. llur.1·1 
Vice Presidcnl - P11htic Affairs 
San Francisco Chamber ol'Commerce 
Llr~1·tl A. l'./lue/ier 
Genernl Manatcr 
()ownlown Association San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this pago aro tho opinions of rho authors and havo not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

50 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER .WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

~*# J!ttfB7t § ffl o 



HOTEL TAX 
PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended· by lmpo1lng an additional tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotel• In the City and County of San Fran• 
clsco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: People who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of 
8%. The 111oncy from this tax docs not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.75q; 
surcharge to the existing 8\'/ hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition O: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5.000.000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 7. OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC· 
TION 502.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM ( 1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX. SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City und County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill. Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5 
thereto reading as follows; 

Section 502.5 Imposition of II one 1111d three-fourths per
ccntmn (1.75%) s11rcl111rge, There shall be an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percentu111 ( I .75~,) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest roo111s in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on and after July I. 1980. 

When rent is paid. charged. billed or falls due on either 
a weekly. monthly or other term basis. the rent so paid. 
charged, billed or flllling due shall be subject to the tax of 
eight pcrcentum (8~i) herein imposed lo the extent that it 

money from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to be raised from 8% to 
9.75'¼ and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at s~;. 

How Supervisors Voted on 110" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker' (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of eight P.ercentum (8%) herein plus the 11mount 
of surcharge imposeil to the extent that it covers any por
tion of tlie period on and aflc:r July I, 1980, and such 
payment. charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on 
the basis of the ratio of the number of days fulling within 
said periods to the total number of days covered thereby. 
Where any tax has been paid hereunder UJ'On any rent 
without any righ~ of occupancy therefor, the Tux Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge ta>\ so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adotting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County o San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
wuy curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may el\er
cise as to the subject mutter of this ordinance. including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of ta>\ution or surcharge. 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge. eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or delining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

San Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition· "O" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come to stay with us for short periods 
of time. not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "O" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential ~ity services. 

Vote ~es on Proposition "O". 

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish• to maintain police and lire protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind of health. library and re
creational services which we believe ,.the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0" . .. 

Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 
the City budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable. day-to-
day services. · 

Proposition "O" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is an inte
gral part of a total. revenue program. Proposition "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. It deserves your support. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "O". The business community. including the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support Proposition "O". 
A vote for "0" is a vote to save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "0". 

Dianne Feinstei11 
Mayor 

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
A11drell' Ccuper, Fire Chief 
S11111 D11c11, Assessor 
Jol,11 Fra/1/z, City Librarian 
Arthur T11/lloll', Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
W11/1er l/011dley, V.P .. Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police. fire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and civic leaders. as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

Constantly increasing inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13. leaves the City's buying power crip
pled and its revenue resources reduced al the same 
time. 

Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta
ken to cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no 
way can the City escape the need for additional 
l'C\'ellUe. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay. because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submilted by Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 

John C. Moli1111ri 
l/11m•G. Brill 
D011 -,lor1111z1• 
N1111cy G. JYt1/ker 
Doris M. Wllrd 
E/111 I/ill l/111clt 
Eclll'artl Le111•sm1 
Endorsed by: San Fruncisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the existing 8'J. hotel tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
· funds for libraries. parks. police. lire. health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry docs not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people arc help· 
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 

Bruce M. Co11•a11, Allorne)' 
lre11e Yo1111g, Jordan Park , 
A1111e Bloomfield, Pacific Heights 
Berl Schw11r:sc/1i/1/, Eu~eka Valley 
Bmtrice l11ws, Haight Ashhury 
faoeln1 L Wi/s011, Parkside 
Jerome Viii/, Bernal Heights 
,11111 Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
C11r/011e M11eck, Pucilic Heights 
Willit1111 S. C/11rk, Cow Hollo11· 
R111h Gr1ll'llllis, Glen Park 

Jude P. Laspa, Eureka Valley 
Dorice l\lurphy. Eureka Valley 
Els11 Str11i[!ht, Eureka Valley 
Fre,Jerick /lrother.1·, Upper Mark et 
Tobi· L,•1•i11,•, Mission District 
Emili• Bour, Twin Peaks 
Pat ilelt,,11, llernal lleights 
ll't1lt,•r Park, Duhoce Triangle 
Steph,•11 Stra/1011, Diamond I-I eights 
J11a11ita Rm·1•11, Monterey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way 9r another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City Al· 
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical servic'es - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by _cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is ~ sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a ~arefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
businc·ss, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hot~! tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business lax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue), 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt11e1•, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickma11, President, ILWU Warehouse Union Nn, 6 
/\11111ieJ, Jackso11, International Vice President, International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Marti11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists. t.,,dgc 1305 
Bob McDmme/1, Laborers, Local 261 
TimothyJ, Twomey, International Vice President. Servi<:e Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 
PJOPOSITION P 

Shall the ba1lc co1t of the Retirement Sy1tem be funded over the average working llfe 
of the member■ and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 · year■? 

Analysis 
~y Ballot. Simplification Committee 

THE. WAY IT IS NOW: Each year the city con
tributes a certain amount of money into a rctirr.
ment fund for city employees. The amount is based. 
in part on the average number of years employees 
worlc for the city before retirement. . 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city 

• 

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want to 
change the number of years the city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. · 

A NO VOTE M~ANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system . 

Controller's Statement on "P" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt

ed. in my opinion, it would not in and of itself create 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. the ' 
Retirement Board l1as determined that the unfunded 
liabilities whicli arc not provided from the normal con
tribution rates arc ·paid through a. schedule of declining 
payments over the average working· · career of the 
members and iuch payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should th c Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries, 
the annual payments will be made according to the 
following schcdule·of contributions: 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison of City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Ycar Method vs. Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Year Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

I $ 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

61.1 
64.4 
67.5 
70.4 
72.9 
75.1 
77.3 
79,7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82,9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 
69.6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
(15.4) 

(9.8) 
(4.6) 

. 3 
5.1 

10.1 

Year 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20:vcar EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction)-
Estimatcd Annual Estimated Annuul lncreuse in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annuul Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (ip millions) 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56. I 39.0 
98,0 54.1 43.9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
103.9 50.4 53.5 
107.1 48.6, 58.5 
110.3 46.9 63.4 
113.6 45.2 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
This 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 , (32.7) 
· 31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3.1) 

30 Liability is 
31 paid off 

- 32 after 
33 ( 11:~~~h) 20 Y cars 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $ I. 732.8 
"' Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at (ii);. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6':'i 

per year to 39; over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3~; per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the active employee group remains stable 
year to year." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P . 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations arc being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay one fourteenth 
of the declining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P docs i:; to allow us to 
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After 
these 20 years we arc rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years. thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal docs not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Wcll
ri1anagcd corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation, we should make this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger BocL\', Chief Administrative Onicer 
A11clrew Ccuper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklc1r, Director, Public U1ili1ies 
Rai Okc1111oto, Director. Planning 
Jejf lee, Dircc1or, Public Works 
John 1Ve1/s/1, General Manager. Civil Service 
Joh11 Frtmtz, City Librarian 
Mike l/e11nessey, Sheriff 
Comeliru Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, Dislrict Auorney 
Jejf Brown, Public Defender 
Merv► •n Silvermmr, Director. Public Health 
Rich;ml lie<11h, D.irector, Airport 
Tom Ma/101•, Director, Recrea1ion & Park 
Wi/lmr llai11ilto11, Redevelopmen1 Agency 
Tu111• Taormilla, Porl Commission 
Eel,;,;,, Sarsjielcl, Direclor, Social Services 
A rt/111r Ta11ww, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
Walter l/0,ul/~1•, V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE YES ON P 
Proposition P would allow the City to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage of the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It takes advantage of 
the reduced costs toduy, at today's dollar value, and 
pays it off at a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important to know that the past debt as a 
whole does not change. nor arc benefits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay off th is kind of 

debt over periods of at least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wise business managers stretch theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

Su.bmiucd by: 
Supen•isor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supenisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nanq Walker 
Superl'isor Don llomn:y 
Supen•isor John L. M o/i11ari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not bocn checked for accuracy by any official 09ency. 
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RETIREMEN·T SYSTEM FUNDING 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial cr1s1s is. real and urgent. We 
can't make it go aw_ay by pretending it isn't there. 
We have, to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half "the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service 'departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the .budgets of _the City At 0 

torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services ,- and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. ·Fewer police, fewer lire• 
lighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the· deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanceµ package .. It 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive ~se of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It _seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - . all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); 'Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111ey, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associution, Locul 400 
Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No, 6 
Mallie). Jackson, lntcrnationul Vice President, lnternalional Ladies · 
Garment Workers Union 

· J.B. M<1r1i11, Arca Director, Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
/Job McD01l11elf, Business Representative 
Timothy). Twomey, lnlernmional Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE.NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33· 
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
linancial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in · 1980-81. will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on the ballot in November. 1976. 

At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System• 
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now. the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976, $97.8 million was' budgeted as : the 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the 
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At 
that time. the already formidable debt of the R_etire• 
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 
1 VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

After 20 years of this proposal the estimated 
cumulative payment will have been $1.749.340.000 as 
co,mpared to a cumulative payment or $1.333.999.000 
in 20 years under the present system. Thus. taxpayers 
would p~y about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under the current system. While in· fiscal year 
1980-81, they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million. they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed, there. will be an increase 
of $3. I million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon
ey will have to be added to the City budget every 
year thereafter. For example. in the 16th year after 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52.200.000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren would be paying larger 
amounts of money after the first year saving: and. 
make . no mistake about it. there is only a lirst year 
budget reduction; after that. the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Q11e11ti11 L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this pogo arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official ag~ncy, 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Buslne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to In• 
crease the rate of the buslne11 tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Cammittee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500. then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code lo approve the April I increases in the 
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on '' Q'' 

• 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16.850.000 to the City and County." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workera are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co nelghborhooda. 

Apply now In room 155, City Hall 

Se necHltan trabajadorH en IH urnaa 1l1ctoral01 
de mucho1 barrio, en San Franci1co. Pre16nte■e 

ahora on el cuarto 155 dol City Hall. 

creases to continue after July I. 1980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' Q'' 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the 
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to · consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one. 

This explains why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot; ii was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Brill. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari, Renne. Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the ballot the su pcrvisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. 1-loranzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPT.S TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Proposition Q will increase the gross payroll tax 
from I. I to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs. 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses categorically arc 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 million a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operate all libraries. more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for a 
year. 

Proposition Q is· part of a balapced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pcnsible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is that we have had an increase 
in total employment in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business. supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing lire. police and other services. 

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

RoKer Baa.1·, Chief Administrative Ollicer 
Andrew CcLvper, Fire Chief 
Sam D11c11, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okcmww, Director, Planning 
Jej)'Let•, Director, Public Works 
Jo/r11 Wa/j•h, General Manager, Civil Service 
Jo/r11 Fmmz, City Librarian 
Mike J/e1111e.1·.1·e1•, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murpltl', Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorney 
Jeff Brown, Public Defender . 
Meri•1•11 Si/1•emu111, Director, Public Health 
Rich;ml lle111h, Director. Airport 
Tom Ma/101•, Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur H11i11ilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
To111• Taormi11a, Port Commission 
Ecl1vi11 S11rsjie/cl, Director, Social Services 
Arthur Tatnow, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Walter f/011,l/ey, V.P., Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of 
support. for the Muni through new fares. Now busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the payroll tax from I. I~; to l.5~'E and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 
help offset the Muni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now 
they should help support our Muni. 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

Bruce M. Cowan 
lre11e Yo1111,: 
£1-e/1•11 L. Wilson 
Jerome Vail 
A1111e 8/oomjielcl 
Bert Sc/nwmschild 
A1111 Fo!ielher!/ 
William S, Clark 
R111h Gra1•,111i.1· 
Jude P, Lll.lJIII 
Dorice M11rphy 
E/j•a Strait 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobi• Le1•i11e 
Pa1'llelto11 
Walter Park 
Swpht•II Stra/1011 
Freel Wt1!/11er 

Allorney 
Jordun Purk 
Parkside 
Bern11I Heights 
Pucilic 1-!eights 
Eureka Valley 
Cow Hollow 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Markel 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights. 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Anza Vista 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of tho authors and hove not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q . 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the · cost of providing essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has weakened City 
buying power while Proposition 13 is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks. and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders. 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in cutting some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are 
required, Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
million to City resources and go far in maintaining• 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submitted by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne 
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Brill 
DonHoranzy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill Hutch 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending ii isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with ii is 10 slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical service's - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we co\tld make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition• N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11r111e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociation, Local 400 
Ke//h Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mattie J. Jackson 
lnterr111tional Vice President 
International Lndies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Mt1rti11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Ool,McD0111wlf 
llusiness Reprcsen111tivc 
Ti11wth1•J. T11·ome1• 
lntcrmitional Vice Presidenl 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 

The last time this proposal was on the ballot in 
November, 1978. it was defeated nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q · are the 
same today as they were in 1978. 

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax, and it injures businesses in 
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses th(lt 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco businesses at a competitive disad
vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65.000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and 
other types that . employed prim,ilrily blue collar 
workers. 

Proposition Q is a penalty on employers who must 
pay a tax every time they hice someone. This is the 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 

-. is there to create jobs in San Francisco. to initiate 
hiring· programs, to bring businesses into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today. practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate in San Francisco are giant cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q docs not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. Ii 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave government in 1978 - stop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART 111, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE 01\ INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-B OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL 
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11. 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part Ill. Municipal Code (Pay
roll Expense Tux Ordinance) is hereby amended by amend
ing Section 903 thereof to rend as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of P11yroll Ex111msc tax. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, lures, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, lo perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such lax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (I%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such pcr.;on; provided, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that porllon of payroll expense which is allributable to 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided further that the amount of such tax com-
60 

mcncing January I, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth ( I
I/10th%) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax 
shall be one und one-half ( I Wif,) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and onc
hulf (I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such person. 

The amount of such lax for Associations shall be one 
(I%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association, 
plus one (I%) percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax 
shall be levied only upon that portion of association dis
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which arc .allrihulablc to the 
City and County of San Francisco as sci forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
January I, 1977, shall be one and one-lenth ( 1-1 /1$0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association, plus one 
and one-tenth (1-1/10%) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary lo those having 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall he one and 
one-half 1'/2%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half (11/i')/.) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way of salary 10 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-

(Co111i1111ed 011 Pa~e 85) 



PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of a parking space In parking stations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent. to a total of 25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on ''R" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself: it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $4.350.000 lo the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE. ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF Tl-IE· PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO Tl-IE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained hy the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill. Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Sec. 602.5 Imposition of 11 lcn pcrecntum (IO%) surch11rgc. 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum ( I09/,) on 
the rent of every occupancy of parking space in a parking 
station in the City anil County of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total tax on the rent of every oc
cupancy after the effective date of this surcharge shall be 
twenty-live percent (25%.). 

When rent is paid. charged, billed or falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge an additional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: ff you vote no. you do not 
want the city 10 increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on "R" 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 

on the question of placing proposition R 011 the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry 
Brill (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Don 
1-loranzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO). 

a weekly. monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid. 
charged, billed or falling due shall he subject to the tax of 
liflecn percentum (15%) herein imposed to the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July f, 1980, and 
lo the lax of liftccn pcrcentu111 ( f 5%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that II covers 
:my portion of the period on and after July I, 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall he apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling 
within said periods to the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax lws been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor. the Tax Col
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation purs1rnnt to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as lo the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
hut not limited to. raising the rate of taxation or surcharge. 
lowering the ratc of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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PARKING- TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Yes on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others who 
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair share 
of the City's costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ . million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order to maintain 
fire. police, health, and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtown parking is equal to one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up
keep of Golden Gate Park. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION ''R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost' jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. Nonsense. Tnc fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more. Paying what we have to for a gallon of 
gas. this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
ProPosition "R" claim. On the other hand. the $4 
million that. Proposition '.'R" will raise for the City 
can keep 100 San Francisco police officers on the 
beat for a year. · 

Proposition "R" is a part of a fair. balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by organized 
labor. by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups. as the best alternative to massive lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES on "R" 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Cornelius Murphy 
Chil:f of Police 
Andrew Cctsper 
Fire Chief 
Ario Smith 
District Auomey 
Jeff Brown 
Public Defender 
Sum Duca 
Assessor 
Mervyn Sl/vemum 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard llea1h 
Director, Airport 
RC1iOkC1moto 
Director. Planning 

Tom Mulloy 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
W11b11r II 11111ilton 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Walsh 
General Manager, Civil Service 
To11y Ttwrmi11u 
Port Commission 
Jo/111 Frum: 
City Librnril1n 
Edw/11 Scmfie/J 
Director, Social Services 
Mike lle1111essey 
Sheriff 
Arthur Ttl111ow, Jr. 
Pucilic Telephone 
Walter 1/oudley 
V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking 1/lxes this measure would 
impose is reasonable. indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13, coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the vital public services ( like police. fire, 
libraries and parks) the people have a right to expect. 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue arc 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Jol,11 l. Molinar/ 
1/arry G. Brill 
Dort l/or1111:y 
Ella J/ill lllllch 
N,mcy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
s,111 Fra11clsco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending il isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with il is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in hair the services 
provided by our recreation, heulth, library. and social 

(Co11li1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this pago aro tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon chocked for occuracy by any official agency. 
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(argi1111emfor "R", conti1111ed) 
service depar1ments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
lorncy, coroner. commissions on human righls and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
1hrough SO departments. 

Or we could make up the delicit by cutting 1he 
budgels of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exac1ly in half. Fewer police: fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbacks in' bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensibie way to deal with the delkit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - \'ole YES, N. through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive l'llts in city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vole YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel t.ix): 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-prolit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince C,111r111,•1• 
Excculil'C Secretary 
Civil Service A\s11ei11tion, l.oc11I 400 
Keith Eickm,111 
PresiJcnl 
tLWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
McHtie J. Juck.1011 
tnternalional Vin• Pn:.1idcn1 
tnternalional Ludies Gurmcnt Workers Union 
J.B. Me1rti11 
Arca Dircclnr 
Aulomotil'e Machinists. Lodge I 305 
/Job Mc/JcJ111/t'I/ 
Business Repre,cnta1ivc 
Timothl'J, 7il'CJ111,·1• 
tn1crn,i1innal Vice l'rc~idc111 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES 
The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by those 

who use the parking facilities and 60r; of the.,e users 
are residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 
increase the Parking Tax from 15r; to 25r; \~hich 
could be conliscatory. We Jo not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will 
be lost. 

1 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF ,!OBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of 
employment. this tax was reduced to 10r; after it., 
enactment by the same Board of Supervisors who en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this ia.x encournges peopk 
to park on the streets in residential ncighborhoous. 
thereby increasing parking conge,tion. a problem al
ready aggravated by increased gasoline rnsts which 
force peopk to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES! 

The impact of the in1:reased Parking T:1x on shop
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 
parking at shopping centers. resulting in a. loss of re
tail sales for San Francisw. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only to shoppers. but also to patients at hos
pitals and dinics and to students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is the onlv Citv in the stale of 
California that has enacted a parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submitted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

EndorscJ bv: 
Supervisor l.clll'circl l.a11·so11 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Li<!l'cl A. P/h1t'N<'r. Rclail Merchant, A,.,.,,·i:1ti1111 
Teamster Unions: 
Frank 1\/. Hurt. l.1K·at 665 
.lack II. /Jookt,•r, Local 278 
Jim /four/.;<', ll<'tir<'il, Lo,·al 85 
David I;. l'mrdl. Local 665 
Jam,•s /:'. J,i11mi1/, Loe.ii 241 
/•: 711r1111C1s llich,·1·. Local 265 
Mcul<'iin,• ,\'m11a:i.,·, I.neat 960 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 
PROPOSITION S 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Bu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to Include a tax of $250 per 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE -WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations' earnings pay for the 
bonds and are not taxed. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code lo tax nonprofit garage corporations 
on their gross income. The tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on "S" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However. this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769.000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A YES .VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 
25 percent gross receipts tax. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to charge a gross receipts tax ror . 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot. 

On March 21. 1980. the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 5 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I. 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Fruncisco: 

Section I. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, Sun Francisco Mun
icir.11I Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
ndiling Section 1004.16 thereto, rending as follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Gamage Corpornllons. 

For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit ~ar
agc corporution, the lax shall be $250.00 per year or lrac
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross 
recl!ipls, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1.000 of 
gross rccc1p1s. or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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Francisco in constructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporution has issued revenue bonds, 
the interest on which is exempt . fr6m federal income tax 
and which bonds or u portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprofit gar
age corporation wluch receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a r.ublic off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
lo be engugeil in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained, herein shall reduce or repeal the Sun 
Francisco Parking Tux (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stulions; nor shall anything contained 
herem reduce or repeal any San Francisco tux as applied to 
any r.erson who is not a "nonprofit garage corporation," 
even if said person is an operator, manager or leasee of u · 
public off-street parking facility. . 

Section 2. Effective Dute. This ordinance shall become ef
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall ador.t appro
priate amendments to Article 128 of Part Ill. San Francisco 
Municip~l. Code · to implement the lax on nonprofit garage 
corpora lions. 



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES -
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 

Proposition S will generate from city-owned garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to sliare in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
getting some return to the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". · 

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated, city
owne,d garages where the charges arc. usually lower 
than they are in competing private facili_ties. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you will get. the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must do their share. Proposition "S" is a part df a 
broad. balanced package of revenu.e proposals. The 
Muni fare increase. the business tax (Proposition · Q) · 
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) are a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dia1111e'Fei11stei11 

Roi:er /Joas, Chief Administrative Oflicer 
A11drell' Cmper, Fire Chief 
Sam D11m, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director. Public Utilities 
Rt1i Ok,111w10, Director, Planning 
Jeff lee, Director, Public Worb 
Jol,11 Wt1lsh, General Manager. Civil Sen·icc 
Jul,11 Fram:, City Librarian 
Mike Jle1111essev. Sheriff 
Come/i11.1· Murphy. Chief o'r Police 
Ario Smilh, District Allorney 
Jeff /Jr,111·11. Public Defender 
M,•r1•1·11 Sifremum, Director, Public Health 
Rich,ml lfrtuh. Director. Airport · 
Tom Me1/101•, Director; Recreation & Park 
Wi/h11r Jle1i11i//011, Redevelopment Agency 
Tom• Taor111i11<1, Port Commission 
Ed,;•i11 Sarsfield, Director. Social Services 
Ar1/111r T,1111m1•, Jr .. Pacific Telephone 
Waller l/oe1dley. V .P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5 
The City's financial cnsts is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to_ deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services, We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be eno~1gh. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. en1ergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
lighters. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible wav tn deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" :__ vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them -- big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use or city 
facilities -- and taps new revenue sources. It sec~s to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly, the handicapped - ,ill those 
. who would suffer most from extensive cqts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel tax): 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax): 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vinet• Co11r111e1' 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keilh Eickm,111 
President 
IL WU Warehllusc Unilln Nil. 6 
MclltieJ, Jr1ck.m11 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Wllrkers Unilln 
J.IJ. Mt1r1i11 
Arca Dircctllr 
i\11tll1110tive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
/Joh Mc/Jo1111d/ 
Business Rcprcsenlatiw 
Ti11101/,i, .I. Tiro111e1• 
lntern:ilional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Ar9umonts printed on this pa90 arc tho opinions of tho authors and ·have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official a9oncy. 

65 



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general . fund to support police, fire, parks, libraries 
and other vital city services. 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON "R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING • 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

Br11ce M. Cowan 
Irene Yo11ng 
Evelyn L. Wilson 
Jerome Vail 
Anne B/0011!field 
Bert Schwarzschild 
Beatrice Lc,ws 
N. Arden Dt111ek11s 
Ann Fogelberg 
Charlotte M11eck 
William S. Clllrk 
R111/1 Grtlvanis 
J11de P. Lcup,1 
Dorice M11rphy 
Elsa StrClit 
Frederick Brothers 
Toby Lt•vi11e 
P111 l/e/to11 
Wc,lter P,1rk 
Stephe,11 Str1111011 
Jrumita Raven 
Fred Wllgner 

Auorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury. 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow Hollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anzn Vista 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are tho opinion• of tho authora and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

66 

The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
,. deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• b!;! accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, pubiic hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 

JUNE 1lJESDAY 17 

Ewri•II Jt IIS 
Churrh & 17th St~ 

7-\n PM 

\t,1,1111.I \t!! 

lh,l,hMt 

MONDAY 2:1 'llJF.SDAY 24 

St,111• Bu1hl111H J1111w~ ll1•11111;m Jr IIS 
:1.r,11Mr/\lh,11•r '.!.·II Orwhla 
11011111 ll!H 

7-IOPM 
11 AM~'.!. PM 

\lu,ul.' ll.'11.'I, 

\tum', L'I 
"lw,1,1 .. 11 ,,,,,.., 

'•~nw1tr1u,ht 
\\ton!,h•u . .,,,.,. 

WEDNESDAY 18 

lt11uwvt•l1 Jr IIS 
t i1•.uy & Arfttll'llu 

7-111 l'M 

"'"" 1111 

'•~n +11tt·r111,.1, r 
\\t.,.,1,1,111 ... ,, ... 

WEDNESDAY 25 

,\hr,1h,1111 l.i11r11111 I IS 
:.!lti:! :.!•llh ,\\'l'll\11' 

7-Hll'M 

,1,,,,.1 ·'"'·'' 

'OIURSDAY Ill SA'llJRDAY 21 
M,1nn,1.lt IIS P1•lluu Jr llS 
Clw~lnul & ~h•Hwr •l.r1l'unkl111 

7-11111~1 Ill ,\~I - I l'M 

\1,,n,!!-'"'" \l,i,11",I 

Ret1lsl Charter 
oboutV_!! 

on: 
,future! 

It ~ 



SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City 1hall 
meet all out1tandlng obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordln• 
ance? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Ccmmittee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer 
revenue bonds by the city. The money from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to ,pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on • 'T'' 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 

opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, if additional 
authorized bonds are not sold, the sewer service charge 
would 1101 be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. Bui the imposition of Federal and Slate 
water pollution laws could result in· substantial costs to 
the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would. continue 10 be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city lo stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976. . 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vole no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot by a City 
Cly1rter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar re1:l!ived a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the ll Uestion of sewer bond 
rescission be placed on thl! ballot. Thi.! request . was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Brill. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nant:y Walker. 

TEXT OF PIJOPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE• 
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC• 
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County or 
San Fmncisco · 

Section I. Findings, 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held 
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated al 
$'1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds for said phase were estimated al $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over 
the construction phase of said project. 

The estimated cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramalkally over that figure. The escalations in 

costs, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. R'--clslon, 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov, 2, 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 or revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of 
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CTSF shall meet 
any and all outstanding obligations on all bonds sold prior 
to the effective date of this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. Effective Dute. 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF at a primary election to he con
ducted on June 3, 1980. 

Section 4. Suhmlttul 
The above noted ordinance is hereby suhmit1ed lo the 

electors at the primary election to be held on June 3, 1980, 
by the undersigned members of the Board of Supervisors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section 9. 108. 
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SEWER BO.ND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPpSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project 
was $1.S billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated to be $2.1 bll• 
lion, with reduced standards. Construction costs are 
increasing by 35 per cent annually, the actual cost 
surely will be higher. 

We were also told that the . city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share is · 
currently running at 19~6. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~uflicient to. pay our share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be 
sold to ineet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSIT,ION T 
The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill 

is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that 
arc sold. the higher your sewer Service charge. Unless 
the project is stopped, your sewer charge will ~e at 
least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will re111ain high forever because of the 
high cost or operating the system. all of which must 

be paid by local residents. A "YES" vote· on Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay higher 
sewer service charges. 

VOTJi; YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant se~er charges? Do we 

need ·to spend Two Billion 'Dollars to clean up the 
water?· Many experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NO!" It can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The present sewer project is ari environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should 
be wasted on the present plan. The only way to bring 
things to a halt and 1lo put pressure on the federal 
and state govcrn111cnts to adopt a more sensi9lc plan 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

Si1perviso1· John Bardis 
Supervisor Harry Brill 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor.Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you -lo vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of 
the Recreation Center for the Handicapped. Inc .. will 
ultimately destroy a special facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1.300 severely handicapped, rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most or these persons have respiratory problems. al
lergies. seizures and arc c,stremely sensitive to noises, 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thclander, M.D .. Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise of a group of people talkin_g in a room. 
puts her fmgers in her ·cars and seeks out the most 
remote· corner. Another child has seizures. if the TV. 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." 

The live years of construction of the sewer plant 
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to 
dose. This \Wlllld be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 -- Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which 
would be depriving these persons of their right to 
participate in leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school.· day care and socialization programs. but 
must be transported to a facility adapted to their 
special needs. · 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals come from all over the world to train here. 

There nrc 111tern11tivc designs and sites for the sewer 
plant. but there arc no nltcrnutivc facilities for 1 1.300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vole on T Would save a national monument 
to the handicapped. 

Margaret /J. Douglas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services. San Francisco 
John L. .Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
Janet Pomer<~l' 
Founder and Director Recreatioh 
Center fbr the Handicapped 
Lou Lon[!,illolli 
Board of Directors 

Arguments printed on this pago aro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

· ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" . 
Vote Yes on "T" lo stop the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate. 

Sunset Coalition 
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Commillee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor • 
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tux 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, Sun Francisco City and County 
Ed Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ash bury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Michael K, Wong 
Dennis and Margie Antenore 
S11e C. Hestor, Member, Democratic County Central Commillec 
Shari Mann 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Calvin Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen L Lipst!II, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 
Victor Honig 
Judy McCabe 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen, Paul Berrigan, Rel .. Chair, Citizens Advisory Commillce on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommillee 
Peg OTey-Elberling 
Citizens for Rcpresemativc: Government 
Dave Jacobs, Independent Marina Rcsidems Associution 
Peggy Kopmann 
Leo P. Bailey, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
Larry Erickson 
Sun Franciscan Democratic Club 
Caron Wyland 
CC1rl H. Rusi, II I 
A11naOardcn 
Larry Lee, Richmond District Council 
Plllrick Walsh, Rossi Park Protective Association 
Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved. San Francisco would 
be going back on its word. rescinding the vote of 
November 2. 1976. when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds lo 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes. the City would be in 
violation of both State and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overflows. The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500. the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail 10 complete our 
wastewater system. and rescind the bond authorization. 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $IO.OOO a day. and the United States Envi
ronmental Protection Agency can fine us $25.000 a 
day. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order, issued by the Regional Waler Quality Control 
Board. for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposition of a building ban for San 
Francisco. 

Twice before. from March 14 lo May 1911 1970. and 
again from May 18 to November 16, 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. That means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs. in addition lo 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. It also means sewage will continue to 
pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote for Proposition T is a meaningless Vllle. 
Under both Stale and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass. the court could simply appoint a receiver 
to take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco. like other Bay Area cities and coun tics. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submilled by: 
M<~)'or Dianne Feinstein 
Ro~er Boas. Chief Administrative Officer 

Arguments printed on this paoo aro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION: 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's sewage clean
up. We urge you to vote "NO!" 

San Francisco, right now, today. is dumping raw 
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is "Waste
water,". It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical wastes, plus rain 
water running down your street. plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. · 

But the problem is: there Is no place anymore that 
is really uaway." 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment progr11m is not only 
environmentally wrong. it is self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The F~deral and State 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue io sell bonds lo pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. again. And tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when we 
arc ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony. 
a majority of the Board determined that the program. 
constructed as planned, would be the best. the most 
cost-effective option · to clean up our sewage. treat it. 
and pump the treated residue out into the deep 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976. San Francisco voters expressed a strong 
desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 
Bay, the City's most precious natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We 
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol Rlllh Silver, Supervisor 
Jol,11 l. Molinari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor 
Louise H. Re1111e, Supervisor 
Ella Hill H111ch, Supervisor 

ARGUM.ENT AGAINST. PROPOSITION T 

San Franciscans vote~ overwhelmingly in 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the Board of Supervisors has 
placed· Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of state and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections, effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes and · of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime, inflation, higher interest 
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates an uucr disregard for 
public health and for the need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building . facilities endangers the more than 
$1 billion in federal and state aid promised to the 
City. It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
- bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
program being financed 100% by San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the state and federal governments. 

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
ing the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet to come. 

Associated General Contractor.1· 
Electrical /11d11.1·t1'.)' Trust 
Operating Engi11eer.1· Local No. 3 

Arguments prlntod on thl1 page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chockod for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER·.BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT ·AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T. 

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors, pursuant to State 
and Federal law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after I 972, the tax to fi. 
nance the wastewater program, which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $ I0,00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People were angry 
and rightly so! With this new public anger several 
members of the Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only 
now it had seen the light ~f day. 

In a effort to appeal to the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project: tried_ to cut 
off funding for the project: and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old. sewer project is going to be 
built: 

(2) the city has suffered two building bans: 
(3) that the cost or the project. as a result of the 

delays, has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have five supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. 

Baloney! The following will happen: 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built: 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (to us) will escalate even higher. 

The State and Federal government now pays g7_5r; 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick up 1J1e additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system 'could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis Bouey 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks you to continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would flush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to 
improve San Francisco's outdatcJ sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate or 
71 ~; of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Unless the bonus authorized by Proposition A in I 976 
arc sold, the Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco shoulJ anJ must meet state and 
federal requirements lo stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. The Courts 
can be expected to force the City to complete the 
project. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointing a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile, inflation will be al work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must slop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our chi!Jren. and to 
the health of our environment. If Measure T passes. 
we will . only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and at a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the work go on. Stop pollution of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

l.ea,:11e 4 Womm Voter.1 of San Fm11ci.1·co 
Shafter A 1•e1111e Co1111111111ity C/11h 
Ciri:e11.1fnr a IJ,,11,•r l:111•iro11111<•111 
frie11d1· of the E,mh 
Ka1Mee11 Vtm Veher, Exec. Direc1<,r 
San Frc111ci.1·co Eco/ox_1· C,·111t'T 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 

71 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 
PROPOSITION V 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall · the Board of Supervl1or.1 set taxes paid exclusively by 
larger buslne11es at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and,hou1lng authority 1ervlce1; ·requiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases In taxes and fees paid by re1ldent1? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The ·ci1y of San Francisco 
provides many services to its residents. To cover the 
cosl or providing these services. it taxes several 
sources and ii imposes special fees. The tax rates 
and special fees arc set by the Board or Supervi
sors. No single lax source is rcquir~d lo provide a 
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
lo provide services and ii decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would rcl1uirc that 
the Board or Supervisors increase certain laxes on 
larger corporations and businesses, These increases 
would have lo produce at least 60~f of all the 
revenues raise~! by city taxes and special fees that 

Controller's Statement on "V" 
City Conlrolli.:r John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing slalemerll on the fiscal impact or Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted. 
in my opinion, the cosl of government W<?Uld be in
creased by an amount in direct proportion to the rise 
in int1ation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco since .lune 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged It .9ri. 
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase Ill the 1.:urrcnt <.·ost or government or 
appl'llximatcly $190.622.000 would result. 

"In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer
tain laxes paid by corporations and other business he 
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall 
he Jl()l 11:ss than (Jor; or all revt:nues from City taxes 
and user fl!es. This feature would not. in and ol' itself. 
incr1:as1: or decreast: the cost of government. II would 
have the l!l'l'ccl of increasing the taxes on busint:ss by 
approximately $144.321.000." 
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year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this 
law. New or increased laxes or fees for residents 
would nol be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that al least SOW of the annual budget must 
be used to pay for services lo residents. The annual 
budget must increase with inllalion. A new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more than a scl amount in one year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vole Yes. you want 
60~? of revenues from all city taxes and fees to be 
paid by large businesses. You also want 80~; of 10-
1al revenues to ·be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spent as they arc now. 

How Proposition V 

Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V lo be placed on the ballot had 
qualified and would be placed before the voters on 
June 3. 

Grass Roots Alliance. the proponents of the initia
tive had filed signatures with Kearney on Feb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed lo put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. 

9.676 r1:presents SW of the number or people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
Of PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 76 



CORPORATE. TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce. controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions, congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $100 million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this, the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and ·other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax 
increase measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could have gone II long \\'llY 

toward improving our schools, our health care, 1111d 
other · public services, but inste11d it stuycd in the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966. Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60% then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Y ct the cor
porations arc determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V". 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our · own interests. against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote lc.>r Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submit1ed by: 
Nc111c1• Ke/I)!, Treasurer 
The Comn1ittee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to You. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
· FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business c1111 afford to p11y 601 of the 
tax sliare. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here nnd seeing no re11son to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-basi.:d corporations maki.: i.:normous 
protits off local Ct!stomers and the tourist, industry. 
They will not giw up this market simply because of 
increased business taxes. Government studies show 
taxes arc not an important factor in decisions by busi
ness as to where to locate. Small businesses won't pay 
any more tax at all under Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business raises ils t>riccs all lhc time, 
whether or not its laxes arc raised, Gas prici.:s have 
increased ri.:gardlcss of public criticism and taxation 
proposals. lnllation is l.!aused by the price-lixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans to get hack some 
of that money to fund publk services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 213 VOTE? 

A. Yes. San Francisco possesses "home rul~" taxing 
power. No 2/3 requirement c1111 therefore bl! imposed. 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a diartcri.:d city 
to manage its own affairs. gran tcd to San Francisco 
by lhc state constitution. No' spci.!ial voting rcl111irc
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 rcc1uircment established by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "spei.!ial" taxes: business taxi.:s arc not 
"special" taxes. Further. Proposition V l.!annot be "tied 
up in wurt." Taxes !.!an be collected i.:vcn though they 
arc being d1allcngcd in court. 

Having no truthful arguments against Prnposition V. 
thi.: opposition must resqrt to lies. Don't hclie1·c them. 
Vote YES on Proposition V. 

Submitti.:d by: 
Ge11:1· Titus 
for The Grass Roots Alliarn:i.: tn Savc Our Scrviccs 
and Jobs 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIV-E 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V would solve San Francisco's financial 
crisis. In this post-Proposition 13 era, with Jarvis II 
coming our way, our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools, hospitals, and parks are already in 
desperate shap.e. Proposition V would provide tlie 
revenues to -rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services for the people 
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public· services to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality · public health care. 
childcare, schools, housing, transportation, parks. fire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible, at no extra cost to the Individual taxpayer. 

Proposition "V" would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that at least 80% of th~ city's budget 
be spent on services. and requires the budget to rise 
with inflation. Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality services at th

0

e level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inflation of 1974. 

Proposition V makes it possible to roll back MUNI 
fores and mny mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents. It not only solves . the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big corporations return to pay
Ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen years ago. Big 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small busi
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year. over 82,000 people vo1·~ 
ed YES. to Tax the Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX . THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submilled by: 
Jennifer Biehn. Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan,. Small Businessman 
The Rel', Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us.. If business is forced to increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires. you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. 

Because Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will <lecide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the f'orm of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job layoffs. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

· We support a positive, approach to dealing with tis
cal problems and believe the Mayor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0. P, Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the. business tax rate - is a step 
in _the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V. on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goe~ beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO ,Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurt you. 

Judith Brecku, Commissio11 on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson. District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Arguments printed on this pago arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXAT·ION :INITIAT;IVE:· 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V · 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 

passes, San Franciscans, not the corporations, will pay 
the most. 

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is . absurd to drive business - the most 
important part of our tax base - out of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure·would do. 

If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS. WILL DE LOST, THE TAX BASE , 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them, we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force. reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCIS<;:'O 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most import11nt, Proposition V tells small, htrge and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco to take youi: jobs. money. products and ser
vices elsewhere. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do, this measure will increase our current 
$127.000,000 budget deficit by 100 percent. By forcing 
us to spe!')d al least $135.000.000 more each year. 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. 

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar 10 Propo
sition V. yet here we go again. Don't be fooled. 

I ·urge you lo vole NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an addition
al $15.000.000 in taxes lo the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. fewer jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income anu 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting proceuure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Dianne Feil1stei1i 
Mayor 
Roger Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a weak attempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and discouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures thal were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets arc tight and 
_that city spenuing has been drastically reduced. Yet 
the authors of this ill-conceiveu measure want 10 IN
CREASE the cost of govcrnmenl by more than $135 
million ... at a time when we arc already trying 10 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a lax increase. no matter who 

pays it first. In lhe long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically increased laxes on ·san Francisco's business 
co111111ui1ity means the prices of the prouue1s· and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. Al the same 
time the increased burden on the employer will ha\'e 
an adverse effect on employees' salaries and henelits. 

Don't he fooled by ueceplive p:u:kaging. Proposition 
V requires 80 percent or the City budge! be used for 
City services, Currently the budget uses 100 perecnl 
for city scrvicl!s. Whal do lhe proponents of Prnposi
lion V plan to uo with the remaining 20 pcn:enl'? 

(Co111i1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAX.ATION INITIATIVE 

(argument against "V", continued) 
They also ignore the fact that some public services 
like. the airport and Hetch Hetchy actually earn mon
ey for the City. Obviously. these people don't under-

. stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 
Proposition V's proponents want to. return 'to wasteful 
spending and an entire restructuring of the way ~e 
organize the city budget.· 

When business costs go up. everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City. jobs are · lost. Once 
again. the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In the end. it 
will hurt most those it is • supposed to help . . . the. 
people of San Francisco. 

Q11enlin Kopp, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
Edward Lawson, member, SF Bou rd of Supervisors 
John Molinari, P_residenl, SF Board of Supervisors 
Lo11/se Renne, member, SF llourd of Supervisors 
William K. Kob/eritz, ,Allorncy 
Cyril Magnin, Merchant 

Argument• printed on thl1 pago aro tho opinion, of tho outhora and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V 

Be it. Ordained by the People of the City and <;::011nty,of San 
Francisco.' 

. . 
Restoration of a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Senlces and Jobs 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been 
a serious decline in the share of cit,y taxes paid by the 
giant co~rations. This has been a maJor factor causing the 
quality of our public services ·to deteriorate. It is the duty 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for example, llealth care for our sick 
and elderly, educaiion for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance to the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes and 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life. 

At the same time, the tax burden that working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis 
and Gann violate our city's right to home . rule taxing 
power, and attempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community we said we wanted when t~e majority of San 
Francisco voters said "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts 
to take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from .the 
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and they should pay. . 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regard 
money paiil in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's. well-being. This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes that disguise the · 
transformatien of public money· into private profits, like 
Yerbn Buena. 

THEREFORE. 
(I) The board of supervisors, every year, shall sci the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporations and other busi
nesses high enough so thut the revenue produced thereby 
shall be not less than 60% of 1111 revenues from city taxes 
and user fees that year. These tuxes on business shall be 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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required by (2) below, without raising the rate of any tux 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and without 
imposing any new tux or fee on residents. 

Only taxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
the gross receipts tax and the payroll expense tax. 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts shall be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount pf the city budget which goes to 
provide services lo city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscaf year 
1973-74. Then, look al the percent rise in the consumer 
price index for San ·Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 
total combined budgets for the current year, not less than 
80%. of which_ must go to provide services to city residents. 

(3) A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the. tax base needed to support city services. 

Therefore, each year that a business drops its total payroll 
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year 
before, that business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction 
as II revenue lax to the city. 

(4) The revenues, user fees, services, departments and 
budscts covered by this ordinance include the unified school 
district, community college district, and housing authority. us 
well us the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees are all charges for city services,. such as MUNI 
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
meter collections. . 

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 
passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby directed 
.lo do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grunt of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply 
to this ordinance. (Continued on Page 92) 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) pursuant to Division-31, Part 5,. of the ·Health .. 
and Safety ~ode of th~ State of California. (Section 52000, · 
et seq,), as 11 may be amended, to provide funds for mort• 
gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement 
ofhomes in the City and County of San Francisco? 

Section 2. Said bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex
clusively from the revenues and receipts derived from or 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect 
to any notes or other obligations of lendin$ institutions with 
respect to which the bonds arc issued: Said bonds arc not 
to be secured by the taxin$ power of the City and County 
of Sun Francisco. The prmcipul of and interest on saiil 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of 
any thereof, arc not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the 
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
charge, lien or encumbrance upon any of its property or 
upon any of its income, receiAIS or revenues, except the 
revenues and receipts as described above. No tuxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the 
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property of the city and county be subject to for
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortga$es of from or with re
spect to any notes or other obligattons of lending institu
ttons with respect to which the bonds are issued sliall be 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The special revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing 
elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the 

polls. for such elecJion shall be and remain open during the 
lime.required bX.:said laws. · . · , 

Section 4. 1 he said special revenue bond election here!& 
called shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with the State of 
California General Election to be held Tuesday, June· 3, 
1980, and the voting precincts, p_olling places and. officers of 
election for said State of California General Election be, 
and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for such special election hereby called, and as 
specifically set fortli, in- the official publication, by the 
Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places and election 

. officers for the said -State of California General Election. 
The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec

tion shall be the ballots to be used at said Stale of Califor
nia General Election and reference is hereby made to the 
notice of election setting forth the votin$ precincts, polling 
places and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a· newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis
co on or about May I 5, 1980. 

Section 5, If at such sl'ecial revenue bond election it shall 
appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea
sure set forth in Sectton I of this resolution voted in favor 
of and authorized the measure, then such me,tsure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted sel'arately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such 
measure shall tie deemed approved. 

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby caUed need be given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall be administered by the pur
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

. Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((and 
.also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). . 

Department of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the tclephorw exchange and 
which shall be 111 charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works. who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering. a deputy director of public 
works for linanciid managemcn,t and adminislrn)ion, and an 
assistant to the director _of public works. each ot whom shall 
hold ollice at the pleasure of said director. The director .of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee ~hall possess the same po~~r in the ~ity and county 
111 makm~ surveys_. plats and cert1!1catcs _as ts or may' from 
time to ume be g1v7n bJ. \aw to city cngmeers and to coun
ty surveyors. and 111s ~It 1cial acts and all plats, su~v~ys and 
certilicates made by 111111 shall have the same vahd11y and 
he of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations. plans . and estimat_es. required by the 
supervisors in conncc11on with any publtc. 1111p~~~emcnts. e_x
clusive of those to be made by the public u11ht1es commis
sion, shall be made by the director of rubli_c works .. and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish 111format1on and 
data for the use of the supervisors. . 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 

which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall hav!! powers and 
duties relating to street traffic. subject to the laws relating 
thereto. as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to . receive, study and give prompt auention to 
complaints relating to street design or trarlic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parkin~ data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage 111 traflic research 
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traflic bureau of the 
police department. for iL~ review and recommendation. all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided. however. that the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within lif
teen ( 15) days after receipt shall be considen:d an automatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. The department shall nol. 
with respect to any traffic control devices, implement such 
pl:1n until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the fifteen ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall he administered by 
a chief of department. The premises of any person. lirm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or lire protec
tion, be connected with the police or lire signal or lelc
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same. 

(Co111i1111ed) 
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(Propo.silion C, Continued) · 
provided .that any such connection shall. r~quire the approval 
of the chief of the de~urtment o~ electr1c11y and shall. not in 
any way overloud or interfere with the proper and efficient 
~perution of th~ circuit to which it is connected. The condi• 
t1ons upon which -such connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be lixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. . 

Department of Public Health. which shall be administered 
by- a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or sur~eon in the State of California, with not less 
than ten yeurs pructice in his profession immediately 
precedin~ his appointment thereto;• provided, however, that 
the phys1ciun or surgeon requirement muy be wuived by the 
Bourd of supervisors. He shall . be uppointed by the chief. 
administrutive officer und shull hold office at his pleusure. 
' The chief administrative officer shull huve power to ap

point and to remove an ussistant director of public health 
for hospital services. who shall be responsible for the ad• 
ministrative and business management of ihe institutions of 
the department of ~ublic health, including. but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital,• Laguna Honda · 
Ho"'!e, Hassler Health Home, and· the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisio~s of the c~artcr., The p~sition of assistunt director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a person who possesses the educational and administrative 
quulifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have.power to appoint 
and remove an administrator of Sun Francisco General Hos• 
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service provisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shall be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who possesses 
the educational and administrative qualifications ana c_•xper
i~nce necessary to manage the San Francisco General Hos
p1tul. 

~ealth Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory bourd of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist. all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be· appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four. years; provided, however. that those first 
a~pointed sl!a.11 classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
ol' one phys1cum and one lay member shall expire in 1933. 
1934 and 1935, respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936, · 

Such board shall consider · and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to th,: functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board .shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and lo the chief administrative officer, 

Coroner's ollice. which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the cxi~ting office of coroner as established al 
the,time this charter shall go into effect. · 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered ~y a_ county a~ricultural commissioner and shal_l in
clude luncuons established by state law and those assigned 
to ii by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. · 

Dcpartn~ent of Weights and Measures. which· shall include 
the_ functions and personnel of tl1e oflicc of scaler of 
weights and measures as established al the· time this cltarler 
shall go into effect. 

Convention F11ellllles Mmrngement Department, which sli111l 
Include the city 11nd county's convention fncilltics, Including 
IH1t not llmltcd to Brooks 1-11111, Civic Auditorium 11nd Mos• 
cone Center, 11nd sl111II consist of II generul 11111n11ger nnd 
such employees ns may be necessnry lo carry out the famc
tions nnd duties of said de1111rtment. The chief 11d111inistr111lvc 
officer slmll h11ve ch11rge of the de1111rtmeut of convention 
fncllltics 111111111gcment. 

The chief 11dminsitrntlve officer sh11ll 11p11oint II genernl 
m111111gcr of the convention facilities 11111n11gcment dc1111rtment 
who sh111l hold office 111 his plc11surc. The general 111111111gcr 
slmll be the 11dmlnlstrnllve he11d 1111d 11p11olnting officer of the 
de1111rtment of convention facilities 11111n11gemenl. Subject to 
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the approval of the chief administrative officer, the general 
manager shall have power to airer, repair, manage, operate 
and maintain ult of the city and county convention fucllltles, 
Including. but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. All contracts or orders for work to be 
perfonned on convention facilities shall be awarded and 
executed by the general manager with the approval of the 
chief admlnlstratlvl! officer and shall be administered by the 
general manager. . . 

It shall be ·the function and duty of the department of 
convention facilities management to manage, operate and 
maintain all of the city and county convention fuellltles, In• 
eluding, but not limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. 

If In the eleellon of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive the 
number of votes necessary , for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shall 
Incorporate their provisions Into one section. 

7 .400 Director of Property 
The director of property shall be the head of the depart

ment of property. He shall have char1i of the purchase of 
real property and improvements required for all city and 
county purposes, and the sale and . lease of real property 
and 1mprovemen,1s thereon owned by the city and county, 
~xcept us otherwise pr'?vided by this charter, In t~e acquisi• 

. lion of property rcqmred for street openmg, widening or 
other public improvements, \he director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall he his duty, in 
addition, to assist in ~uch proceedings on the request of .the 
rcs~nsible olliccr. · 
. ((He ~hal_l have charge of the m11nagcmen1 of the exposi

tion aud11onum.)) 
Except for the Convention Fucllltlcs Management Dl1)art

~nt, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or. supplemental appropriation ordin

ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or le,as~s through !he director of property. He shall 
make a prehmmary valua11on of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers, He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, al the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease· may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon, The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board · 
of supervisors and recommend i,cccptance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain he instituted for the acquisition of 
such property. 

The director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of all real property owned by the city, which 
shall show the purchase price, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each parcel, with reference to deeds or grants 
,establishing the city's title. 

He shall annually report to the mayor. the controller, the 
chief administrative of11cer, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of each purcel and improvement. He shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief ad111i1iistrativc of
ficer relative to the advantageous use. disposition, or sale of 
real property not in use. · 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and ofl1ccs of the city 

and county, including positions created by hiws of the Stale 
of California, where the compensation is paid by the city 
and county, shall he included in the class11icd civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be filled from lists or 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission. excepting: 

(I) Positions in which attorneys and physicians arc clll· 
ployed in their professional capacity to perform only du tics 
mcluded in their professions. but exclusive or any adminis
trative or. executive positions for which such professional sta· 
tus constitutes only part of the qualification therefor; 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Co11ti1111ed) 
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District who serve in the capacity of paraprofessionals ,and 
t~chnical instru~tional assistants employed by the San Fran
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed P.crsons be granted status and those who 
are on e,dstmG eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

(3) Inmate help or student nurses, or part-time services, 
where the compensation including the value of any al
lowances in addition thereto docs not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year foll~wing liscaf year 1963, the civil service commission 
shall adJ~st ihc one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 
for part-lime service as provided herein, in accordance with 
. the ~verasc' perccnta&,c increase. or decrease approved for all 
class11icat1ons under the provisions of section 8.400 and 
8.401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ
ed in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that 
such part-time positions shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the appointing officer, wlio 
Slil!ll ~cl f~rlh the sche~uh: of operations showing . that the 
operations involved require the service of employees for not 
more than seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, includin~ a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot pract1call~ be tilled from 
existing eligible lists·. These provisions shall not be used · to 
split or divide any position mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by the city 
and county when such positions are exempted from said 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for, 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from said classified civil , service for a 
specified period of said temporary service, by order of the 
civil service commission; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
arc specifically exempted, from, or where the appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. _ 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by efection or appointment, who shall, dur
ing lus term of office, hold or retain any other salaried of~ 
lice under the government of the Uni1ed States, or of this 
state, or who sliall hold any other salaried office connected 
with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become II member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. 

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
.provisions of this charter unless specifically exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter, 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary lo pro
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specified in Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. · 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall tic held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the ilirector, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions for which a 
total compensation of fess than $80.00 per 111011 th is provid
ed by the city and county. inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and county at said buildings and im
provements shall be subject lo the civil service provisions of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject to 
the salary standardization provisions of this charter, 111 like 
manner and extent in all respects as positions and compen
sations of employments in the city and county service gencr-

ally, notwi1hstanding anything to the contrary contain~d in 
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as. 
provided in this charter. · 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service of any 
public utihty hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
t~mporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
nght to operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the civil 
~crvice provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
mg which the city shall continue to operate said utilitY. 
under said lease .or other tem~rary arran_gement. Shoulil 
the ci1y permanently acquire said utility, sa1'1 persons shall 

. come mto the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and sliall be deemed permanen1ly 
appointca thereto under the civil ·service provisions of the 

. charter and shall be entitled tci all the benefits thereof, all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(1) and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken over into the employ of the cily under said 
lease or other temp<>rary arrangement shall not be · subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 

. of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement. who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, shall be subject to the: civil service provisions of the 
charter. The civil service · rights of any person who comes 
into the service of the city under any lease · or other tem
~rary arrangement for, the acquisition and operation of said 
ulllity shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said 
lease or pthcr temporary arran&cmcnt. 

(I) All persons employed 111 the operating service of any 
public utility hereafter acquired by tl1e city and county, at 
the time tlie same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
r.rior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be. deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity with l11e civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time.' 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service, ap
~l~~cc ussign~d. to t_he airport dep~rtmcnt under the pubfic 
ullhllcs comm1ss1on unmediatcly prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice . rights as . iin appointee of the airport dep11rtment, 
r.rov1dcd that CIVIi service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all pcrm11nent 
employees of the public utilities commission, induding the 
airport department, immediately prior lo the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same 
manner and to the snmc extent as though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been crcatca a 
separate city function unoer lhc airports commission. 

(i) Any employee who w11s II perm11nent civil service ap
pointee 11ssig11ed to 1111 cxposillon 11udllorium 11nd whose job 
function Is placL'CI under the Convention F11clllties M11R• 
11gemc11I Department shall be continued without loss In civil 
service rlghls 11s !hough s11ld job functions had 1101 by 
amendment to lhls ch11rter been pl11ced under the jurisdiction 
of 1111: chief 11dminlslr11tive officer, 1111d shull not lose those 
civil service rights which reh1le to l11yoff from 11 perm11nenl 
civil service position in the event of l11ck of work or lack of 
funds. 
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. Dea>anmenl of Public ·Works, which shall include the 
functCons and pcrsqnnel of the telephone ellchange and 
which shill be :n .charge of and administered by the direc-

. lor of public works, who shall be appointed i;y the chief 
. ~ininilirative officer an,d shall hold office at _his pleasure. . 

The.. dlrc«:tor of P.U~hc works shall appoml a· deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy airec1or of 
public wo!'ks for engineering, a deputy .director of public 
works for financial · management and adminislralion, · and an 
auistanl to the director of public works, each of whom shall· 
hold office ill the P.leasu~e of said director. The director of 
public- "orks shall <lesignate a deputy or other employee lo 
~rfonn the. duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ploye~ · ~all possess the same po~er in the ~ily and county 
1n makmg surveys, plats ·and certificates as 1s or may from 
ti.me 10·: lfme, be given by law 10 city engineers and 10 coun
ty surveyors; ana his official . acts and all plats, surveys and 
ccniO~lcs. made by him shall have the same validity and · 
be of the same fon;e and effect as are or may be given by. 
law lo. lllosc of city engineers and coun~ surveyors. 
. · All Jxam,inations; 'p!,ans . and es11ma1,es . required by the 
s11~rv1sors m connecuon, w11h any pubhc 1mprovemen1s, ex
c!usiveJ>f those lo be mil~e by li)e public utilities commis
SIOn, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
sh!lll, When requested lo do so, furnish information and 
data for the ·use of the supervisors. • · . 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the laK collector of the amounl of each assessment 1ha1 
becomes delinquent and the lol and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 

· lhe laK collector to nole such delinquency on each annual 
lall bill. , . 

The de~r1ment .of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating 10 slreet 1raffic, subjecl 10 lhe laws relaling 
thereto, as follows: (a) lo cooperale wi1h and assisl 1he 
r.olice departmenl in lhe promolion of lraffic safely educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompl allenlion to 
complaints rela1ing to s1ree1 design o~ 1raffic devices 9r lhe 
absence thereof; (.c) 10 collecl, compile, analyze and inler
pret traffic and j>arkin~ data and lo analyze and in1erpre1 
lrallic accident informliuon; (d) lo engage an traffic research 
and tralTte j>lanning, and ( e) to cooperate for lhe besl per
formance -of these funclions wilh any deparlmenl nnd 
agency of lhe cily and counly and lhe slate as may be 
necessary. 

The depar1ment shall submit lo the lraffic bureau of 1he 
police depar1men1, for ils review and recommendalion, all 
proii!Jscd plans relaling to s1ree1 lrllffic control devices; 
provid~d. however, lhat lhe bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans· of pilrlic11lar devices designated by ii. 
Failure of lhe said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment ill reco~mend1uion on ~ny proposed plan wilhin 15 
d~ys ~Iler rece1p1 shall be considered an au1oma1ic UP, prov al 
ol s111d traffic bureau. The depar1men1 shall nol, wath re-· 
spe1:1 lo any lraffic conlrol devices, implemenl such plan 
unlil lhe recommendation of lhe traffic bureau has 6een 
reviewed or until lhe 15-day period has elarsed. 

Dc~rtmenl of Elec1ric11y, which shat be . administered by 
11 chief of deparlment. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporn1ion may, for lhe purpose of police or lire prolec201c8d
lion, be connec1ed wilh Ilic police or lire signal or lele
phone sys/em of lhe cily un~ county upon paying II fair 
com['cnsuuon for such connection and the use of lhe ·same, 
provided lhnt any such connection shat.I require. the 11pprov11I 
of the chief of the department of electricily .und shall not in 
any way overload or mterfere with' the proper and efficient 
opcralion of the circuil to which it is connected. The condi
lions upon which such conncclion shall be mude and · the 
comp_cnsation to be puid therefor shull be fixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of lhe chief of lhc department. 1 

· Department of Public Health. which shall be adminislered 
by II director of heulth, who shull be a regularly licensed 
plly:ilcian or surgeon in lhe State of California, with not less 
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lhan 10 years' praclice in his profession immediately preced
ing his appoinlmenl lherelo; provided, however, 1lia1 · the 
ptiysician or surieon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appoinled by the chief 
adminislralive officer and shall hold office al his pleasure . 

The· chief adminis1ra1ive officer, shall have power 10 ap
poinl and lo remove an assis1an1 direclor of public health 
for hospilal services, who shall be responsible for lhe ad
minislralive and business m11nagemen1 of the inslilulions of 
1he deparlmenl of public heahh, including, but not limited 
10, lhe San Francisco General Hospilaf, Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Heahh Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempl from the civil service 
provisions of lhe charier. The posilion of assis1an1 director 
of public heahh for hospital services shall · be held only by 
a p_crson who ~ssesses 1he. educalional and adminislralive 
qualificalions and experience necessary 10 manage 1he in~li
lulions of lhe department of public health. 

·The direclor of public heallh shall have power lo appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for administration and 
finance, a deputy director for program phmnlng and evalua
.tlon, a deputy director for community health programs, an 
adminis1ra1or ((of)) for San Francisco General Hospital and 
an administrator tor Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These ~slllons shall be exempl from lhe civil service provi
sions of the charier ((. The posilion of adminis1rator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or hospilal adminis-
1ra1or)) persons who possess ((es)) the educalional and 
adminis1ra1ive qualifications and experience necessary 10 

, manage lhe ((San Francisco General Hospilal.)) divisions and 
lnslltullons of the department of publlc health; provided, 
however, lhal any person who has cMI service status to any 
of these positions on the effective date of this amendment 
shall continue lo have civil service status for said positions 
under the cMI service provisions of this charter. 

Heallh Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, lhree of whom shall be 
physicians and one a den1is1, all regularly cerlificated. 
Members of lhe board shall serve witf1ou1 compensalion. 
They shall be appoinled by lhe chief adminislralive officer 
for lerms of four years; provided,' however, that lhose first 
appoin1ed shall classify themselves by 101 so that the terms 
of' one P.hysician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respeclively, and lhe lerm of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
heahh nnd shall consult, advise wilh nnd make recommen
dations lo the director of health relative to lhe funclions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in wriling to the director of henllh 
and to lhe chief administralive officer. 

Coroner's ollice, which shall include lhe functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as eslablished 111 
the time lhis charier shall go into effect. · 

County Agricultural Departmenl, which shall be adminis
tered by a coullly asricultural commissioner and· shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Deparllnent of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of 
weights and measures. as established 111 lhe time this charter 
shall ~o into effect, · 

((If in the election or November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other provision or this charter, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 lwo or more proposi• 
!Ions amending section 3,510 of this charier receive the 
number of voles necessary for lhelr adoption, lhen notwith• 
standing any other provision of this cl111rter, the city 11llorney 
shall Incorporate lheir provisions inlo one section. 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION E 

The director of 1mblic works shall. appoint- a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public _works shall ilcsignate a deputy or 01her employee to 
~rform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same· power. in the city and county 
m makin,i surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time to tame be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his official acts and aU plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity 11nd 
·be of the same force .and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans 11nd estimales required by the 
supervisors in connccllon with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the direclor of public works, and he 
shall, when requcsled 10 do so, furnish informalion 11nd 
data.for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the 101 and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. . 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relating to s1reet traffic, subjecl 10 the laws ·relaling 
thereto, as follows: (a) 10 cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the- promotion of 1raffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention lo 
complaints relating 10 street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inlcr
pret traffic and parkin!\ data and to analyze and inlerprct 
traffic accident informauon; (d) to engage an traffic research 
and traffic planning, and (c) lo coopernlc for the best per
formance of lhese funclions wilh any departmenl and 
agency of the city and counly and lhe slate as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit 10 the lruflic bureau. of the 
police departmenl, fo_r its review and recommendation,. all 
proposed plans relating to street lrnffic C(!nlrol de~•~es; 
provided, however, that the bureau may .wi11ve subm1ss1on 
and review of plans of part_icular devices designalcd by it. 
Failure of the said lraffic bureau 10 submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan. within 15 
days after reccipl shall be considered an autonJalic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The deparlmenl shall not, with re
spccl 10 any 1raffic conlrol devices, .implenicnl such plan 
unlil lhc recommenda1ion of the traffic bureau has 6ecn 
reviewed or unlil the 15-day period has elarscd. . 

Dcpartmcnl of Eleclriclly, which slut! be adminislcrcd by 
a chief of department The premises of a~y person, firm or 
corporation may, for _the purpos~ of pol!ce o.r fire protec
tion be connec1ed w11h the police or lire signal or 1ele
pho~e system of 1he city an~ counly upon paxing a fair 
compensalion for such connection and the use ol Inc same, 
provided lhal any such conneclio~ shall, r_equire lhe approv:11 
of lhe chief of 1he deparlment ol eleclnclly and shall not 111 
any way overload . or _1111erfere. wit_h _1hc proper and eflicic~l 
operation of the circu11 10 wluch 11 1s connected. The cond1-
lions upon which such connection shall be made and lhc 
compensation 10 be paid _therefor shall be fixed by ~he 
board of sur.ervisors by ordmancc upon lite recommendauon 
of the chief of the department 

Departmenl of Public 1-leallh, which shall be administered 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in the Stale of California, with 1101 less 
than 10 years' practice in his profes~ion immediately preced
ing his appointment 1hcrc10; provided, however, Iha! lhc 

physician or sur,ieon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at'his pleasure. . 

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to OP.
point and to remove an assistant dirl:ctor of public health 
for hospilal services, who shalf be responsible · for the ad
ministrative and business management of the. institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospitaf,. Laguna Hoiida 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency . Ho~pital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant' director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a person who possesses the educational and'' administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to rrian·age the insti-
tutions of the department of public health. ·· . 

The director of public health shall have power to arroint 
and remove an administralor of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital. The admlnlstratqr or San F~nclsco General Hospll1l 
shall ha\'e the power to appoint and remo\'e associate admin
istrators. ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of lhc charter ((. The position of 
administralor)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrnlor)) persons who possess((es)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces
sary to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) dM• 
slons and Institutions or. the department or public health; 
pro\'lded, howe\'er, that any person who has cMI sen-Ice sill• 
tus to any or these positions on the efTectl\'e date or this 
amendment shall. continue to haYe cMI sen-Ice status ror 
said positions under the cMI senlce pro\'lslons or this 
charter. 

Health· Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
· advisory boi1rd of seven members, three of whom shall be 

phy~lcians and one a dentist, all r_cgularly certificated, . 
Members of lhc board shall serve w11hou1 compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot, so that the terms 
or one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respectively, and the lerm of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative lo the funclions 
and affairs· cir the departmenl. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's office, which shall include lhc functions and 
personnel of lhe existing office of coroner as established al 
the time this charier shall go into effect . 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county ai;ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by slate luw and those assigned 
to ii by or in accordance with provisions of this charier. · 

Depar1mcn1 of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of lhe office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established al the time this charter 
shall go inlo effect 

((If in lhe election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of voles necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this charier, the city 
attorney shall incorporate their provisions inlo one section.)) 

If in lhe election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi• 
lions amending section 3.S10 of lhls charier receive the 
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith• 
standing any olher provision of this charter, lhe city 11Uorney 
shall incorporalc lhelr provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
in• ihis . charier/ said. ~ffii:cr or member shall be entitled to 
be_ ~mpe~~e~ · at, _hi~., reguta.~. rate o(. pay ~s provided., for 
herein' for said' cxrra1 time '~erved, or· he ·shall· be allowed the 
equil,:aleilt time'om '' ·' '· ·' . 

In any computation in the administration of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the compensation, as defined in any .provisions relat
ing to the, retirement system,. is .. a factor, compensation for 
ovenime provi~ed for in this _section- shall, be excluded, and 
no .such ovenime comJ>!=nsation shall be deemed as compen
sation for any purpose relating fo such retirement provisions. 

Officers and members of the uniformed force shall be en
titled to the duys declared to be holidays for employees 
whose compensations are fixed on a monthly basis -in the 
schedule or compensations,. adopted by the ·board of supervi-

• . _;1 1,il 1 

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.401 of the 
chaner, as additional days off 'with pay. Officers or 
· members required to perform service in said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herein computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pay in ihe judgment of the fire commission. 

For payroll purposes, th·at portion of each tour .of duty 
which falls witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
P':rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculateit by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by the number of single tours of duty 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the fire fighting com
panies in said fiscal year . 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J · 
,:I; 

along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly ancr northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue· 
to Geary. Boulevard; ·,thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevarcl to Presidio Av.enue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence eastedy 
along California Street· to Van Ness 7\venue; thence 
nortllerly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence ea~terly ··along, Filbert Street to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly straightline extension . thereof to the point 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
Ba)'; thence generally . westerly and southerly along 
saiit shoreline to. the point of' commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description shall refer. to the center line of said 
.streets, boulevards.and avenues. respectively. : 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the_ point of· intersection of a ,northerly straig!1t-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street and the shorelme of 
San Francisco Bhy; thence·· easterly and southerly 
along said shoreline lb the,. point of intersection with 
Broadwa~ and an eiisterly straightline extension there
of and including al_l pi'e'fs north of said intersection; 
thence .westerly along · Broadway to Front Street; 
thence southerly along Front Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
then~e southerly along Battery Street to· Market Street; 
thence so_uthwesterly a.long M,1rket · St~eet to Sutter 
Street; thenl!e wl!sterly · along .Sutter street to Powell 
Street; !hence southedy' alol'!g· Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence westerly along -Post St. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly' 'along Leavenworth Street to 
California · Street: · 'thence westerly along California 
Street to Vari Ness' Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to . Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert.· Stree_t to Leavenworth _Street; thence 
northerly along Leavenworth Street . to the /oint of 
commencement. Unless specifically designate to the 
contrary, all refc.re1ices to streets. avenues and ways 
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of·said streets. avenues and ways. re-
spectively. · · · · · 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center- point of the intersection of F,ul
ton. Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue. to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
nortllerly and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevard to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
soutllerly along (,.eavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly 'along Ellis Street to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence tsouthwesterly along. Market .Street to Waller 
Street; thence westerly along Waller Street to Divi
sadero Street; thence northerly along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Oak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of commencement. Unless specifically desig
nated to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained. in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stnnyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence soutlierly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street. to Portola Drive;, thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to 
the center point of the · southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy .Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence followmg a northeasterly straight-line extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along _Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street lo Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church. Street Lo Market Street; thence northeasterly 
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly 
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence 
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( Proposition J, Continued) · 
northerly along Divisadero Street to· Oak Street: 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street; 
thence. northerly along Ba~er Street to Fulton Street: 
thence westerly along 'Fulton Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, drives, boulevards 
and avenues contained in the forei;oing description 
shall refer to the center line of satcl streeis. drives. 
boulevards and avenues, respectively. 

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Churcfi 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Mar.ket Street to Seventh Street; thence soutlieasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
soutliwesterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Street;. thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State Ro,ute IOI) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly. straight-line 
extension · of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen -
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerfy along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly ~llong Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue: thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west
erly along -Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and. avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street: thence northerly .along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Po.well Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutler Street; thence easterly 
along Sutler Street to Markel Street; thence northeas
terly along Markel Street to Bat1cry Street; thence 
northerly along Bauery Street to . Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
straiglit-line extension thereof to the point of intersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly along said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and county, and . including 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the south
ern boundary of the city and county to (he point of 
intersection with the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI): thence generally northerly 
along. the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town
send Street; thence northeasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh . Street; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to the point of commencement. Unless 
specificall.Y. designated to the contrary, all references lo 
streets aniJ ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall r~fer, to the center line of said ~treets and ways, 
respectively. · 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (S-tate Route 101); thence gener
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route . 280) and along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South
ern Freewa)' (Interstate Route 280); thence generally 
westerly ancl southerly along th~ center line of the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) lo the inter
section with the · southern boundary of the city and 
county; thence easterly along said boundary to the 
point of commencement. . · 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero ~erra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone W'ily to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly afong Upland Drive lo North 
Gate Drive; thence ·northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon-· 
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way_ and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwoo<i Drive; thence 
nortlierly along Femwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; tlience northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Verba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Yerba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly. along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Wa,Y. to 
O'Sliaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center ~int of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard . to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Sreet to Precita 
Avenue; thence . easterly along Precita Avenue to 
Alabama . Street; thence soutficrly along Alabama 
Street to· Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-
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( Proposition J, Co11ti1111ed) 
len Avenue to Peralta Avenue; thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line extension 
thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route 10 I); thence gener
ally southerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 10 I) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly and southerly along the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avenues, 
ways and drives contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line ·of said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPERVISORIA.L DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion• of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection qf the southern boundary of the 
city and ·county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulev11rd; thence northerly along Juniperu . Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue. to• Ashton Avenue; lhence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north-. 
westerly along Ocean · Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to 
Upland Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
M0nterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence 
northerly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba Buena A\'enue; thence northwesterly along Ver
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Casitas Avenue · to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
nortl1crly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita · Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita . Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersectio.n of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

'Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way to Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
northerly along Fourteenth· Avenue to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortega Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega ~treet to Forty-first 
Avenue; thence. southerly along Forty-first Avenue to 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and- a straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said shoreline to the southern boun
dary' of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards. avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description shall refer to the center 
line of saia streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall 
comprise that rortion of the city and county not oth
erwise dcscribecl as constituting the first, second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth or tenth 
supervisorial districts. · 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance, adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year followmg the year. in which each 
decennial federal census is taken. commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California. and subject 10 all 
the requirements therein. provided, however. that the 
redistricting provided for herein sl1.1II conform to the 
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city hnd county. 

Each member of the board of surervisors, com
mencing with the general municipal election in 
Novem6er, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with
in a supervisorial district, and must have resided in 
the district in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
office of supervisor, and must continue to reside there
in during his or her incumbency. and upon ceasing to 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment to this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
lo this section not be approved by the legislature of 
the Stale of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors arc not elect
ed by· districts al the general municipal election to be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and al the general 
municipal election to be held in, November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPO.SITION M 

along Columbus Avenue to Mason Street; thence along 
Mason Street to Washin~ton Street; thence along Wash
ington Street to Powell Streeet; and 'thence along Powell 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. 
(2) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets; 
thei1ce along Powell Street to Jackson Street; then along 
Jackson Street to Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street 
to a terminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
Streets along Hyde Street to Washington Street; thence 
along Washmgton Street to Powell Street; thence along 
Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen
cement. 
(3) A line commencing at Market and California; 'thence 
along California Street to. a terminal at Van Ness Aven-
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ue; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California· 
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement. · 

To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the 
cable car lines designated in I. 2 and 3 above, the public 
utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines .at 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I. 1971; provided, however, that nothing. herein contained 
shall prevent the commission from increasing at any time 
the said levels of scheduling and service. 

((The fare on any ca6lc car line shall not exceed the 
local fare established under. the provisions of section 3.598 
of this charter for other types of carrier equipment em
plo).'ed in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal 
Railway.)) 

(Co11ti1111ed) 



(Proposition M .. Continued) 
(c) In the event of the unification, consolidation or• 

m~rger of the San Francisco Municipal Railway with any 
pny~tcly owned stree\ railway system or with ahy portion or 
fac1hty thereof, no hne of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus hne or cable car line. or any portion thereof, which 1s 
now or will be owned by the City and County of San 
Franc,isco, ~nd is n,ow or 1~ill be operated by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abandoned nor shall 
the seryice be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
menda_llon by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors witltin thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall he held. If the said 
recommendation is oisappovt~d by at least nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall he continued. If said 
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes of said 
board the recommendation sl1all become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors 10 act on said recom• 
mendation within thirty days shall he deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendat1011 provided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to the hoard of supervisors abandon or discon•· 
tinue service on any line of street railway. bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, 
construction, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for 
Ifie development· or improvement or any airports and 
heliports owned, controlled or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of ,uir commerce or 
navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds raised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of. any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued 6y the city and 

county for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) including, but not 
llmltl'd lo, transfer 10 lhc general fund during each fiscal 
year of lwcnly-fivc (25%) percent, or such lesser pcrcenl11ge 
11s lhe boaud of supervisors shall by ordln11nce cs111bllsh, of 
lhc non-11lrllne revenues as II return upon lhc city and coun
ty's invcslmenl In said airport. "Non-airline" revenues means 
1111 airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges lo airlines for use of 11irporl 
facilllics. 

TEXT OF· PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section he added 
to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face 
lypc: . 

3.674 Funding lhe Retirement System 

NolwUhslamdlng any other provisions In this ch11r1cr, the 
rcllrcmcnl board shall delcnninc city 11nd county and district 
conlribulions on lhc basis of u normnl contribution rate 
which shall be compnlcd 11s II level of pcrccnlagc of compcn• 
salion which, when applied lo lhe future compcnsnlion of the 

average new member entering the system, together wilh the 
n.-quln.'CI member conlrihulion, will be sufficient lo provide for 
lhc payment of 1111 prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion· of llubllily not provided by lhe normnl conlrlhulion 
rate shall · he amorlizl.'tl over II period not lo cxccl.'tl 11\'cnty 
(20) years. All expenses incurred in the lmplemen1111ion of 
lhis section, Including hut nol limited lo lhc v11h111lion, inves
ligalion and 11udil of the system as mny he re11uircd, shnll be 
puid from the acc111nul111ed contributions of the city 11nd 
county. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
vided further that commencing ·July I, 1980 the amount of 
such tax shall he one and one-half ( I 1/2 % ) percent of the 
payroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-lrnlf 
(I½%) percent of the total distribution made by such Asso
ciation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall not be constru.ed as requiring any 
license whatsoever. nor shall payment of this tax be a con
dition precedent ,to engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This lax is imposed for gen
eral revenue purposes and in order to require commerce 
and the business community lo carry a fair share of the. 
costs of local government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 
San Francisco. · 

Section 2. Article 12-B of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Busi
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, )004.03, 1004.04, !004.05, 1004.06, 
1004,07, 1004.08, 1004.09, l004.10, 1004.11, 1004,12, 1004.13, 
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows: 

Sec, 1004.01. Commission Mcrchnnl or Broker. 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall he $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0.0~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 p~r year for each add~tional $1,000_ 
of gross receipts, or fractional part 1hereof 111 excess of 
$4,000, The rate of the tax set forth hereina~1ove ~hall 
remain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

ly following the month in which the Controller reports lo 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll ,Expensc Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No., 275-70, arc legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $8,00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or lcss of gross receipts, plus 
$2,00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or factional part thereof in exccss of $4,000: provided, how
ever, that commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall he 
$ I 1.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess· of $5,000; providcd, however, lhal during thc period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, I 980 thc tax 
shall he $15.00 per year or fractional part tlwreof for thc 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part !hereof, of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I. 1980 the tax shall 
be $15,00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part 1hereof, of gross 
receipt~ during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or 'broker shall be deemed lo includc the 
buying and selling of goods, wurcs or merchandise by a 
person to the extent that the person (I) docs not cngage in 

(Co11ti1111ed) 
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(Proposition Q. Con,Jm,-ed) . . 
the ~ueinesi of manufa~\uring, refining, fabricating, milling, 
treating or· other processing or the gooas, · wares or merch~n
.~ise bought "nd so!d, ancr does not cause said goods, wares 
or .men:li1nd1se · lo be manufactured, refined, fabricated, 
milled, treated or otherwise prc>ccssed; (2) does nol obtain 
or reiain lille lo said ,goods. wares or merchandise except in 
~ne or ~ore of the follow,ng sil\Ja~ions: while such may be 
an 1rans1t, or for short per1oas of time before 1ranspor1a1ion 

·commences or after ii ceases; and (3) does. not score or 
warehouse suc:h goods; wares or merchandise except during 
one or more of &he following situations: white such goods, 
wai:es or merchandise are i\Ctuall)' in trllnsit, or for sho~I 
penods of time before trllnsporta11on commences or after n 

.1.1Cases. 
(c) "Orou receipts" shllll mean; tor the pur~se or this 

section, all · commissions charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits and proP.Crt)' of llll)' kind or nature received 
for the· performance of an_y service, acl or employment as a 
commission merch11nt or flroker, or in connection with the 
business or, being a commission merchant or broker, and all 
trading profits; without any deduction therefrom on account' 
of uaaing losses,· tabor or service costs or other costs of en
gaging in business, or any-other expense whatever. 

Sec. 1004.Ql. eoacrac:aor. 
. (a) for cveiy person· engaged in business as a contractor, 

the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect lo gross receipts 
from contracts on which the. contractor submitted a 6id. 
P.rior to August 17,. 1968, there shall be tto' tax whatsoever; . 
(ii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
lhe contractor submilled a bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per 
year or fractional part thereof for· the first $_12,000 or fess 
of gross receipts, plus $2.9() per year for each additional 
$1,000 of grO§ Reeipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on wliich the contractor submitted a bid between lhe dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year· for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) With respect to gross receipts from conlracls 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional part . thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) with. respect to gross receipts from contracts on 
which the contractor submitted a bid on or after October I, 
1975, lhe tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for 1he first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 ~r )'.car for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional port thereof in excess of $10,000; bowever, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which lhe 
contractor submitted a bid" during the 8,eriod commencing 
April I, 1980 and ending J1me JO, 198 , the tax shall be 
SJ0.00 per year or fractional p11rt thereof for the first 
SI0,000 or less of gro,ss receipts in the ye,u, · plus $3.00 for 
each addilional $1,000, or fractional part !hereof, of gross 
m.-cipts dµring the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided furtfier · that for the period commencin,s July I, 
1980 1he laX shall be $30.00 per year br fractional p11rt 
thereof, for the first $ I0,000 or less of' gross r~cei{lts ·in the 
year, plus $3.00 for each additional $ l000, or frncllonal pare 
!hereof, of .gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
firsl $10,000. . 

(b) The term "contractor" as used herein means any per
son (except 11n owner who contracts for n project with 
another person who is licensed by the Stille of California as 
a contmctor or ·architccl or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his profcSllionnl c11P.acity) who in any · capacity 
other than as 1111 employee of another with wages as the 
sole compcns11tion, 1inclertakes lo or offers to undertake to, 
or J?Urports 10 have the capacity to undertake to, or submits 
a bid to, or docs himself or by or through others construct, 
aher, repair, ndd to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolisn any buildins, highway, roacf, railroad, excavation, 
or other structure, projecl, development or improvement, or 
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to do any part thereof, including the erection of scaffolding 
. or other structures or works in conncclion · therewith. Tli~ 
ter~ "contractor". does not: include any person engaged in 
business as an archllecl or enganeer. 

(c) The meaning of the terll) "gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set . forth · in Section· 1002.6; provided 
1ha1 such term shall include lhe lotal contract price for 1he 
work performed under the con1rac1 10 which die conlraclor 
i~ a f>!lrl)', without deduction for subcontracts, and irrespec
uve of whet~er the coniract is one on · a fixe~ price or on a 
cost-plus basis or on.e under the terms of wh1cli 1he contrac• 
tor acls as age~t for the owner. ,The lerm "gross receipts," 
however, shall 111clude only .receipts from conlracls wnich 
cover jobs or projects with construction siles localed wilhin 
the cil)' limils oflhe Citl and County. · 

(d) The term "bid' as used lierein means the execulion 
of any contract or any bid for a cqn1rac1, whichever occurs 
first. 

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apal1ment, etc. 
(a) Subject to lhe limi1alions slated !herein, for every per

son engaged. in lhe business of conducting or operating a 
hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment . house, 
lodging house, house court or -bungalow court, and every 
person engaged in lhe business of renting or let1ing rooms, 
llP!'ftments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging ,in any such place, 1he tax shall lfo $30.00 per year 
or fractional r.art thereof for the first $15,000 or less of 
gros.'i receipts aerived from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 ~r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000. The race of 
the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the 
first da,Y. of lhe monlh immediately following the month in 
which the Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors, 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
are legally available to meet approprii:lions made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00 
per year or frac~ional part thereof ,for the lirsl $15,poo or 
less of gross rece1p1s, plus $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts. or fracllonal pnrt thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing· January I, 
1977, the tax shall be. $ I 1.00 per year or fractional part 
!hereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipls, plus 
$1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, thal during lhe period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the lax shall be $15.00 per year i 
or fractional parl thereof for lhe first $ I0,000 or less of '! 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for · ench additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the firs! $10,000; provided further 
that .commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or Tess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $ I.SO for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipL~ during 
the period in excess of tlie first $ l0,000. . . 

(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed to require 
that a registration certificate be obtained' o·r a tnK paid by 
any person. engaged in th~ .business of renting or · letting 
apartmcn1s ma structure cons1stmg of less than four units. 

(c) At the time the tax p~ovided for herein is remitted, 
lhe Tnx Collector mny require the rei;istrnnt to furnish a 
st.atem~n! of the number of such busmesses conducted by . 
him, g1vmg the street address. of each location, number of 
units at ench location, and the amount of. gross receipts at
tributable to each location. 

(d) T!1e Tm, Collector may require n person enl?aged in 

1 

.. 
any business taxed by this section lo furnish such mforrrin-
lion as. may be necessary in order for the Tax Collector to 
dctcrmme the ~ature of l!1e own~rship of the business, and 
the. amount ~f interest wluch par!1~s to the. ownership of the 
busmess claim or possess. Notice of such dctcrminalion 
mnde ~y the Tax Coll~ctor shal! b~ sc~ved on the persons · 

. or pnrues affected by l11s dctcrmmatlon Ill· the same manner 
as notices of deficiency determinntion arc served under the 
provisions of subsection (I) of Section 1010. 

(Continued) 



(Proposition Q, Cominued) 
Sec. 1004.04. Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec• 

tor,' Un~ Supply. For every person enga_ged in 1he business 
of washt!)g, ironmg, drying, cleaning, dyemg, sizing, blocking 
or eressmg . a~y clo1hm1?, wearing ~pparef, garmenl, linen, 
fabnc or similar malertal, or similar arlicfe of personal 
pr!)per1y, whether accomplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machine operated by such person, his cm• 
ployee or any customer, or furnishmg or letting the use of 
any !owe.ls, hnen, aprons, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 

. oilier article of a similar nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee or 
charge, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus 
$2.00 ~r year for each ~dditional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fracuonal part .thereof m excess of $15,000; provided tliat 
a person engaged in a business subject to tax under this 
section, who, at the same location is also engaged in any 
business subject 10 tax under Section 1004.08 of this or• 
dinance, or, at· the same location makes minor alterations or 
repairs to the clothing, wearin~ apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or similar ma1erial · bcmg washed; ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
s~parate business _tax a~d obtaining separate registration ccr• 
uficales under this ordmance for the conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi• 
ncsscs al the loca1ion and upon the basis of that computa• 
lion pay a combined business tax and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this sec1ion for all such businesses. 
The rate of lhc lax set forl11 hcrcinabove shall remain in 
elTccl until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month in which Ilic Controller reports 10 the Board of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, al which lime the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional parl thereof for lhc 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for 
each additional· $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, thnl com
mencing January I. 1977, the tax shall be $ I 1.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the firsl $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$!0,000; provided, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $ f5.00 per year or frnclional part thereof for the 
firsl $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 
for each addilionnl $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during lhe period, in excess of the first 
$I0,000 and provided that commencing July I, 1980 the lax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fmctional part thereof for the 
firsl $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during lhe period, in excess of the first 
$10,000. 

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc. 
(a). Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter. for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for lhc loan of mone_y 
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on his 
own behalf or on behalf of any other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for lhe purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whetfier 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchuse of the items aforesaid acts as principul, agent or 
broker, the 111x shall be $600 per year. Effective October I, 
1973, said tux shall be due and pa~able annually on or 
before the last day of the month of l·ebruary next succeed
ing cuch respective annual period as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the due date of October I, 
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calendar 
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in 
such business during the period commencing April I, 1980, 

-and ending June 30, 1980, whether or n·o, subject 10 such . 
tax prior 10. April I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year 
1980, shall mstead be $800.00; provided, however, thal for 
perso!}s engaged in such business. duriqg,. the,. piiri9d com• 
mencing July I, 1980, and ending December 31, 1980, 
whether or nol subject lo tax prior to July I, 1980, said ta11, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead. be $800.00;. provid
ed, however, that no such taxJ>ayer shall be subject lo tax 
under Ibis section in excess of $800.00 for the calendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for caleQdar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said lax shall be $800.00 per year . 

(b) The tax imposed under the J>rovisions of subsection 
(a) shall nol apply 10 the business of lending money or ad
vancing credit or arranging for the loan of. money or the 
advancmg of credit as principal or agent, where the obliga• 
tion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or 10 com
pensate for the advance of credit is sccu~ed . by a lien on 
real pro~rly, or some interest in real property, nor shall 
the provisions of this scc1ion apply lo the 1>.usiness of pur
chasmg, either as principal or agent, any ,debt or evidence 
of detit secured by any lien upon real propetty; . nor shall 
the provisions of this section apply 10 any transaction in
volving the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
lax imposed under the provisions of subsc.clion (a) shall not 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
wlii~li consi~ls of the purchase of unsecured ~ccoun1s 
receivable w11hou1 recourse. All. persons engaged m busi
nesses such as are described in this subsection shall be sub
j~ct to 1nx under Sec~ion 1004.07. Persons covered by Scc
llOn 1276.1 of the Pohce Code shall puy tax on their inter
est income under Section 1004.07 and shall pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08. . 

(c) The tax imposed under the P.rovisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely wi1h cus
tomers or suppliers of that 01her business; nor shall the tax 
apply to a person engaged. in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of cust<_>mer or supplier .exists, when the 
person confines such busmcss dealing to other persons who 
either stand in_ lhe relation of parent or, subsidiary to him, 
or are so const11Uted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said 01her business is 
subject to a tax under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, nil interest and other charges received as a result 
of Ilic activity described in subsection (n) shall be included 
in the gross receiets, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject to n tax measured by gross reccipls, it shall pay 
n tax under the provisions of Seclio)l · IOQ4.07 for engaging 
in the kind of activity described in s11bsection (n). If a per
son described in this subsection as exempt from the tax im
posed under subsection (11). engages in the business there 
taxed with respect to persons other thµn 1, those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shun not apply ... 

Sec. 1004.06. Personal Property Rcntai., , . 
For every person engaged in .lhe bu.siness ,of leasing ·or 

renting nny tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed -by other provisions of this otdinancc, the .tax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional p1Lr! . 1h11rcof .for the lirst 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus ,.$4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross ,receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the . tax set forth 
hcreinabove shall remain .in effect until the ,first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived _from the levy of P.ayroll Exr,ense 
Tax imposed by Ordinance No .. 275-70, arc legally ava1lnble 
to meet appropriations made by the Board .of Supervisors, 
at which lime the tax shall . be $24.00 per year or rractional 
parl thereof for the first $12,000. or less .or gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1.000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however,, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
tax shall be $22.00 per year or frac\ional part thereof for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts~ plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, or frac-
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tional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end- , 
ing June 30, , ,198U .the. tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
Lional part thereof for the first $10,000 or fess of,;;gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00. for each additional $1,000, 
or, fracdonal part thereof, .. of gross .receipts during the per
iod. in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or -fractional . part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross: ~ip,ts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
Sl,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross rc;ceipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $ I 0,000. . 

• For the purpose of this section "tangible personal proper
tf' shall mean personal property which may be . seen, 
weighed, measured, felt Qr. touched, or which is in any 
other manner perceptible to the senses. · 

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con
strued .to, require •the inclusion of the amount received for 
lhe-Jeasing or. renting of tangible property, or for the leas-

, ing or renting of mobile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property. such as railroad locomo-· 
lives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chassis, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of1which is made wholly outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses. 
(a) For every person engage4 in any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of• another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per . year or fractional part thereqf for 
the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. -The rate of the: tax set forth 
hc:reinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immc:idatc:ly following· the month in which tlle Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his ol'in
ion, the proceeds derived from tlie levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available 10 meet the appropriations made by the Boar<! of· 
Supervisors, at which time tl1e tax shall be $24.00 · per year 
or fractional part thereof for the lirst $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provi<lcd, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, . the ,\ax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of· gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 rc:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof .in . excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that. during the period commencing. April I, 1980 
and ending iJunc • 30, 1980 the fox shall be $30.00 per year 
or , fractional part .thereof for the lirst $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the . year, plus $3.00 for each addit_ionul 
$l\000, or fractionnl part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, .in excess of the first $ I0,000; provided, however, 
tbnt commencing,.July I, 1980, tho tax shall be $30.00 per 
yc:ur or. fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or. fractional purl thereof, of. gross receipts during 
the period, in excess .of tl1e first $ I 0,000. 

(o) A person engaged in more than one trnde, culling. oc
cupation, vocntion, profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced within this section shnll consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing. nil such activities. Any . person cngugcd in any activities 
embraced within this section, in ndclilion to activities 
covered by any other. section of this ordinuncc, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections .. 

Sec. 1004.08 Retail Sades. 
(a) For every person· manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retnil, or selling any ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise spcc1(ically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax . shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of _gross receipts. plus $2.00. per year for each additional 
$1.000 of gross receipts or fracllonal part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind 1>ersons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in ihe computation of the 
a~~unt of t~x du~ hereun4~r nor to be rcqu!red to pay !he 
m1mmum tax. This exemption shall not subJect such bland 
persons to the provisions of Section 1004.0T of this ordin
ance. The rate of the tax set forth hcreinabove shall remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports 10 the 
~ara of Supervist1!'5 that, in his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
Ordinance No. 275-70, are .legally available to meet appro
P,riations made by the 13oard of Supervisors, at which 
lime the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $15,000 or· less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per 
year for each additiQna( $'1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; 8rovided, however, that 
during the period commencing Apra I, '1980 and ending 
June 30, 198"0 the tax _shall be $15.00 per /ear or fractional 
P.art thereof for the first $10,000 or less o gross receipts in 
the year, plu,s $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 

· part thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax sliall · be $15.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ J0,000 or less of gross receipts in the 
year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
r.art tncreof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000. . . , 

(b) For. the purpose of. this section, a retail sale or sale at 
retail means a sale of goods, wares or .merchandise for any 
purpose other than resale in the r~gular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages .at the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be. issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall bi:. measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d)· A blind .person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in tbc better eye, with correction. Sucl1 blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye:, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(c) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" s~all be deemed to include the activities of "hand
ling and selling," "storage, handling and selling," "assem
bling and selling," and "processing and selling." , · 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require tlie inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipJ?cd to the purchasers of such goods by 
ihc seller to points outside the -Slate of Calilbrnin .. 

Sec. 1004.09. Storngc, Freight Forw1ndlng. 
(a) "Freight forwardin~" shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating tor shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
as agent or bailee for any person where a fee is charged 
for such service. 

(b) For cycry person engaged in the business of freight 
forwarding or mamtaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year. or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of. gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of ihe tax set forth 
hcreinabovc shall remain in effect until the lirst day of the 
month imn1cdiatcly following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall he $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the lirst $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts. plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
or gross receipts or fractional part thcr.eof in excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
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1971, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $ 1-,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I. 1980 
and ending June 30; 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year. plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional rart thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional· part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1.000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess oftbc first $10,000. . 

Sec. 1004.10. Telephone, Gas, Electrl11 and Steam SerYlce. 
(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the tax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
rei:eipts or fractional part thereof in· excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first ·day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports to • the Board of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the le~ of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No, 275-70, are legally available to meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional P!lfl thereof for the first $20,00!}, or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each add1t1onnl $1,000 
of gross ,receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; proviilcd, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
f>lus $1.23 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of ·the 
first $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" shall 
have the same mcanin$ as in Section_ !002.6, ~xccpt . th!ll 
only those receipts derived from providing services w1thm 
the City and County shall be included: ano further .except
ing thnt, with respect to telephone. services, ~nly receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shnll be included. 

Sec. I 004.11. Transporllng Persons for Hire, 
(n) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the . transportation of persons . 

or property for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
velucle upon any public highway in this State, either direct-
ly or indirectly. . . 

(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 
• motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under ll leuse or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for . the . opcr.ntion of the 
vehicle irrespective of whether the veluclc 1s driven by such 
person or the person 10 wh_om the . vehicle is furnish~d, or 
engages either m whole or m part m, the transportation of 
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Opcrntor. The term "operator" docs not in
clude any of the following: 

(i) Any person transporting his o_wn property in a motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _lum u~lcss h~ . l!lakcs u 
specific charge for the trnnsportallon. TlllS subd1v1s1on docs 

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State. who oo:asionall)' · 
transJ>_Orts property for other farmers, or who transports has 
own farm products, or who transports laborers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any nonprofit asricultural cooperative association. or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own ~wcrs 
under ChaJ>ter 4 oT Division 6 of tile Agricultural Code or 
the State of California to the extent only that it is en1•gcd 
ln the transporting of its own property or the property or 
its members. 

(iv) Any ,,erson whose sole transportation of penons or 
property for hire or compensation consists or the tran•P.J'l•· 
lion of children lo or from any public or nonrrofit priv11e 
school and whose total compensation from al soun:cs · for 
P.roviding such transportation docs not 'exceed one hundred 
<lollars ($100) in any calendar month. · 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of orc:rating a 
hearse or other vehicfe in a procession to. a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
of interment to a garage or place or storage. 

(vi) Any registered owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while, 
operating the vehicle, transports persons 10 his work or to • 
place tlirough which he passes on the way to his wort, 
whether for or without compensation, if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. · 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any such matter in a motor vehicle owned or operated by' 
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran• 
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the 
public highways, otherwise .than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 
thereby. 

(b) Tax Imposed. ~ 
I. Every person whose business in whole or· in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such busines.,, 
shall pay a business lax measured by gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provided · in this 
section. This tax is imposed for tfie privilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County or S11n 
Francisco for the purpose of such business, empfoying or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County of San Francisco, No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required to be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ccti<?n duri_ng any tax period without lirst ob
tammg a rcg1stra11on certificate. 

2. The l>usiness taxed under the provisions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator: 

(i) Wholly witliin the City and County; 
(ii) From II place or places outside the City and County 

(including II place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places withm the City and County; 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
lo a place or places outside the City and County (including 
a place or places outside the State of California); . 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and Councy 
to a place or places nlso within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (inclucling a plucc or places ousidc the Stale. of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Measure of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the tmnsportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this Citt and County for the purP,ose of such business, 
the tax shall be $48.00 per )'ear or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof. in excess of $12,000. The rule of the tax sel 
forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the mo.nth in which 1h_e 
Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
E"x~nse Talt imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Boara of 
SuP4:rvisors, at which time the talt shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
~o.ss receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,QOO; provi<ied, however, .that commencing January 1, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 J!C:r year for each addili01;1al $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in ellcess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the ' first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts · in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional P.art thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the 1ax•sliall be $JO.OD per 
year or fractional parl thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in e1tcess of the first $10,000. 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. 
Whenever an operator engages in the transportation of 

passengers partly within ana partly without Ilic City and 
County of San Francisco, the laK imposed by this section 
shall apply e1tclusively to the portion of the gross receipts 
attributable to operations within the City and County of 
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at
tributable lo operations within the City and County of San 
Francisco shall • mean that percentaie of an operator's total 
sross receipts, inclu~ting gross receipts from tfle lransporta
uon' of pers~ns ~o and. fr~rn a place or places outside the 
Slate of Cahfornm, which 1s equal to that percentage which 
the · mileage operated with the City and County of Sail 
J:ran'cjsco, bears to the entire mileage over which the opera
tions extend. 

(e) Eltemptlon for Certain School Buses, 
No talt hereunder shall be required for the operntion of 

any motor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day to transport 
students or members of bonu fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising adults to and from public or private 
schools, school events or other youth activities, without 
regard to the manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This e1temption· shall not subject such operation to 
tlie provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. Tn1cklng .,.... Haullni;. 
(a) Definitions. 
I. Operator. The term "oP.erator" is used in this section 

as defined in lhe Motor Vehicle Transportation License Tax 
Act of California, with reference· only, however, to persons 
engaging in the 1ranspor111tion of property for hire or com
pensation. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The · term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this section as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation 
License TaK Act of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "truclor" us used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in the V chicle Code of California, · 

(b) Tax Imposed. Every person whose business in whole 
or in p11r1 is that of operator, as d~fincd herein, of nny mo
tor vebiclc for the 1ranspor1a1ion of proP.erty for hire or 
compensation, und who in the course of that business uses 
the public streets und highways in the City and ,County for 
the purpose of such business, s111111 pay II business tux 11s 
provided in this section. 

(c) Measure. or Tux; Reporting Period.· The tax required 
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to be ~id by this section shall be reported and paid an
nually. Every J)erson engaged in the business subject 10 tax 
under tMs section shall pay a miqimum lllK of $12.50 per 
year. The ta,t required to be paid under this section sliall 
be measured as follows: · · 

I. For each motor vehicle, oilier than a ·1rac1or, trailer, 
semitrailer, or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up 
or deliver property within this City and County, the tax 
shall be as follows: · 

Where the unladen weight thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, the 
tall shall be $.04 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, the laK shall be $.05 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided however, that during the period 
commencing April I; 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shull b1: $,07 for each di\y or fraction thereof of its opera
tion as specified in su1'sec1ion (b); provided however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its uperalion as specified in subsec
tion (b); 

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 lbs.. and 
not more than 8,000 lbs:, the tax shall be $. IO for each day 
or fraction thereof of ils operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, tliat commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of ils 
operation us specified in subsection (b); provided, however,. 
tliat during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 lhe t111t shall be $. I 5 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that' commencing July I, 1980, the , 
tax snail be $, I 5 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
o~ralion as specified in subsection (b); 

Whece the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 lbs., the 
tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
1'1al commencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $. 12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in 
subsection (b); r,rovided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of ils opera
tion as specified in subsection (b); P.rovided, however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the l11K shall be $.16 for e11ch day 
or fraction thereof of its operution as specified in su bscc
tion (b). 

2. For each lraclor which is so used lo haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, the tnK shall be $.11 for e11ch day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, 
the tall shall be $., 2 · for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation us specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
~nat during the pe~iod commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30,. 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, the 
tax shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b). 

( d) Method of Reportini;. · 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act req_uired to be taxed und~r this section dur111g any 
tax period without first obtaining II registration certificate. 

· 2. At the close of each tall perioa such person shall file a 
statement with the Tull Collector showing the lax due and 
selling forth a summary of the vehicles of ench graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
lax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb• 
ruary in the next su6sequen1 tax period any (additional) tax 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tux period. 

3. In making such statement, the person may at his op
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on n 
"test week" basis, by sepnrately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total of the tax due for 
lhe four lesl weeks by four to ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and multiplying the said average weekly tax by the 
number of weeks of the lax period during which he con-

(Co11/in11ed) 



(Proposition Q, Co11ti1111ed) 
· ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the 
person efects to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
lest week basis such election shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as to the tax period for which such election is made. 
Any person electing to compute such tax on a test week 

, basis shall retain the records used for _such computation for 
a period -of 1wo years from the date' _of filing such,'report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a test week basis to retain such records, the T11x 
Coll_ector may determine the amounr of, anr. additional 111x 
esta1matcd to be due from such person m the· manner 
provided by Section IOIO. , 

4. The test weeks which may be used by a person in 
computing the· tax imposed under this section arc the 
sckond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second fl!II week in July ~nd the second full wccli in 
October. If a person docs not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he docs conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person docs not conduct operations subject 10 tax under this 
section during each of 1)1e four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his tax on a ,lest week 
basis "'.ithout prior wrillcn application to and· prior wrillen 
approval of the Tax Collector as to what alternate test per• 
iod or periods may be used. 

5. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved <ir 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
statement required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be filed and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis-
solution or 1crmination. · 

(c) Exemption for Vehicles Opcr11ted Exclusively In Inter• 
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any d11y or fraction 
tliercof when such vehicle is operated exclusively between 
poinls within this City and County and points without this 
State. 

(I) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip
ment aloni the streets of this Cil,Y and County if such 
operation 1s merely occasional and incidental to a business 
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin• 
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in any qw\rter, . ana. a 
business shall be deemed to be conducted wlllun this Cll,Y 
and Count_y if an ollicc or agency is maintained here or 1f 
transportahon business is solictea here. 

Sec. 1004.13. Wholcs11lc S11lcs, . 
(a) For every pcr~on manufacturing and set.ling any goods; 

wares or merchandise al wholesale, or sclhng a_ny goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 

· taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shalt be 
$32.00 · per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, pl~s $ l.60. per. ycur for 
each additional $1,000 of g,ross receipts or lracllonal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that bli~d p_ersons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts 111 the 
com1,1utation of the tll)lount of IIIX d_uc hercu~dcr nor be 
required to pay the n11nimum tax. Tlus ex_e!11pllon shall ~ot 
su6jcc1 such blind person to the prov1s1ons or Sec11on 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of 
the month immediately following /he mon_th in whic_h th,e 
Controller reports· to the . Board of Su pcrv1sors thut, in l11s 
opinion, the r,roceeds dcnved. from the levy of 1!1c, Payroll 
fapcnsc Tax imposed by qrd_inancc No. 275-70, .ire lcg,ally 
available to meet apr,ropr1atwns made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which 11111c the tax shall be $16.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000_ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $0,80 per year for each a~~tional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thcrco( m excess of 
$20 ooo· provided, however, that commencing January I. 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fractional part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$0.90 per year for each additional SI ,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; rrovided, 
however, that during the period commencing Apri I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or Jess of 
gross receipts in the year, plus S 1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part 1hercof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $24.00 per 
year or fractionul part thereof for the first $20,000 or foss 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof. of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000. 

(6) For lhe purpose of this section, 11 wholcs11lc sale or 
sale al wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan
dise for th.e purpose of resale in the regular course of busi
ness. 

(c) Whenever a person engages in the same, location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, 11 
joint registnllion certificate shall be issued for nil such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vi
sual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Sucli blindness 
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in disc11ses of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Voca1ion.1I Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tait Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "han
dling and sellinf' "storage, handling and selling," "asscm• 
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed 10 
require tile inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipl,Jcd to the purchasers of such goods by 
fhe seller to points outside the Slate of' California. 

Sec. I 004.15. Architects, Englnee"!· . . 
(a) ~or every person engaged in busmc~s 11~ 11n archllect 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (1) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tait whatsoever;. (ii) with !espeet to 11ross 
receipts from · contracts on wluch the arclutect or engmeer 
submitted a proposal between the dlltes of August 17, 1968, 
11nd August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractiomil part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for e11ch • _additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts or fractional part thereof 111 excess of $12,0f?O; 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on wl11ch 
the architect or engineer submilled a proposal between the 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48,00 per year or fractional pllrl thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per. yc11r for 
each ad~itional. $1,000 of gross _rcccip_ls or frnctwnal part 
thereof in excess of $12,000; (1v) with respect to 11ross 
receipt~ from contmcts on which the architect or engineer 
submilled it proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the I/Ix shall be $24.00 per year or frnctional part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or Jess of gross rcccipls, r,lus 
$2.00 per year for each udditional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross receipt.~ from contnicts on which lhe architect 
or engineer submitted a proposal on or after (?ctobcr I, 
1975, the tax shall be $22.0D per year or fract1<;1nal part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipt~, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; howc~cr, (v1) 
with_ respect to. gross receipts from contracts _on which !he 
archucct or cngmccr submitted a proposal durrng the period 
commencing April I. 1980 and ending June JO, 1980 the 
tax shall oc $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $ I0,000 or les.~ of gross receipts in the year, plus 

(Co11ti1111ed) 
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( Proposition Q, Continued) 
$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gro_ss receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on. which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the per
iod, in excess of the first $10,000. 
· (b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which. a 
license is required under Cl)apter 3, Division Ill of the 
Business and Professional Code of the State of California. 
The terin "engaged in business as an engineer" as , used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is re(luired under Chapter 7, Division Ill of the Business · 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning of the term "gross receipts1t as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed ~y such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis ·or one under the terms of which the architect or en
gineer acts as agent for the owner. 

(Propol·ition V. Continued)· 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter. is passed 111 the same or 
a subsequent election. . . 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 
superci:ding any incons_istent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the ,. 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders. services in part' within the City and County. of San · 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no ap~rtionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be lev11:d only 011 1ha1. percenta_ge of gross receipts 
equal lo the percentage which workin& turie expended with
in the City and County of · San Francisco bears to his total 
working tim~ both witHin .and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. · • . • 

Section 3. By adopting· ':iliis · ordinance the · People of the 
City and County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail· any :powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as to the subject muller of this ordinance, in
clu<ling, but not liinited-'.to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of ta.xation/ eliminating the tax. or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tax or payroll.expense tax ordinance. 

In ado11ting this ~~~inaoce· the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the prev1ously
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uance, and further declare that if any of such previously
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless· intended that all the increases of both taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980.as provided in this ordinance. 

Section .4. Effective Date. Except as stated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. . 

two-thirds vote provision in Section 4, Article XIIIA of the . 
stale Constitution (Proposition 13) docs not apply. Likewise, 
this ordinance supercedes any inconsistent prov1s1on of Arti
cle XIIIB of the stale Constitution (Proposition 4). 

If any section, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any ·court to be invalid or unconsti
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. · . · 

Register. to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters. 1hc Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places 10 deter
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: 

Easily accessible: 
Accessible with assistance: 
Inaccessible: 

A 
B 
C 

If you arc not sure what your precinct number is. look at the mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (Sec sample 
below). 

Polling place---------
Party----------
Name-----------• 
Address-----------

Precinct# 

Garage~- 272 rags Ct. 
Dem 8600 09 J024832 
Jane Dough 
I 234 56th S1rce1 
San Francisco. Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There arc 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affld11vil # 

I.) The acccssibilily codes refer lo lhe polling place address for each precinct as of lhe 1i111e of publication 
of this pamphlel. There may be changes in polling place addres~cs before lhe election. so lhc evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) o'ur employees could have made an error in judgemcnl. If you feel thal we made a mistake regarding 
the acccssibilily rating of your precinct, call us itl 558-3417. 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember - If your polling plal·e is inacessihle. you ran vole 
absentee by sending us ,i request for an absentee ballot. Fill in the''application on lhc next page or this 
pamphlet, or call 558-34 I 7 for information. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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18th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

8301 A 8354A 8407 B 8458 A 8509A 8563 A 8616 A 
8302A 8355 A 8408 8 8459 A 8510 A 8564A 8617 A 

· 8303 A 8356 A 8409A 8460.A 8511 A 8565 8 8618 8 
8304 B 8357 A 8410 8 8461 A 8512 A 8566 8 8619 A 
8305 A 8358 A 8411 A 8462 A 8513 A 8567 A 8620A 
8306A 8359 A 8412 A 8463 A 8514A 8568A 8621 A 
8307 A 8360A 8413 A 8464A 8515 A 8569 8 8622 A 
8308C 8361 A 8414A 8465 A 8516 A 8570 8 · 8701 A 
8309A 8362 A 8415 A 8466 A 8517 A 8572 e· 8702 A 
8310A 8364/8363 A 8416 A · 8467 A 8518 A 8573A 8703 A 
8311 A 8365 A 8417 A 8468 B 8519 A 8574A 8704A 
8312A 8366 B 8418 A 8469 B 8520A 8575 8 8705 A 
8313 A 8367 A 8419 A 8470A 8521 A 8576 8 
8314A 8368 A 8420A 8471 C 8523/8522 A 8577 A 
8315 A 8369A 8421 A 8472 A 8524A 8579 B 
8316A 8370C 8422 B 8473 A 8525 A 8580 B 
8317 A 8371 A 8423 A' 8474 A 8526A 8581 B 
8318 A 8372A 8424A 8475 B 8527 A 8582 8 
8319A 8374A 8425 A 8476 A 8528 A 8583 B 
8320A 8375 A - 8426 A 8477 A 8529 A 8584 A 
8321 C 8376 A . 8427 A 8478 A 8530 B 8585 A 
8322A 8377 A 8428 A 8479 A 8532/8531 A 8586 8 
8324A 8378 A 8429 C 8480 A 8533 A 8587 B 
8325 A 8379A 8431 A 8481 A 8534 A 8588 A 
8326A 8380A 8432A 8482 A 8535 A 8589 B 
8329/8327 A 8381 A 8433 A 8483 A 8536 B 8590 A 
8328 A 8382 A 8434A 8484 A 8537 A 8591 A 
8330A 8383 A 8435 A 8485 A 8538 A 8592A 
8331 A 8384 A 8436 A 8486 A 8539 A 8593 A 
8332 A 8385 A &437 A 8487 A 8540A 8594 A 
8333 A 8386A 8438 A 8488 A 8541 A 8595 B 
8335/8334 A 8387 A 8439 A 8489 A 8542 A 8596 C 
8336 A 8388 A 8440A 8490 A 8543 A 8S9.7 B 
8337 A 8389 A 8441 A 8491"A 8544 A 8598 C 
8338 A 8390A 8442 A 8492 A 8545 B 8S99 A 
8339 A 8391 A 8443 A 8493.A 8546A 8600A 
8340A 8392A 8444 A 8494 A 8547 A 8601 B 
8341 A 8393 A 8445 A 8495 A 8548 A 8602 A 
8342 B 8394 A 8446 A 8496 A 8549 A 8603 A 
8343 A 8395 A 8447 B 8497 A 85S0 A 8604 C 
8344A 8396 B 8448 A 8498 A 8551 B 8605 A 
8345 A 8397 A 8449 A 8499 A 8552 A 8606 A 
8346 A 8398 A 8450 ~ 8501 A 8553 B 8607 A 
8347 A 8399 A 8451 A 8502 A 8554 A . 8609 A 
8348 A 8400A .8452 A 8503 A . 8555 A 8610A 
8349 A 8401 A 8453 A 8S04 A 8556 A 8611 A 
8350 B 8402 A 8454A 8505 B 8557 C 8612 c. 
8351 A 8403 B 8455 A 8506 A 85S9 A 8613 A 
8352 A 8405 B 8456 A 8507 A 8560 A 8614 A 
8353 A 8406 B. 8457 A 8508 A 8561/8562 A 8615 B 
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POii IIIQIITIIAWI UH ONLY 
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

iE~lltM-'f.(Z.Jn 

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APUCACION PARA IAlDrA DE VOTANTE AUSENTE Pree. No. 

AiMfl:~~$ffl~ Pol. Affll. 

1, PRINTl!D NAMI! 
Blllol No. 

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA Ar,1>11catton MUST ALSO IIE 81O'.IED BELOW IIY Al'PLICAHT. ll■llol MIiied 

- 1EQW:,tt4s S gn1tur1 wm bl compared with :ffldatlt on flit In 1h11 -· Ballol Relurned 

2, ELl!CTION DATE 3 JUNE 1980 All. Record 

I hereby apply tor en Absent Voter's Ballot for the election I n1peclo,'1 Nollet 
Indicated above. 

I expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day of s111n11u,, and R111111r■11on 
\ the election or unable to vote therein by reason of physical dis, Vtrlllld II Corrtcl: 

ability or other reason provided by law. 

m~-~IN!U~;t;:A, W,2 Par /1 preHnt• 101/cllo uni IHII0/1 de 011, Deputy R19111r1r 

tJnJ:.;m!frfflz.iR• • ;t;:M1:ill•i El 
Votin/9 Au,■nt, tMr• /I lleccl6n lndtoadll 

""'''· , ~t&tiJ!.:tm, JJJtf!HHt;r-~~m~e11n Etp■ ro ■otar 1u11n11 de ml preclnto 
■l■ctoral ■n ■I dfa d1 /1 1/1cclon o no 

~~ ' J!tl';{/r:f}.;lfrfj~. pod,r volar ,11r 1r,1c1 u otre r116n pr•• 
viii■ por t■ ley. 

3. BALLOT TO IE MAILED TO Ml! AT: 
ENV/EME LA BALO TA A: _!J O I prefer 111ctlon mltll'IIII In Englllh 

,/,11#:fi'i'!tJ{,1.rf,']'*.A-1":lll:: D Prellero m1t1r1,1ea 1/lctora/N •n 11p1Wol 

D ~i,:~~lfl1t::0Jtfl-
*nff.eilf.il 

Zip Code 
Ar■1Pootol 

DATE: rqiw,: l/,~ iit; ,. 4, FECHA: 
El JIJl SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOL,ICITANTE 
5. tflif1lt.A.~~ Registered San Francisco Address of Applicant 

D/rocc/6n dtl sollctanlo rog/strado on San Francisco 

l~J1!/.A.11:ll/(i;:1 I 1 ◊,iEJr .V1tz. tl::bl: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED SI tJSTED SE HA CAMBIADO fm~4'r.E.ill~l , JJlfyff.i}tJ:1lJ:;;f,Ji1:,f,'/:l'£ 
Complete this section If you have moved and Comp/11to 111sta socc/on sl ustoct so ho comb/1do y Tfl=Jl/tiX!ttN.l:.z{titl:, J~11ocr.111t1< 
now reside at an address other lhen that roslcfo ahora on otro d/rocc/6n ctlstlnto o 11 qui "'. shown on your affidavit of reglsl~a11on. oparoco on su ctoclorocidn /uracto di rag11rro. 

I moved on 19_. Mo camb(o o/ d119 __ ;fit f;i{f:-1L-~~-Jl_l3 JWI.!} 

My residence address Is Ml cflrocclcfn OS Ji! JJl(J:(l{Jtl::IIUi! : 
Zip Code 

Area Posto/ 
~\~~Wl 

. NOTA: Un ~o,onto quo so comblo dontro d• /as 29 
NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior ' dins anlarloros a as/a o/occ/6n puoct1 'lf:lr. : ~{ElU:?kil!V<lliC-1·:Ji. !l l"-lilr.1 to this election may obtain an ab- obtonor bnlota ousorito. Un ~otonto qui 

sentee baliol. A volar moving more so cambin an/os do las 29 ct/as ontorloroo ;If- I tif~Il'.,(-f~/8,';!~ • lJ:m{£ 
than 29 days prior to this eloctlon eta In oloccl6n y quo no so roglstro antes 

!lt-k ilt~ lliJi! l~Hll~ -:::·I· JLI 1 , ihi and who did not re-register prior to eta la /Ocha 1/nnl para rog/strorso do osta 

the reglstrallon closing date for this olocc16n no puodo voro,. tE iil:.llfrJt,IJ\ J3 JIJIA\!11:lli/i'irf i'if( ~r;H: 
election Is not eligible 10 vote. . /ll]t{·1i{l:lffi.f'M..'lt*• 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

tlil\-i:1'.1i: ROOM 158, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

\ 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN tA SOIICITl/0 OEIIE lfEC/11/flE EN lA OflCJNA 1f1 if,t/Jlil:I,?; Jti'Jr 1~•;Ji1E Jt!fW ·t 11 Z lliJ 
REGISTRAR'S OFFIS~ BY i5~R tM,, DEi /flG/11/IA/f ANTEI DE lAI CINCO EN l'U/110 ' ana:I.;!- sc )ltJIJl=·r1Htfi,H!'1l1 
TUESDAY, · May 1 , OllA TAlfOE. MAHTES. ~ 7 M~Q 8 0 

II Sll'TIMO DIA ANT; 10/f Al IA 01 tA ~ m 1H,rom11Jr111iii&:r1JJ1t rJJ J,11,J.:m • 7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. EIECCION. I 00 "' ..... " ,,,, ., .. 

I 
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JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO·, CA 94102 
:~ON 558-3061 
MRY 
DAY, 558-3°417 

ADDllESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILINGII.._ 
ADDRESS,,.-

Republican Party 
18th A11embly Dl1trlct (6) 

BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco 

Calif. 
~errnit No. 4 

Third Clase-

Application for absentee ballot 
appears on Page 95 

Aplicacion para· papeleta de votante 
· ausente aparece en la Pagina 9 5 

VOTER SELECTION COUPON 

CANDIDATES 

U.S. Pro1ldent 
U.S. Senator 
U.S. Rop, In Con9ro11 
Stato A11ombly 

Judgo, Superior # 1 
Judge, Superior # 2 
Judgo, Muni, #1 

County Central Commlttoo • 

1. 
2, ···---

3. 
4. ----·--·--· 

5. ----· 
6. ----------

7. ------------ ~--
8,. --·-··-- ·---------------
• Refar to your 1omplo ballot for tho numbar of 
County C•nlral Commltroo Mambon to bo olactod. 

96-18 (6)R 

STATE 
PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO 

1 
~ 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
--· 

Wrlto your 
cholca1 on thl1 
coupon ond 
brine It to your 
votlnu booth. It 
wlll mako 
votlnu oaalor 
for you, and 
wlll roduco tho 
tlmo othora 
havo to wait. 

CITY 
PROPOSITIONS 

YES NO 

4 

B 
t'_ 

D 
II: 

F 

I 
J 
K 
L 

M 
N 

0 
p ___ -----
0 

R 

5 
y ___ ---v ___ ---------

••••• 
lfftflJtf. 
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San Francisco 
Voter Information 
Pamphlet 
Primary Election 
June3,1980 

Sam~Ballot 
Page6 

Sf= 
R.ClS" 
• I 

,:,/e/,o ( 
ti 

::tA.JO. 

~ 

American Independent Party 
Peace & Freedom Party 

Libertarian Party 
Nonpartl■an 

18th A11ombly Dl1trlct 

DOr.lJMF"•·-s DEPT 
DOCUMENTs .. ,p EPT. 

MAY l 51900 
' 

SAN FRANCISCO 
Pue1.1c IBRARY 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER 
· Q-Who can vote? 
A-You can vote at this election only if you registered 

to vote by May 5, 1980. 

· Q-Who can register to vote? 
A~You can register to vote if you: 

• are at least 18 years of age on election day. 
• are a citizen of the United States. 
• are a resident of California, and 
• are not imprisoned or on parole for the 

conviction ofa felony. 

Q-How do I register? 
A.:._Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558:3417 

Q-,.Do I have to belong to a political party? 
A-Only if you want to. If you don't want to tell 

what political party you consider yours, you 
can ·say "Independent" or "I don't want to 
tell." 

Q-lf I don't tell my politic11I party when I sign up, 
can I still vote in every election? 

A-Yes. The only thing you cannot vote on is which 
candidate will be a political party's choice in a 
Primary election. 
· Example: iOnly people who sign up as Re

publicans can vote in the Primary election for 
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary 
elections arc held in June of even-numbered 

· years. 

Q-lf I have picked a party, cnn I chnnge it Inter'! 
A-Yes. but you must go and sign up again. 

Q-Once I hnve signed up, do I have to. do it again? 

A-Yes. if: 
• you have moved and/or 
• you did not vote in the last General elec

tion (The last General Election was No
vember 7. 1978.) 

Q-lf I have been convicted of 11 crime, can I sign up 
to vote? 

A-Y cs. if you have served your sentence and parole. 

Q-Whnt c1111did11tes will voters be choosing 11t this 
primary election'! 

A-All voters· who arc signed up as members of a 
political party will choose a candidate for: 

• State Assemblyman 
• United Stales Congressman 
• United Stales Senator 
• State Senator if· you. live in Senate Dis-

trict 5 · 
•and. you will choose members. County 

Ccn\ral Committees. 

Q-Whnt districts arc there in S1111 Francisco'! 
A-San Francisco has: 

• three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17. 18) 
• two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) 
• two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 5, 6) 

(Sec map elsewhere in this pamphlet) 

Q-What about the United States Senator. Is there a 
district for this position? 

A-No. California has two United Stales Senators. 
Each Senator represents the entire stale. 

Q-How can I tell which districts I live in? 
A-You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558_-3417. 

Q-Why is there nothing in the Voters Information 
Handbook about the people who are state can
didates In this primary election? 

A-Because the positions these candidates are trying 
for arc not city positions. They · are state and 
federal positions. 

Q-Are there any candidntes for non-partisan office? 
A-Yes, there arc candidates' for offices of municipal 

.and superior court j udgcs. 

Q-lsn't this election a "1,residentinl primnry" too? 
A-Yes. If you have signed up as a member pf a 

political party. you will be able lo choose a 
candidate for president in your party. How you 
choose will help decide which California 
delegates will go lo the political nominating 
convention. where a national presidential can
didate will be chosen. 

Q-Where do I go to vote'! 
A-Your voting place is printed next lo your name 

and address sent with this Voters Handbook. 

Q-lf I don't know whnt to do when I get to my vot
ing place, is there someone there to help me'! 

A-Yes. The workers at the voting place will help 
you. If they can't help you. call 558-6161. 

Q-When do I vote'! 
A-The election will be Tuesday. June 3. 1980. Your 

voting place is open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
that day. 

Q-Wlmt do I do if my voting pince is not open'! 
A-Call 558-6161. 

Q-Cun I take my s11111ple lmllot into the voling booth 
even if I've written on it'! 

A-Yes. 

Q-C11n I have someone help me in the voting booth 
if I need help'! 

A-Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you 
· have language difficulties. 

Q-Can I vote for someone whose name is not on the 
ballot? 
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued) , 
A-Yes. This is called a "write-in". If you want to 

and .don't know how, ask one of the workers to 
help you. 

Q-What do I do if I cannot work the voting ma• 
chine'? 

A-:-Ask the workers and they will help you. 

Q-Can II worker at the voting pl11ce 11sk me to t11ke 
11ny test'?. 

A-No. 

Q-C11n I take time off from my job to go vote on 
election d11y'? 

A-Yes, if you do not have enough time outside of_ 
working hours. You must tell your employer 3 
working days before election day that you need 
time off to vote. Your employer must give you 
.up to two hours off either at the beginning or 
end of your working clay. 

Q-Can I ,·otc if I know I will he• 11w11y from San 
Fr11ncisco on election d11y'! 

A-Yes. You can vote early by: 
· • going to the Rcgistr.ir of Voters office in 

City Hall and voting there or 
• mailing in the application sent with this 

voters' handbook (page 95). 

Q-What ·c11n I do If I do not have an 11ppllcadon 
fontt? ' 

A-You can send a letter .or postcard askmg for an· 
absentee· ballot. This letter or postcard should 
be sent to the Registrar of Voters. City Hall. · 
San Francisco 91102. 

Q-What do I s11y when I 11sk for 11n absentee b11llot? 
A-You must write: 

· • that you need to vote early 
• your address when you signed up to vote 
• the address where you want the ballot 

mailed 
• then sign your name. and also print your 

name underneath. 

Q-When do I mail my absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters? 

A-You can mail your absentee ballot back to the 
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You 
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the 
Registrar or Voters by 8 P.M. on election day, 
Junc3. 1980. · 

. Q-What do I ,k, if I am sick on election day'! 
A-Call 558-6161 for information. 

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON 
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF 
VOTERS AT 558-3417 

WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
Herc arc a fe.w of the words that ymr will need to 

know: 
PRIMARY ELECTION-This is an election · to 

decide who will be a political party's candidate for 
the general election the following November. There 
may be two or more people .wanting to be a party's 
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest 
vote in the primary election will be this candidate. 
Because the purpose of a primary election is to 
choose a POLITICAL PARTY'S CANDIDATE you 
will vote for candidates in the party in .which you arc 
registcn.:d. A voter who has registered as an indepen
dent and has not chosen a political party will receive 
a primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and 
non-partisan candidates. 

POLLING PLACE-The place where yo(1 go to 
vote. 

CHALLENGE-Any citizen can ask an officer at 
the polls to challeng~ any _voter if the citizen thinks 
the voter docs not live at the address given on the 
registration form. 

BALLOT-A list of c:1ndidales and propositions. 
ABSENTEE BALLOT-If you arc going Lo be 

away on election day. or if you cannot get to the 
place where you voti.: bi.:causc you arc physically disa
bled. you i:an get a special ballot to fill out. This bill
lot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot 
from the Rcg\strar of Voters at City Hall. Sec page 
95. 
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PROPOSITION-This means anything that you 
vote on. except candidates. If ii deals with the state 
government. then it will have a number - such as 
Proposition I. If it deals with· city government. it will 
have a lcuer - such as Proposition A. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT-The charter is the ba• 
sic set of laws for the ,city government. A, charter 
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes 
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot 
be changed again without another vote of the f:icoplc. 

ORDINANCE-A law- of the city and county. whi~h 
is passed by the Board of Supervisors or approved by 
the voters. 

REVENUE. BONDS-The money to pay back these 
bonds comes from the projects for which the bonds 
arc used. Revenue bonds must be approved by a ma
jority of the voters. 

DECLARATION OF POLIC\'-A declaration of 
policy asks a question: Do you agree o·r disagree with 
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of 
a declaration of policy, the supervisors must carry out 
the policy. 

INITIATIVE-This is a way for voters to put a 
proposition on the ballot for people to vote on. An 
initiative is put on the ballot by getting a certain 
number of voters to sign a pcti"tion. 

PETITION-A list of signatures of volcrs who 
agree that £1 certain idea or question should be on the 
ballot. 



PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING .DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER; NEVER WITH 
PEN OR PENCIL. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS: 
· To vote for any candidate of your selection, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the 

arrow opposite that candidate's name. Where two or more candidates for the same office are to be elected, 
punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow opposite the names of all candidates for the · 
office for whom you desire to vote, not to exceed, however, the number of candidates to be elected. 

·ro vote for ·a qualified write-in candidate, write the title of the office and the person's name in the 
blank space provided for that purpose on the Write-In Ballot Envelope. 

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the "YES" or 
after the word "NO". · , 

All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void. 
If you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope, 

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another. · 

PERFORE LA TARETA DE VOTO UNICAMENTE CON EL PICADOR ATADO EN LA CUERDA AL REGISTRADOR; 
NO USE PLUMA NI LAPIZ. 
INSTRUCCIONES A LOS VOTANTES: 

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que seiiala la flecha 
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos o mas candidatos para el mismo· cargo, 
perfore la baloto en el. circulo que sef\ala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el 
cargo por quienes usted desea votar,• sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido. 

Para votar por un candidato (write-in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de la persona 
en los espacios en blanco provistos para este fin en. el Sobre de la Balota. 

. Para votar sobre cualquier medida, perfore la balota en el circulo Que seiiala la flecha despues de la 
palabra "SI" o despues de la palabra "NO". 

Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equivocadamente perfora, 
rompe o estropea la balota,. o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuelvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y 
obtenga otra. 
Miff r#.f£&JlUc.H.1:.ztr:fLittEilUIU:. tr:fl ; 'f-~ m••~-. 
ii ~ii.: 

Q~M-il~!T-Jf:£-fuJ;)tftl!UA 'ffi!lrfU.lfiilitiMffiZNMtY-:fl O ~□~-:tf~if.Al!JU:J.1: 
UA•~~--~,ffi!l,1'£~~.lfiffilWffizm~MA~,~H~~tr.J~~An1L'@~ 
~SH'1!r~lllr.J IW.~ A 11: • 

~~*"311-Jm~~tr.JUA 1 fflll.f£iJ~!Ki: ~N A~fflffltt lnM:~ffi~~tT..l~TlttM A 
Q~tr.Jatt~ftl!tr.Jll!U~, 0 

Uf.i:fiiJM:~ 'ffl.f£dJ:.i!'iiiftM. YU" 5t "HO" ¥fftr:fl. 
~•.1:.~fl••~~)Jm~•,uM~V• 
ml-Mf:-1'£~~.1:.trfLilH 'ffi~.!1.X:~tl"T ; llx~~7 .. ~llT;J~o,~QAtr.JilUJf,H"t, fttt 

ren~•~m~~-~tr.J~~fl,~*~-~~~-
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EXPLANATION OF YOUR SAMPLE BALLOT 

At primaf'j elections there aren't enough Votomatic voting machines to as
sign a separate machine td each party at each precinct; this ·is, a problem in 
every county whenever there is a primary election. · 

I . i 

What . some . counties do in · a primary election is to give ·smaller party 
voters a paper clip and a piece of styrofoam and send them off to a corner 
to poke holes in their ballot. In an effort to avoid this we have set aside one 
regular voting machine in each precinct for the use of nonpartisan voters and 
voters affiliated with the · American _ Independent, Peace & Freedom and 
Libertarian Parties. 

Since all four typ~s of voters will be using. the same machine, som(? confu
sion might be possible, but since you were politically astute enough not to be 
·registered with the Republicans or. Democrats, we figure you are probably 
smart enough to ignor~ the pages applicable only to the . other parties and 
vote only on pages applicable to you. 

Our computer is: smart as well, anti will ignore any votes cast on the 
wrong pages. 

Here is what you can expect when you go into your polling place on June 
3: 

NONPARTISAN VOTERS (Those who marked "Decline to state" for the 
Political Party question on the voter registration card): You will get a 
GREEN ballot card. Inside the voting. booth you vote only on. the GREEN 
pages (pages number 4,5,6 & 7) at the end of the ballot book. 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT, VOTERS: You will get an ORANGE ballot 
.card. Inside the booth you will vote first on the ORANGE page at the front 
of the ballot book, and then continue voting on the 4 GREEN (nonpartisian) 
pages at the back of the ballot. · 

PEACE & FREEDOM VOTERS: You. will get a LA VEND ER ballot card._ 
Inside the booth you will vote . the one LA VEND ER page and then continue 
voting on the 4 GREEN (nonpartisian) pages at the back of the ballot. 

LIBERT ARIAN VOTERS: You will get a GRAY ballot card. Inside the 
booth you will vote the two GRAY pages and then continue voting· on the 4 
GREEN pages at the back of the ballot. 

If you have any doubt what party you are affiliated with, look at the 
address label on the back cover of this pamphlet. Your party affiliation ap-
pears right above your first name. 1 
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II 
II 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY 
. PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Presldentlal Preference/ 
Preferencla Presldenclal ~~-it1c 

JOHN RARICK 

SEAN MORTON DOWNE\' JR, 

I 

Delegates to the National Conventjon 
Delegados a la Convencl6n Naclonal 

PARTIDO INDEPENDIENTE AMERICANO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de junlo de 1980 

• 

!X'ilHJ~r.• fJJit 
-;JLJ\OW-./~)1~11 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno 

5#~ ~ l:l~' .-·. 

3 )Ii 

5 )Ii 

Vote for One ~;~m-~ 
Vote por Uno l:lf1];1:!:;: . 

CANDID~TES _EXPRESSl~G NO PREFERENCE, WILLIAM K. SHEARER (CHAIRMAN) 9 )Ii 

United States Senator 
~11$~~ 

Vote for One 1lifili-~ Sanador de los Estados Unldos Vote por Uno p . ::i 

' JAMES C. (JIM) GRffFIN ...... 13 )Ii er er Trucker z: z: 
c:,c:, Cnmioncro li.ili.i 
II) ... ~·Ji(,;lfll! ... a: 
a: ca 
UI Z: Representative In Congress Vote for One 5cB~lft.-~ z: c:, 
OU u Dlputado al Congreso w"ID~1Rt~~ Vote por Uno ~li'J~ ··1 

NO CANDIDATE Fil.ED 

, ... ________________________________ _ 
'i S Member of the Assembly, 18th District fl-I~~~ Vote for One iiil1fili-z'1 Vote por Uno ~ ~ Mlembro de la Asamblea, Distrito 18 m-l-/\.1\&1"11\ a~i-.--------------------------------... t-

~ 5 NO CANDIDATE t'ILED 
I- en , , 
~a 
V) ~ 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE ORANGE) 

if you are affiliated with the 

AMERICAN INDEPENDENT PARTY, 
begin your voting on this page. After completing this page, skip the 

next 3 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" up at 
the top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state & 
local propositions on pages 5, 6. & 7. 
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PEACE AND FREEDOM 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 198D 
DAVID McREYNOLDS 

BENJAMIN SPOCK 

DEIRDRE GRISWOLD 

GUS HALL 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delegados a la Convencl6n Naclonal 

. PAZ Y LIBERTAD -
ELECCIDN PRIMARIA 
3 de Junlo da 1980 

NO DELEGATION HAS f,'ILED • 

United· States Senator 
,~i1$~.r! Senador de los Estados Unldos 

.DAVID WALD 

- .,,, -
~li"f!l'llli. WJiL 

1LI\OW '-JJ' .. 11 

Solar Engineer/ Teacher/ lngenicro Solar/ Maestro ·.t:lilh8:C~~J\li, ~Oili 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno ffi½I~-~ 

53 • 
55· • 
57 • 
59 • 

Vote for One mt1~-~ Vote por U~o 

Vote for One 
-"

01!.'~~ ~ 
Vote por Uno r-i(1_1~-

67 • Representative In Congress/Dlputado al Congreso il@~~.r! Vote for One /Vote por Uno ffiij~-~ 
NO CANDIDATE FILED 

I 

~~M-e-m-be-r-of-t-he_A_s-se-m-bl-y,-1-8t_h_D_ls-trl_ci_/_M_le-m-br-o-de_l_a-As_a_m_bl-ea-,-Di-st-rit-o-18--V-o-te-fo_r_O_ne_/_V_ot-e-po_r_U-no-~-,k-~----~-... ,__ ______ ....... _ ........ ,...... _____________________________ _ 
E NO CANDIDATE FILED 
en 

Member, County CentralCommmee, 18th District ~i:p*~.r! 1fN Vote for 6 /Vote por 6 ffi~~~ 
~ ~ ~ . AUBREY GROSSMAN 75 • Auorncy / Abogado 1-11/lrli e~~--------------------------------.ca c 1ii E o,.
.!!! c.., Cl 
== •QJ C, 

:='O 
E "' C, 'O 

c.., s 
c.) 

(THIS PAGE WILL BE LAVENDER) 

If you are afflllated with the 

1 PEACE & FREEDOM PARTY, 
begin your voting on this page. After completing this page, skip the 

next 2 pages and continue voting on the page with the number "4" at the 
top. After voting on the judges on page 4, continue voting on state and loc~l 
propositions on pages 5, 6 & 7. 
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LIBERTARIAN 
PRIMARY ELECTION 

June 3, 1980 

Presidential Preference 
Preferencl.a Presldenclal ~~Ji 

NO CANDIDATE FILED 

Delegates to the National Convention 
Delegados a la Convencion ~aclonal 

NO DELEGATION HAS FILED 

UnHed States Senator 

LIBERTARIO 
ELECCION PRIMARIA 
3 de lunlo de .1980 

Senador de los Estados Unldos ~ii~~~ 
DAVID BERGLAND 

Leg11l Counsel 
Abog11do Consuhor 
tM-1!1/IIIIJ 

Representative In Congress, 6th District · 
Dlputado al Congreso, Dlstrlto 6 -~~~--fitl~ffi7'11[ 

RO\' CHILDS 
Magazine Editor 
Editor de Rcvista ( RedaclOr) 
•.wiwtJt 

\'I 111»: :fJJili 
-·L :;,, -J 1\0'4 ~~ 311 

Vote for One jfi½j~-;g 
Vote por Uno 

Vote for One ~:11~-:ri 
Vote por Uno · WJ~ .1 

Vote for One ~·1M ~ 
Vote por Uno i:ii•J~-

115-. 

Vote for One ~~-~ Vote por Uno i:ir:I - . 

119-♦ 

,~----------------------------------i S Member of the Assembly, 18th District 
~: Miembro de la Asamblea, Dlstrito 18 j'l'l~~&Nffil 

Vote for One 
Vote por Uno 

ffl!t-..--M_A_R_K_R_E_~A-D~P-IC_K_E_N_S-----------------------~--
;:;: :5 Small Business Owner 127 ~ 
E G Dueno de un Pequeno Negocio 
II)~ tl•:fli'.t,t 

. (THIS PAGE WILL BE GRAY) 

if you are affiliated with the 

LIBERTARIAN PARTY, 
This will be the first page. of your ballot. After completing it, go on to the 
next page. 
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PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
STATE PROPOSITIONS 

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 
Provides for a bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for this program. 

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980, Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 10 
provide farm and home aid for California veterans. 

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE, Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi
fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture. Fiscal impact: No im
mediate fiscal effect, Possible future cost avoidance. 

LOW RENT HOUSING, Eliminates present prior election approval for such stale 
public body projects, Substitutes public notice and referendum procedure. Fiscal 
impact: Local election costs reduced minor amount. Possible future increases in expen
ditures for low rent housing. 

•"REEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for 
refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact. 

REAPPORTIONMENT, Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution 
relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of 
Equalization districts, Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE, Permits governmental aid to persons. in removing debris 
from private property in Presidentially declared major disasters or emergencies. Fiscal 
impact: No direct state or local costs. 

ENERGY FACILITIES, Legislature may authorize slate revenue bonds to finance 
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities. Fiscal impact: No 
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses. 

TAXATION, INCOME. Provides personal income taxes not exceed 500/o of 1978 rates. 
Ends business inventory taxation. Indexes income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in
come HIX revenues by $4,9 billion in 1980-81 nnd substantial reductions thereafter. 
Substantial reduction in stute expenditures, including aid to local governments, com
mencing in 1980-81. 

RENT, Permits rent control only by voter approved locni ordinances. Permits annual 
increases pursuant to specified standards. Fiscal impact: No state fiscal effect. Local 
government costs increases for election and 11ossibly for grievance administration. 

TAXATION, SURTAX. Levies a 100/o surtax on California oil companies' business in
come: funds alternative transit, fuels. Allows investment tax credit. Fiscal impact: 
Depending on amount of tax credits claimed, state revenue increases of.$150 - $420 
million (1980-81) and $165 - $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes 
distribute one-half of increase to local governments. 

FOR 235 _. 
AGAINST 236 _.. 

FDR 237 _.. 
AGAINST 238 ... 

YES 239--. 
NO 240 _. 

YES 241 ... 
NO 242 • 

YES 244-+ 
NO 245-+ 

YES 246 ..... 
NO 247-+ 

YES 248-+ 
NO 249 • YES 250-+ 
NO 251-+ 

YES 253-+ 
NO ·254--. 

YES 256-+ 
NO 257 )Ii 

YES 258 )Ii 

NO 259 )Ii 



• 235 FACoR •~ 

• 236 co~~RA lilt 

.. 239 

• 240 
.. 241 
♦ 242 

.. 244 
~ 245 
~ 246 
.. 247 
.. 248 
.. 249 

EN lilt 
CONTRA 

EN 
CONTRA 

A 
FAVOR 

EN 
CONTRA 

A 
FAVOR -~ 

EN Lilt 
CONTRA 

A -~ FAVOR 
EN lUt CONTRA 
A -~ FAVOR 

EN &It CONTRA 

• 250 FA~OR ff~ 

• 251 co~~RA &It 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNID DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES 

1 PROGRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES Y RE, 
CURSOS RENOVABLES. Hace poslblo una emlsl6n de bones de 
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programs. 

11mrJp1f •~ m;t·ru~;Jlt·i'i ,ii Jil, 
!NJlt ~lil"i fi\JL ·l· Ii. 1'i,~\ '/t;~':-f/iJll//;•tltrri,il l;i, 

2 ACTA DE BONOS DE ·vETERANOS DI: 1980. Hace poslble una -IL/\OWi!Ji't!-,ll~/Wd:, 
emlslon de bones do $750,000,000 para proporclonar aslstencla J.'Wt. itfrl:fl'( 1,:-lb\Ji::l:f,'., /l!//.'!11ill/J/JU111ilJl'l:A 
para gran1as y resldenclas para los veteranos de California. lhnit~lfli~I. 

3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Llmlta las autorlza. 
clones para la alteracl6n o modlllcacl6n del edlllclo y los muebles 
del Capltollo hlstorlcamente restaurados. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun 
efecto fiscal lnmedlato. Podrla evltar costos futuros. 

4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS, Ellmlna la actual aproba• 
cl6n prevla eleccl6n para dlchos proyectos de entldados publlcas 
estatales. Sustltuye el procedlmlento de avlso publlco y referen-
dum. lmpacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electorales en una cantl• 
dad manor. Ppslbles lncrementos futures en gastos para vlvl• 
endas de alqulleres balos. 

5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohlbe c1t11clones de dea11c11to contra 
empleados de los me'ctlos notlclosos por rehusarse a dlvulgar In• 
formaclon o fuentes. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun lmpacto fiscal 
slgnlflcante. 

6 NUEVO PRORRATEO. Abroga, enmlenda y ex pone en form a modl
flcada dlsposlclones de la Conslltuclon quo se relaclonan con el 
nuevo prorrateo do los dlstrltos del Senado, la Asamblea, el Con
greso y la Junta de lguallzaclon. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun efecto fis
cal dlrecto . 

7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permlte aslstencla gubernamental a 
personas para la remoclon de escombros de propledad particular 
en areas mayores de desastre o emergencla declaradas por el 
Presldento. lmpaclo fiscal: Nlngun costo estatal o local dlrecto. 

8 INSTALACIONES DE ENERGIA. La Leglslatura podrfl aulorlzar 
bonos de lngresos estalales para flnanclar lnstalaclones de 
fuentes allernallvas de energla y arrendar o vendor dlchas lnstala
clones. lmpacto fiscal: Nlngun efecto fiscal directo. Poslbles 
coslos lndlrectos fuluros, aumentos de redltos y perdldas de 
redltos . 

tl1(·10'llfl P'f, ll!l,littfl/:1!'ln,,\c~l l~iHHO'Jl!' 1l.! 
!!!'j:.1ur..l1,i'i, IIWl~;'i\': .l~i/(t;;o:1111if11~.c•.~•; ufri~ 
rJ; 1l·JI~ ~!O'Jli/1 k. 

'~•-lllflN, 11·1ri'iJJUi;tl\f,i~, 11/IWAJ-;,,)•:•1i;,1j 
it\;t(j~ifl I f}llif'1 l(/0.P,i~~ij01 ,jj-l1J. f t;:tl ijf/ii'.i~ 
{1iJ11,i,lj;1'.fllY.. llfif't~'.1\1: Jill};,P: 11\f1<ty//~fli1'1,1t. 
ll'f~l!HUl~l lllf IHn·•miYllilOlti/Jll. 

1111(11 i'I 11,. tlnl·.tl llrillll1/ ti!',Yt ), lllJHli!i!,J:,\i 
rl'i,l'.!.i!;ll,;1!il/it!:l1'ti~,'l1", lltif'&,',1': .M,r,);n:111/lf'l 
~Y,~'. 

.:.~,•;n,, ,r, 11,i,1',)-. iut.r;, n'f,E r1I,r,.:r,;t;11.n,, /', 
·l'Ui,:x, J.:ln/J\".1',:r.~t. 1-llH fll'i•~•·.1,,1.1t1.1•;n,, ,[i i'J, 
1/lfo}, 1111F'l~)'."-,': .fi!r\frti,~)'.~'0 

I',!!(, !!',!;\:','( !hi); !,llm\\l'Y.~\~:1 l!kDl<O~ll'rl(f 11[ ~:; 
A_!(f,','-1/lJ'l,iliJ, (,t lf, J-,q'7/Vili'i,li'J'\!i~liil>'lq'ry, 111il't 
~~•: fHH1•'<lilt;/jif'1lil/11UICfi;J[iY, 

fiF,i~;,,rni,, ,'1:IJ;1"tufl'2fH11tli!l-lfll.4H:1<',, J.·1 
~W/-11[{/l_,jl:J'fO'.J/i~1ll,•,t'tlili//t:, •II· 11f ill \'i,•',11111; 
ilb,iiW,, 11111'1\V/\': !•l\\(iWIW1~,•.~1• :i1'l'.11ftiH1 
lilfm:1 i{it, lfr/Jlllii.A.fll~t'Yf~.A. 

....tL.. 253 A - M&. 9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS. INGRESOS. Dispone que los Im- ,i'l!ll/., AJI., tll:/J/t:ll'lf•~flll.\.l~n!/!\.'.,l;Jr'l;'!,l·-
"""llt"' FAVOR .114.l•X. puestos personales a la renta no excederiln 50% de las tasas de 1L 1.:,1.:r.111.•f,n·i,'i',)-;: 1,+. ,rn'l':fr:l'i'ur:i.;·;ir.h'll'7 _______ E_N____ 1978. Exenla a los lnventarios comerclales de los lmpuestos sobre """'- 254 &.ft la propledad. lmpacto fiscal: Reduccl6n de redltos de lmpuestos a 1'. Hi., IIW1 \V.~': -11.ACW 11. -:ri-1,:1 :r,<! :111l'i 
"""11t"' CONTRA la renla de $4.9 mil mlllones en 1980-81 y reducclones sustan- W,A.\'.!.f!/./ll\·l· /Ll('rn:, J:l/l,Y!)J\11~•1 .• ilW1lifn·1 

clales · de ah! en adelante. Reduccl6n sustanclal en gastos IHI !::l•!li;l'I Jilt}ju'//ffO'l!,lill/1, 11 111,-- Ji.11.0-1-,1. -
estatalos lncluyendo aslstencla a goblernos locales, comenzando 

.• 256 A 
FAVOR 

·B il'f-7,il W/IUHJ/li,.k UPl1l~. 
f!!lc1': 10 ALOUILER. Permlte control dol alqullor solamonte par medlo de 111<,i. li;fl/·i'i·n,11;111,,,,,:1,•.w·•.';!~:,1:,1,11,11;w• -r 
J'I./JX. estatutos locales aprobados por los votantes. Pormlte aumontos rml'f/1,., \'f.(r•l'd:'<ull'lllllli, 111 '.(ifi\!':111•,i.'n·11~· 1,, 

257 co~~RA Lilt 
anualos conformes a normas ospeclflcadas. lmpaclo fiscal: Nin-
gun efecto fiscal estatal. Aumontos de costos gubernamentales ll1if'1~J',~': l"IJ/llf'ill/111,r'(•lfJi~:.•:':·0 ft~•, J111J1Ui1f'1 

locales para elecclones y poslble admlnlstraclon de anravlos. lffn•1!~~•1 1.H'iY, 1'1,1•1'J<;:,,1rn11rn1,~:11f/lii'il //11.. 

258 A 11 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS IMPUESTO COMPLEMENTARIO ,i'Nl/., 1:/1/Jllili., /i•//Jllill/ii1l1~:"Jn'J1fli Yi'tAirl' 
FAVOR '1111&. lmpone un lmpueslo comple

0

menlarlo de 10", sobre el lngresci ..RF•!I. " Wfl'it,)-z·l·IWJ\lili., /l!{j,Jt:fil!IIIHt--l"•tJn:1J/. <,;, 

EN 
comerclal de las companlas potroleras para linanclar servlclos allorna-"""'- 259 fnfl.l, tivos y combustibles. Pormllo un crlidlto de lmpuostos por Inversion. \'f,,'H'!:fi'i~ll/., IIWl\V,~': OJ.f-rf1,i,!1ir.li!.l'ft:1(11',i:. 

"""llt"' CONTRA 1,.>1,JiJ Jmpaclo fiscal: Dependlendo do la canlidad de crlidltos de impuestos HWtlf/11ffi!iltllJ11fli.W,-10 h·f·/1',1LJ·111 11 lff,. >T·1i', 11. 
reclamados, podrlan ocurrlr aumenlos de rlidltos eslatales de $150 a ( 19BO-Bl) .111-fO·J;·f-1,:,'i/i,,1LJ·111•qJt, L:·hi. 
$420 millones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 mlllones (1981-82). La mllad del JL( 1961_82 ) , 1t,iq,.1,1,w,ifi,;-.1;11~/l!i:;i't1il•. 1, 11',Jff. ___________ aumento so reparlirla entre los goblernos local tis. _____ ,___,..,....,._, .... ,_,....,,;.;...;...;..;.;._,;,...,...,..__....,_ 

13 



6 PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS 

YES 261 • A MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue 
revenue bonds In the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant 10 Divi• NO 262 • sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide 
funds for mortgage financing of tl)e purchase, construction or Improvement of homes 
in the City and County of San Francisco? 

YES 264 • B Shall the Board of siro;rvisors, by ordinance, issue bonds 10 establish a fund 10 provide 
mortga11e financing or acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San • Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole NO 265 
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds Issued shall not be a debt or liability of the 
City? 

Shall a convention facilities management departme·nt be created under the Chief Ad· YES 267 • C ministrative Officer to manage the city's convention facilities including but not limited 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general NO 268 • manager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present 
employees? 

YES 270 • Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra• D lion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for NO 271 • community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all 
exempt from civil service? 

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remo\·e YES 273 • E associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for 
present holders of said positions? NO 274 • YES 275 • F Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud- NO 276 • den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
violate the 48. 7 hour work week nor the 24 consecu,tive hours? 

YES 278 • H Shall 1111 temporary city employees with II period of service as determined by the Bonrd 
of Supervisors b~-come members of the Health Service System? NO 279 • 
Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service YES 280 • System? NO 281 • 

J Shall the sal11ry of the members of the B011rd of Supervison be 25% of the 11nnual gross YES 282 • salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per ye11r? NO 283 • 
K Shull dis11bilily le11ves, dis11bilily retirements or death allowances be heard by II hearing YES 284 • officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appe11I 

procedures? NO 285 • 

14 



•·261 SI -~ 
•212· NO lilt 

._ 264 SI -~ 
•265 NO &It 

♦ 267 SI -~ 
♦ 268 NO Dt 

♦ 270 SI Jf~ 

•211 NOd 

• 213 s1•~ 
♦.274 NO!Ut 
♦ 275 SI•~ 
._ 276 NOffi.Jt 

♦ 278 SI J!f~ 
♦ 279 NO &It 

• 280 SI•~ 
♦ 281 NO filf 

♦ 282 SI•~ 
. ._ 283. NO &.Jt 

♦ 284 SI l!~ 
♦ 285 NO &It 

A 

B 

C 

D 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO DE 1980 
PROPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADO 

BONOS H.IPOTECARIOS: 1.Debe la Cludad y Condado de San 
Francisco emltlr bonos h~otecarlos por suma no superior a 
S100,000,000 bajo la Olvlsl n 31 Parto 5 del COdlflo de Salud y 
Segurldad del Estado de California para fondos de I nanclamlento 
hlpotecarlo, para com11ra, construccl6n o mejora de casas en la 1 

Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? . 

1.Debe el Consejo de Supervlsores, por ordenanza, emltlr bOnos 
~ara flnanclamlento hlpotecarlo para adqulrlr, construlr o re• 

abilltar vlviendas en San Francisco, con el pago de prestamos y 
dlnero dlsponlble por el Consejo como unlco medlo de pa¥o de 
bonos y sin ser los bonos deuda y obllgacl6n de la Cludad 

1,Debe creerse un departamento de lnstalaclones de convenclon• 
es bajo el oflclal Jele admlnlstratlvo, para admlnlstrar las lnstala• 
clones para convenclones de la cludad, lncluyendosln llmltarse el 
Brooks Hall, Audltorlo Clvlco y Centro Moscone, con un fl:'rente 
general y emplpados necesarlos, y preservando los derec os de 
servlclo clvll de empleados actuales? 

1,0ebe el Director de Salud Publlca nombrar y despedlr un director 
delegado de admlnlstracl6n y flnanzas, otro de programa y evalua• 
cl6n, otro de programas de salud de comunldad, y un admlnlstra• 
dor del Hospital de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servlclo 
clvll? 

E 1,Debe el Admlnlstrador del Hospital General de San Francisco 
nombrar y despedlr admlnlstradores asoclados oxentos del ser• 
vlclo civil, conservando su categorla del servlclo civil las actuales 
.ocupantes de dlchos puestos? 

F 1.Deben empezar a las 8 de la manana todos los turnos de trabajo 
de ollclales y mlembros de bomberos, excepto lnvestlgadores de 
lncendlos premedltados, sin requerlrse a nlnguno mas de 24 horas 
de trabajo consecutlvo, excepto par conflagracl6n, desastre o 
emergencla lnesperada y repentlna temporal, sin aumentar las 
48.7 hares semanales, nl las 24 consecutlvas de trabajo? 

H 1.Deben ser mlombros del Sorvlclo de Salud los empleados par• 
clales de la cludad con perlodo de servlclo flJado par ol Consejo 
de Supervlsores? 

iDeben ser mlembros del Servlclo de Salud los mlembros del Con• 
sejo de Suporvlsoros? 

I 1,Dobe ser el suoldo de las mlembros del Consejo de Supervlsores 
"'- el 25% del sueldo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los benellclos 

anuales? 

K 1.Debe lntorvenlr un funclonarlo de audlencla, ompleado bajo con• 
trato par el Consejo de Rotlro, en ausenclas y retlros par lncapacl• 
dad o permlsos y lljarse procedlmlontos de apelacl6n? 

6 
IJ~l¥.iiV,~1l: =llili~llf,1]6{tiffll1Jllttilll~1Ht 

U:.fl!lll:liflMl-!1!:::·t·-aff.itlilt, fitfri981-fiilil!-!t~ 
:ii:n's:ittA~fl, 1111H'lilt~IU.Hi<,;, J!J.Q~;lflll!;:;ilili 
w-.rr.JJ,11\!? 

iliSill•l11!HUWIU:!llJHfi~•• a11!.fi~, Jlli'Ffil 
1q1R~. j,J..111', Jl!lMll'&U=llilii't-Jffll:111 ,nnlis•• 
Cll!li-Ot0~i.111m:J'J41liJ~Rll?,1!11~1•1U!1 Cllftfr0~~-,i; 
~t1U'1;.t.:ifin'111tl!!? 

~i!iff"ilitl"IRifilBcWMerilll:.lt-e'.Q:rutl«ITllll!fllll"I , 
J!J.'i~lll\ifil!',(if•ll!rz•1t/lltl«1, i9.h~ffi-Fi'l!k1-:fl14h~1{r· 
'.XI.:, ~~-~:~nAll1frMill!.•l••C.,, !li-Otlfrll!!Zllftl!~ll~Ul, 
)ll(f\\WJ!.:ff~~J.IZIIU11? 

~~1'i!l:./ul/ul*l\tii!i'ff:51\-4'\fil!',(ll!Jtt1Bc~/Jl!j;ff:, 
-f,1lltlJ!,l!~l''fV/Jl!l\;l;!f:, -f,llltJi(fitr!tilJtllJI/Jl!l\;l;fUll 
-f. W~l!'iifit.':l fll&i.tf1!HH:, )ll(;!?iS!\/r1'~~tli~Z!ll.li!1 
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7 PRIMARY ~LECTION - JUNE 3, 1980 
CITY AND CDUNTY PRDPDSITIDNS 

YES 287 • L Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact nn 
ordinnnce, pursuant 10 California Public Utilities Code Sections .99500 through 99509, NO 288 •• imposing a tax of one cent ($0,01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic 
feet of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City 
and County of San Francisco? 

YES 290 • M Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipnl railway fares 
be deleted? NO 291 • 
Shall 250/o of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as \he Bonrd of Supervisors YES ·292 • N shall estnblish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city's 
investment in the Airport? NO 293 • 
ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax he amended by imposing an additional YES 294 • 0 tax of I, 750/o on the occupancy of guest.rooms in hotels in the City and County of San 
Francisco after July I, 1980? NO 295 • YES 296 • p Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be fuitded over the average working life of 
the members and be.3mortized over ti period not 10 exceed 20 years'/ NO 297 • YES 298 • a ORDINANC.E: Shall the l1ayroll Expense Tux Ordinance be amended 10 increase the 
rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in- NO 299 .. 
crense the rate of the business tax effective July I, 1980? 

YES 301 • R ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be an1ended by imposing a 
10% surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? NO 302 .. 

YES 303 .. ·s ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include II tax of $250 
per year for each $ 1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? NO 304 .. 

YES 305 • T ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, • 1976, be rescinded as to all bonds rcnmini11g unsold and providng that the City shall NO 306 meet all outstanding obligul ions on bonds. sold prior lo the cl'fcctivc date of this 
ordinance? 

YES 308 • V INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors sci taxes paid exclusively 
by larger businesses at rates sufficient 10 generate al least 600/o of all local revenues to be NO 309 • allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring 
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting ·increases in taxes lllld fees paid by r_esidcnts? 
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• 287 

• 290 ·SI•~ 
.. 291 NO &:It 
.. 292 

NOU 

NOD 
.. . 296 
.. 297 
• 298 SI-~ 
... 299 NO Bt11 

• 301 SI Jf~ 
• 302 NO BtJt 
• 303 ·s1 •~ 
.. 304 NO&Jt 
.. 305 SIR~ 
• 306 NOBtft 

• 308 
• 309 NO&lt 

ELECCION PRIMARIA - 3 DE JUNIO OE 1980 
PROPOSICIDNES PARA CIUOAD Y CONDADD 

L 1,Debe promulgar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervlsoreli de la 
Cludad y Condado·de San Francisco, segun el C6dlgo de Servlclo 
Publlcos de Call lorn la, Secclones 99500 a 99509, lmponlendo uno 
por clento ($0,01) por gal6n combustible de motor (o 100 pies cubl• 
cos de gas natural comprlmldo combustible de motor) vendldo en 
la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco? 

M 1,Debe suprlmlrse la llmltacl6n de tarllas del tranvla de cable a las. 
de otros tranvlas locales munlclpales? 

N 1,Debe establecerse por ordenanza translerlr -al forido general 
come devolucl6n de lnversl6n de la Cludad en el Aeropuerto el 
25% o menos de lngresos que no son de llneas aereas? 

0 ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse el lmpuesto de Hotel con 
sobrecarga de.1.75 sobre el actual lmpuesto de ocupacl6n de 
habltacl6n de hotel en la Cludad y Condado de San Francisco 
despu6s del 1 de Julio de 1980? 

P 1,Debe fundarse el costo base del Sistema de Retire en la vlda 
media de trabajo de los mlembros y amortlzarse en perlodo no 
superior a 20 anos? 

a ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse 1a Ordonanza de lmpuosto 
sobre Gastos de N6mlna aumentando el llpo sobre n6mlnas Y 
sobre lmpuesto de negoclos a parllr del 1 do jullo de 1980, 

R ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse la Ordonanza de lmpuesto do 
Estaclonamlento con sobrecarga de 10% del lmpuesto por es• 
paclo en los estaclonamle~tos? 

S ORDENANZA: 1,Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de lmpuestos do 
Negoclos lncluyendo lmpuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de In· 
gresos brutos de Corporaclones de Garage no Lucratlvas? . 

T ORDENANZA: 1,Deben resclndlrse los Bones de Alcantarlllado 
aprobados por los votantes el 2 de novlembro, 1976 y no vendldos, 
y dlsponer que la Cludad cumpla sus obllgaclones con los bonos 
vendldos antes de la lecha de vigor de esta ordenanza? 

V ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: iDebe lljar el Consejo do Super
vlsores lmpuostos do grandes nogoclos quo cubran 60%, al 
menos de los lngresos para vlendas, escuelas y coleglo de la 
cludad; reduclr lmpuosto de ompleo; prohlblr aumonto de Im• 
puestos y derechos do resldentes? 

7 
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

INA GYEMANT 
My occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor
nia. 
My education and qualifications arc: Born . in San 
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber
keley, Hastings Law School, selected for Law Review. 

I have ha<l extensive experience in every aspect of 
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for fhe At
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a 
Staff Attorney for the California Supreme Court, a 
foster pa.rent for delinquent wards of the Court. This 
background gives · me first-hand knowledge of the 
problems· that exist in our Courts. · . 

As a fair, knowledgeable and. competent judge I 
will protect the ri~hts of victims and the safety of the 
general public wti1le at the same time protecting th\! 
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-liand
ed administration ofjustice. 

My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San Francis
co Bar Association; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor 
George Christopher; Human Rights President Jerry Berg; 
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former · Public Defender 
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner 
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo 
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor
ney Fred. Furth; NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley 
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past Chair, Lois Cae
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com
munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester 
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire. 

' FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

JERRY LEVITIN 
My age is 42. . 
My occupation is Judge pro tem Traflic Commissioner 
of the Municipal Court. 
My education nnd qualificutions arc: Native San Fran
ciscan, lawyer for seventeen years, I'm the only can
didate with trial and judicial experience. I've served 
five years as San Francisco's Judge pro tem and· Traf
fic Commissioner presiding over 400,000 civil and · 
criminal hearings. I've pioneered methods increasing 
court efficiency and cutting judicial administration 
costs by reducmg court appearances for parking cita
tions from two to one (saving $100,000); reduciqg trial 
time one-hulf in small claims court by instituting pre
trial conference system; reducing backlog of monies 
for traffic fines (generating $75,000 otherwise lost) and 
revising a reporting system ensuring better police-court 
communication. 

The legal system is, more understandable and acces
sible by my writing artides for the city's newspapers. 
speakin$ before community groups and leaching al 
local un1versitics, 

My reputation for fairness an<l el'liciency is cvi<lence<l by 
support from all political viewpoints within the community: 
Quentin Kopp. Justice Newsom, Ju<lge Dearman, Eugene 
Hopp. Yori Wa<la, Myra Kopf, Davi<l Scolt, Leroy King. 
Milton Reiterman, Sue Bierman, Lee Dolson, Wilson Chang, 
Ella Hutch, Ernest Ayala, Susan Heller, Vince Courtney, 
Bob Ross, Ben Tom, Jule Johnson, Jim Herman, Lucille 
Abrahamson, Reverend Ubal<lc, Del Marlin, Mike Driscoll, 
Dave Sanchez, Sandy Ouye, Zurctti Goosby, Enola Maxwell, 
Larry Eppinelle, Barbara Pelosi, Evelyn Wilson and Cecil 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

V. ROY· LEFCOURT 
My age is 35. . 
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court. 
Public Defender's Office. 
My education and qualifications arc: CorneH; Berkeley 
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal Law 
Specialist; formerly attorliey with. Federal Government 
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender; 
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations, 
Labor); married, homeowner; Police Liaison/Social ls-
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission. . 

The chaos in the Municipal Courts demands a 
hard-working judge, a skilled administrator insisting 
on effective use of scarce resources, and . an exper
ienced trial attorney committed to preventing the 
revolving-door syndrome of crime. 

I am the only candidate who: 
- has administrative expertise supervising a legal 

staff handling 2700 cases annually; . 
- is tramed in business administration to solve 

court's fiscal crisis; 
- practices· in courts every day working with 

judges, prosecutors and public. · 
My sponsors arc: Sheriff· Michael · Hennessey; Supervisor 

Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner 
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public 
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank 
Fitch, Rodney Johnson; Leonel Monterey; Agar Jaicks, 
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner; 
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie; 
Drucilla· Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman; 
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman; 
Mary Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point 
Community Defender; Connie O'Connor; Tim Dayonot; 
Terence Redmond; Willia~1 Leong; Jo Anne.Miller. 

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

PHILIP J. MOSCONE 
My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
My t.'tlucation and quulifications are: I graduated f.rom 
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary's College and San 
Francisco Law School. . · 

1 will instill confidence in the judicial system 
through honesty, courage .and a firm but impartial ad
ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I 
have protected our interests for over nine years. We 
cannot continue to play politics with people's lives. 
We must continue to believe in a no-nonsense ap• 
proach to justice. 1 

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin
ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy 
Casper, Donal<l Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino 
"Dick" Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari, 
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly, 
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin
cenzo Pelligrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John 
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton 
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophie Benioff, Fely Horunzy, 
Lawrence Kim. James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg, 
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamarns, Thomas 
O'Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick 
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry. Ri
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo. 

Williams. This (l(trllon of lhe 1111111phlel dues nut conh1tn II complete llsl 'or c1111didntes; 11 comtilele list 11p11enrs on 
lhe Sumpte llnilol, These s111teme!1ls ure volunteered by lhe cn11dhlu1e 1111d 11rl111ed ut cnndidnles' expense. 
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'FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
. Office Number 1 

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR. 
My age is 44. . 
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court. 
My education and qualifications are: I am an exper
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my feilow 
Judges to serve on the Court's 'Administrative Com
mittee. I am on the Executive Board of the California 
Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the 
State to improve the judicial pr-0cess. As an instructor 
for the Center for Juclicial Education and Research, I 
teach law and procedure to Judges. 

As President of the San Francisco Institute for 
Criminal Justice, as· a parent of three schoolage chil
dren, as a graduate of Riordan High, San Francisco 
City College, University of California and Hastings 
College of Law, I highly prize justice and safety for 
all persons. 
. I have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap

pointment. Before becoming a Judge, 1 served in the 
Army and rracticed law in Superior Court as a trial 
lawyer for fourfeen years, serving on the State Bar 
Disciplinary Committee. 

My honesty, fairness and vast experience are impor
tant to you. My sponsors include Joan-Marie Shelley, 
Ernest C. Ayala, Thomas Scanlon. William J. Chow, 
George Christopher, David San.chez, Alfred Nelder, 
Donald Horanzy, Raymond Arata, Sr., Herbert Lee, 
Samuel Walker, Gordon Armstrong, John L. Molinari. 
John Sutro, William McDonnell, Louise Renne, Mi
chael Salarno, Thomas Hayes and Edwardo Sandoval. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

RICHARD P. FIGONE 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 1 

, ESTELLA DOOLEY 
I 

My OCCUJ)ation is Chief Trial Attorney. Public De-
fender's Office. , 
My education and qualifications are: I hold a Juris 
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. I 

. have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The 
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction over probate, 
mental health, family and juvenile law. I am the only 
candidate with proven legal exl?cricnce and knowledge 
in these special areas in additton to general criminal 
and civil litigatio~1 experience. Extensive community 
involvement tias made me acutely aware of the re
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. 

Among my distinguished supporters are: Judge 
1foymona . ~eynolds (Retired); Yori ~ada; Anne 
Daley; Wilham Chester; Gwenn Cm1g; Mar~arct 
Cruz; Marjorie Childs; Dr. Charlton Goocllett; Aileen 

· Hernandez; Jeanine Marie-Victoire; Kevin Wadsworth; 
Attorneys Jeff Brown. George Chinn, Harold Dobbs, 
Terry Francois, Benjamin James, Harry Clifford, Mary 
\\di, Putnam Livermore, Zeppelin Wong, Gregory 
Bonfilio, Kevin Starr; Commissioners Mary Bell, Jo 
Daly, Ina Dearman, Welton Flynn. Eulalia Frausto, 
Agnes Chan, Frank Fitch, Jane McKaskle Murphy, 
Carlolla del Portillo,' Jule Anderson-Johnson, Burl 
Toler, Chief Thomas Cahill; Directors Grant Mickins, 
Rotea Gilford; Supervisors Ella Hill Hutch, Carol 
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward. 

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
Office Number 2 

WILLIAM J. MALLEN 
My age is 44. 

My age is 45. My occupation is Deputy City Attorney. 
MyoccupationisJudgeoftheMunicipalCourt My education 1111d 1111111ific11tions nrc: I am a native 
My education nnd qunlificntions are: I have been a San Franciscan, graduated' r~om St. . Ignat!us '5.4, 
judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment U.S.F. 58, U.S.F. Law School 61. Married, nme chil-
m 1974 and election in 1978. dren. I was an Assistant District Attorney, Director of 

. Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from Mayor's Criminal Justice Council, and I am a Deputy 
St. Ignatius and Stanford University. After receiving City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway, 
my USF law degree in 1961, r entered general prac- Police, and Board of Education. 
tice in the Outer Mission, where I worked as a I have sixteen years experience as a trial allorney 
lawyer for over twelve years. in the Superior Court. I have initiated criminal justice 

During my six years on the bench I have presided community programs and court-sponsored youth, 
over all civil and criminal departments. r recently diversion, and alcoholic treatment pro~rams. I under-
completed an assignment as Pro Tem Judge or the stand the necessity for effective JUd1cial control of 
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief crime and assistance to victims of crime. 
Justice. My legal skills and community accomplishments 

I have been civil law lecturer at the orientation make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge. I 
program conducted in conjunction · with the Judicial can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens of San 
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice Francisco. · 
Courtjudges. My candidacy is supported by members of all com-

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and munities as indicated by my list ol sponsors: 
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court. . Joseph Alioto, Wayne Alba. Ernest Ayala. Quentin 

Sponsors include: Antoinelle Alioto, Morris Bern- · .. 'PP, Timothy Twomey. Thomas Hayes. Cecil Wil-
stcin, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Daniel Don- li:1us, Mortimer Mcinerney, John Maher, Thomas 
ohue, .lames Foster, Frank Fitch. Robert Figone, Ruth ('ahill, Joseph Bernstein. f-1. Welton Flynn. Lucien 
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr., Snhella. Robert Jacobs, John Scannell. Marilyn Bor-
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis. Pius Lee, Samu~I ovoy. Alexander Balfour Chinn. Donald Friend. Ben-
Martinez, William J. Murphy. John 8. Molinari. hmin James. Leo LaRocca, Marygracc Mulcrevy, Jcr. 
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John ,:iy Mori, Grant Mickens. Helen Hale Smith. Ling-
A. Sutro. Michael Salarno, Dr. David Sanchez, Burl ; ·. Wang, Theodore Kaplanis. Lois Caesar. Paul Fay, 
Toler, Lawrence Vaughan, Yori Wada. 1·.:.er Fatooh. 

This portion of the p1111111hlcl docs 1101 contuln II co1111,t · .. ,; ,1 of cundidnlcs; u complclc list 111111curs on 
the Sample llullol, These stutemcnls ure ~otuntcercd by the <::11ctiulu1e nnd printed al cundidulcs' expense.· 
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HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
' I ' 

PROPOSITION A 
MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco l11ue revenue 
bonds In the prlnclpal amount of not to exceed · $100,000,000 pursuant to Division 31, 
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of Callfornla to provide funds for 
mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or lmproveft'.lent of homes In the City 
and ·county of San Franclsc~? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: California counties can issue 
tax-exempt bonds under state l'aw \Vhich can be 
used to provide fonds for mortgage financing. Such 
funds can be used for buying. building or improv
ing single family housing which• is owner occupied. 
There arc income limits in the state law for t!te 
property owners who use tl1ese funds. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would permit San 
Francisco to sell $ 100 million dollars worth of tax 
exempt bonds lo · be used for financing housing 
mortages. These· funds could be used to buy. build. 

Controller's Statement on "A" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ii1g statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 
"Should the proposed resolution be adopted. in my 

opinion. it would neither increase nor decrc.1se the 
cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE 
· PROPOSITION A 

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR 
Tl-IE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA
SURE OF 'ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL
LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN Tl-IE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE 
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; Tl-IE MANNER OF HOLD
ING Tl-IE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE 
ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN
ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE 
ntEREOF. 

WHEREAS. The Board of Supervisors of the City and 
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub
lic interest and necessity · demand the issuance of 111ortga1?,e 
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said 
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the 
Health and Safety Code of the State, of California; (Section 
20 

or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of 
the bonds, including all interest and charges. wou'id 
be paid by the mortgage· holders and could not be 
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters 
must approve this proposition. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes you want 
the city to sell $ 100 million in bonds to finance 
housing. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not 
want the city to sell these bonds to finance housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on '• A 11 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 
on the question of placing proposition A on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don. Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. On 
March 14 Mayor feinstein signed the resolution au
thorizing the bon·d election. 

52000, cl scc1.), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be ii 
RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of San Francisco as follows: 
Section I. A special revenue bond election is hereby or

dered anc\ will lie held in said City and County of San 
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, al which election shall 
be submitted to the ,111alilied e_lectors of said city and coun
t~ the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31, 
I art 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the Slate of 
California (Section 52000, cl sc11,), as 1t may be amended. 
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bonds). Shall the City and 
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the prin
cipal 11111011111 of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 77) 



HOUSING REVENUE BOND IS-SUE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A gives . working San f'ra'ncisca·ns a· 
chance for better housing. It authori-zes $100 million 
for mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at 
interest rates within the po_cketbooks of San Francis
can wage-earners. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition 'A 
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap
proximately -half the current high interest rate. Th!,! 
lower rates will help young families buy homes in 
San Francisco and . will enable establishe? homeowners 
to renovate and modernize .. The City must take action 
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a 
prudent, economic and effective step to assure belier 
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote "Yes" 
on Proposition A. 

Proposition A will provide funds al the lower inter
est rate at no cost 10 the taxpayers. The bonds will 
be secured by the. vafue · of the housing itself and will 
be repaid by the persons who receive the morlgagcs. 
The bonds never will ·constitute a debt or liability of 
the City. The City docs not have lo pledge ils c~edit 
to sell these bonds. 

Proposition A will make it possible for San Francis
co to provide lower-in1ercst mortgage money for ac
quisition. construction and rehabilitation of housing. 
Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Submilled by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
M(~)'O/' 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION A 
San Francisco is. facing the worst housing scarcity 

since World War II. People cannot afford 10 buy 
housing in San Francisco, and very lillle new housing 
is being built. A primary reason is the high cost of 
borrowing money from lending institutions to build or 
buy housing. · . 

Proposition A and Proposition B will allow the City 
to sell up to $100 million worth of tax-exempt bonds 
subject to federal tax laws, The proceeds from the 
bonds will be used to finance low-interest loans for 
construction and purchase of homes. 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION A 
Since these bonds are exempt from federal and 

state income taxes. the City will be able to make loan 
funds available at approximately half the current high 

interest rate for residential linancing. The bonds arc 
repaid by the parties who receive the loans. No City 
funds can or will be used to repay bondholders. · · 

If Propositions A and 8 arc passed by tbc voters. 
lhe Board of Supervisors. together wi1h 01hcr Ci1v 
departments, will work out a program of who is eligi
ble to apply for the low-interest loans. 

Propositions A and B arc a necessary lirst step lo 

relieve the housing crisis in San Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A AND H 

Submillcd by: 
S11per11isor Quentin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
League of Women Voters<~/' San Fmncisco 
Wallace Stokes 
Jack McMinn 

Arguments printed on this page are ttie opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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PROPOSITION B 
Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, l11ue bonds to establish a fund to provide 
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabllltatlon of housing In San Fran
clscca; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board 11 the sole 
sour.ca. of repayment of · the bond1; bonds l11ued shall not be a debt or llablllty · of the 
City? 

Analysi.s 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authqrity in the 
city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue 
bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori
ty of California state law. Any ,revenue bonds of 
this type which are issued by the city must be ap
proved by a majority of the_ voters. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would change the 
charter to give the Board of Supervisors the power 
to issue revenue bonds for mortgage financing. Ap
proyal of the vot.ers would not be required. Money 
from the bonds could be used for buying. building. 
or improving housing in San Francisco. The bonds 

Controller's Statement on "B" 
· City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition B: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. i.n my opinion. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B 
APPEARS ON PAGE 23 

would be paid for by mortgage holders and would 
n<;1t be paid· for from city funds: The Supervisors 
would set up the procedures for the use of these 
bonds. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Y cs. you want 
the Supervisors to be able 10 · issue mortgage b9nds 
for housing. Voter approval would not be necessary. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the Supervisors · 10 be able to issue mortgage 
bonds for housing. 

How Supervisors Voted on "B" 
On March 3 the Board· of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition B on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). £Ila Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Disc 5); Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II). . 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Workers are needed at the polls in many 
San Francisco neighborhoods. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall. . 
,,,1 ' 
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HOUSING REVENUE BON·DS ( A CHARTER ) 
AMENDMENT 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B 
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi- . 

tion B relates to Proposition A and is a companion 
measure. This Charter amendment is needed in order 
to allow San Francisco to make available loan funds 
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be 
charged by banks and other lenders for' the construe-

tion of multi-unit resi~ential housing. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Jack McCi11n 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 8 

Proposition B works hand in glove with Proposition 
A in putting home mortgages within the reach of 
wage-earners in San Francisco. It would amend the 
Charter to give the Board of Supervisors authority to 
issue housing bonds. The bonds would be sold to 
provide mortgages al approximately half the current 
interest rate for the construction and rehabilitation of 
homes. Nothing is more urgent in San Francisco than 
to bring decent housing within reach of working men 
and women in San Francisco. 

Proposition B will enable the City to act quickly 
and responsively to the housing needs of San Francis
cans. Presently, the City Charter imposes restrictions 
on the issuance of revenue bonds. These safeguards 
are sensible if the bonds will be charged against the 
taxpayers as liabilities on the City. Housing bonds will 
not be. They will be secured exclusively by the land 
and buildings they finance. 

Your vote for Proposition 8 will allow San Francis
co to move swiftly and decisively to sell housing 
bonds when needed and when the bond market is 
most advantageous. It will allow the City to get mort
gage money into the hands of ~an Franciscans with
out the cost and the delay of waiting for a scheduled 
city-wide election. Congress is considering legislation 
on local housing bonds, and the City should be 
prepared to act immediately when Congress gives the 
go-ahead. Your "Yes" vote on Proposition 8 will free 
the City from old Charter provisions and give housing 
funds at reduced interest rates that working San Fran
ciscans can afford. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mll)'Of 

Arguments printed on·thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have nat been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION 8 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11ddcd 
to the Charter; it is therefore prin tcd in bold face 
type: 

Sl'C, 7.310 Bonds for fln11ncl11g the 11cqulsilio11, conslruclion 
or rchnbilihllion of housing. 

(11) Nolwilhs11111dlng the voter approval re1111lrcmc11ls 111 
Section 7.300, lhe bo11rd of supervisors m11y, by ordi111111cc, 
from lime lo lime nulborlze the lssu1111cc of bonds lo estab
lish II fund for the purpose of providing morlg11ge fln11nclng 
for the 11cqulslllo11, conslrucllon, or rch11bill111llon of housing 
In the City 111111 County of S11n Frunclsco, or for Ille purpose 
of refunding such bonds, The issuance of such bonds sl111II 
be pursu11nt lo procedures 11dopled by ordl1111nce of the board 
of supervisors. The rcpnymcnl of princip11l, inlcrcsl nnd other 
charges on such loans lo properly owners, toeethcr with such 

other monies 11s the bonrd of supervisors 11111y, in its discre
tion, make 1m1ll11blc therefor, sh11II be lhe sole source of 
funds pledged by the city and county for rcp11ymc111 of such 
bonds. Bonds Issued under lhc provisions of this section sh11II 
not be deemed lo conslllulc II debt or linbilily of lhc Clly 
1111d County of Snn Francisco or 11 11ledge of the fililh 111111 
crl'tlil of lhc Cily and County of Sun Francisco, 
but sludl be p11y11ble solely from the funds specified in this 
section. The issunnce of such bonds sh11II 1101 dlrcclly, hull• 
rcctly, or contingently oblig11tc the bonrd of su11crvlsors to 
levy or to pledge 1111y fonn of t11x111ion whulcver therefor or 
to 11111ke nny approprlntlon for their p11ymen1. 

(b) Nothing in lhls scellon sh11II 11ffccl lhc 11ulhorl1y of the 
bo11rd of supervisors lo authorize lhe issu11ncc of bonds 
1111der any other 11ppllc11ble provision of this Chnrlcr or 1111y 
other 11pplic11ble provisions of lhc gcncrnl laws of lhc Stale 
of C11llfomia, 
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CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 
PROPOSITION C 

Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad· 
mlnlstratlve Officer to manage the cities' convention facllltles Including but not llmlted 
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man• 
ager and necessary employees and preserving clvll service rights of present em• 
ployees? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplication Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The management of the ci
ty's present convention facilities is the responsibility 
of the Department of Real Estate. The Department 
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief 
Administrative Officer. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would create a new 
department for Convention Facilities Management. 
This department would have complete responsibility 
for the city's convention facilities, including but not 
limited to. Brooks Hall. Civic Auditorium, and Mos
cone Center. This department would be responsible 
to the Chief Administrative Officer. The general 
manager of this department would be appointed by 

Controller's Statement on 11 C" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 
"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 

adopted. in my opinion, in and of itself. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-fncc 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double parenth
eses)). 

3.510 Govcrnmcntul Services. Purchasing, Real Estate. Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Department: Health Advisory Board; 
((and)) Coroner's Office; and Convention Fneilitlcs 
Mnnngcmcnt 

The functions. activities and affairs or the city and county 
that arc herchy placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative oflicer by the provisions of this charter, and t_he 
powers and duties of oflicers and employees charged w11h 
specific 1·urisdiction thereof, shall subject to the provisions or 
section · 1.102 and section 3.50 I of this charter, be allocated 
by 'the chief administrative oflicer. among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the I unctions and personnel or the oflices or registrar or 
24 

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil 
service employees who are appointed to the new 
department from the Department of Real Estate 
would not lose their civil service rights. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want a 
Convention Facilities Management department creat• 
ed which would have complete responsibility for the 
city's co1wention facilities. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want a new Convention Facilities department creat
ed to take care of the city's convention facilities. 

How Supervisors Voted on ''C" 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 
on the question of placing proposition C on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), 
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 
10). 

NO: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don I-loranzy 
(Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar
dis (Dist. 11). 

voters, recorder, public administrator and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer, 
and shall he administered by the chief administrative ol'liccr. 

The public administrator shall appoint and al his pleasure 
may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropriation ordinance. 

Purchasing Department. which shall include the functions 
and personnel or the bureau or supplies. the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of centrnl 

(Co11ti1111ed on Page 77) 



CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 

Tourism and conventions have become ·San Francis
co's most important industry, pumping more than a 
billion dollars into the City's economy each year. 
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San 
Francisco. Making full use of the City's convention 
facilities will generate even more revepues · for San 
Francisco. 

The convention business has evolved into a complex 
and highly competitive · market requiring aggressive. 
immediate and effective management. The .City must 
have professional management that will maximize the 
use bf its convention facilities. This is especially im
portant with the addition of the George R. Moscone 
Convention Center, now under construction, in which 
the City is investing over $100 million. 

Proposition C will upgrade the City's convention 
management operations removing them from the 
Department of Real Estate and consolidating them 
under a Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement. 

The Department of Convention Facilities Man
agement will oversee and maintain all City-owned 
convention and trade show facilities, including Brooks 
Hall, Civic Auditorium, and the new Moscone Con
vention Center. The Department Manager will be ap
pointed by and report to the City's Chief Administra
tive Officer. The rights of all existing Civil Service 
Workers al Brooks Hall and Civic Auditorium will be 
protected. 

It is · essential to assure that the City's valuable con
vention facilities are operated with top efficiency and 
accountability to strengthen San Francisco's position in 
the fierce competition for the nation's convention busi
ness. 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor f.'illl'ard Lm1iw11 

Endorsed by: 
Quell/ill Kopp. Supervisor 
Joh11 Molitl<Jri, Supervisor 
Louise Re1111e, Supervisor 
Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor 
Doris Wt1rcl, Supervisor 
Roller BoaJ; Chief Administrative Officer 
Geor!/e Christopher, Former Mayor 
Jol,11 B<1rbagdma 
Gordo11 Lau 
A/free/ Nel,ler 
R1111altl Pelosi 
Pe1er T<1111ams 
Thuma.1· Me/1011 
Lela11d Lazcir11s, Chairman Mayor's Sciccl Commillce 
Lo11is BCllmale, Chunccllor-Emeri1us, SF Communily College 
M<1rvi11 Care/ow 
Rin,1lllo C,1rma::i 
Bill Ches1er, Labor Consul1u111 
Willi<1111 Dauer, Presidcnl Chamber of Commerce 
Jess E.weva, Publisher Mabuhay Republic 
Jim llerma11, Presidenl ILWU 
Mrs. Ma1"li11 low 

. Cyril Ma,:11i11 
Lloycl Pflueger, General Manager, Downlown Associalion 
l..e011t1rcl Rogers, Prcsidcnl Western Merchandise Marl 
Alben Samuels, Jr. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C 
' 

Proposition C. the charter amendment to consolidate 
the City's convention fucilities management operations 
in one department, is a step in the right direction 
towards elliciency and economy in government. 

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall. 
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow 
for effective .. efficient and economical operation of 
these facilities and will enhance the City's attraction 
as a convention and trade show center. 

Management with the responsibility for all conven
tion facilities would he in a better position to max
'imize the use of these buildings through coordinated 
scheduling and staff utilization. Conrention and trade 
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

agemenl and staff to coordinate their activities and 
requirements. Combined operations will allow for 
standardization of equipment and sharing of inventory. 

San Francisco looks to Brooks Hall. Civic Au<litor
ium and the Moscone Center to serve as a catal)SI 
for the generation of employment for city residents 
and for millions in local tax dolfars. Proposition C 
will ensure that these facilities can meet those expec
tations. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C. 
Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e11ti11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions-of the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FOUR PUBLIC HEALT·H · ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION D 

· Shall Director of Publlc Health appoint arid remove a deputy director for administration 
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com• 
munlty health programs and an administrator · for Laguna Honda Ho1pltal, all exempt 
from clvll service? 

Ana,ysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WA\' IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health · appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the civil service provision of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 'D would give the di
rector of public health the power to appoint three 
deputy directors and the administrator of Laguna 
Honda Hospital as well as San Francisco General 
Hospital. All these positions would be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter. They 
would be held. by persons with the necessary back-

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. in and -of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION D 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold .. fncc 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)). 

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public l·Iealth, and. County 
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; and 
Coroner's Office. 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that arc hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and employees charged with 
specilic jurisdiction thereof, shall subject 10 the provisions of 
section 11.102 and section 3.50 I of this charier, be allocated 
by the chief administrative oflicer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services. which shall include 
the !unctions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief a<lminisfrative oflicer, 
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ground. and experience. A person with civil service 
status appointed to any of these positions would not 
lose that status. 

A \'ES· VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
the director of public health to have the power to 
appoint three deputy directors and one more hospi
tal administrator. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the director of public health to have· the 
power to appoint three deputy directors and one 
more hospital administrator. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition D on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I}, John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 }. 

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer. 
The public administrator shall appoint and· al his pleasure 

may remove an 'allorncy. He may also appoint sucl1 assis
lanl attorneY,s _as may be provided by the budget and an
nual appropnatton ordmance. 

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol' the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and sh~ps. and shall be adn_1inis1crcd by the pur
chaser of suppltes who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold oflicc al his pleasure. · 

Real Estate Dcparlmenl, which shall .include the functions 
and personnel ol the oflice of the ri&ht-of-way agenl and 
also. th~ control, management and lcasmg of the exposition 
aud11onum. . 

(Co111i111ied 011 Page 80) 



FOUR PUBLIC.HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS ~ 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D 
This Charter Amendment 

tional positipns, chang,e any 
costs. 

·wiil not add . any addi
salaries, or increase any 

The Department of Public· Health has been stream
lined. The number of top level administrators has 
been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer 
savings. 

It is imperative that the Department ,have the flex
ibility to hire highly qualified and remove ineffective 
managers. To be responsive to the goals and· objec
tives of the Department. these deputies must possess 
both administrative and technical skills and must work 
well together. 

To find the most suitable persons, the Department 
should have the flexibility to select from many 
qualified candidates and to insure that they are re
sponsive to the needs of the community, the Depart
ment, and the City at large. 

In other major City Departments, 
port, Public Utilities. Commission, 
Park, Public Works, and the Police 
flexibility already exists. 

such as the Air
Recreation and 

Department, this 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Carol R111h Silver 
S11per1•isor John L. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
llarry G. Brill, S11pervisor 
Ella Iii/I J/111ch, S11pervisor 
N1111cy G. IV11/ker, S11perv/sor 
Doris Wcml, S11pervisor 

· Roger Boe1s, CAO 
Dr. Mer~v11 Silverman, Director of Ilea/th 
Pmricia M. Fong. Member, Comm11nily Advisory Board, SFGH -

· 1tfjirme1live Actio11 OfJicer WBSIIA Governing Body 
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director PC1trero Iii// Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wm/11, Exec11tive Director B11che1nan YMCA 
M11ri:11rete Connolly 
Felix Ai:caoi/i, M.D., Member Ac/vi.wry Board, SFGI/ 
Shirle1•Jrmes Rhodes, Exec111i1•e Director S.F. Medical Center 

Ouip111ie111 Improvement Proi:rams, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
E11ricc11I. Ze1bale1, /Joe1rcl of Directcm, S,F. Medical Center 

Outpatie11t Improvement Programs, /11c. 
Arthur Le1tl1t1n, Ch<1irtiu111, Me111al Ilea/th Advisory Board 
Eliwbeth B. De11ebeim, CC1111111u11ity Memal Ilea/th Advisory 

IJ011rcl Member 
Tlwme1s J. Mellon, FC1rmer CA 0 
f'.A. SoC1y, M.D .. Ch<111cel/or, Unil'ersity of Ce1/ifomie1 S.F. 
Thomas Jt: G11:1•11, DirectC1r, Public Service Programs 
ll.B. Fe1ir(1•, M.D .. UniversityofCe1/ifomia S.F, Associate 

De,111, SFG/1 
D01111/d L Fink, M.D,., Chief, Medical Ste1ff SFGII 
Se/ii: Gellert, M. D. 
Judi:e Dorothy Vo11 Berolcli11i:e11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
"Play· it again, Sam." This is almost a repeat of 

Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last 
Nov.ember. But this one is worse. Voters recognize·d 
then. as they should now, that this proposal would 
create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the 
Public Health Department and would allow. the Public 
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand
picked people. 

Proposition D would create four new civil service 
exempt positions in the Public Health Department -
all highly paid and all outside of the Civil Service 
selection process. The Controller cannot estimate the 

cost of this measure to the voters. No wonder. There 
is no limitation on it. 

Proposition D is· another attempt to wear the voters 
down by bringing back the same measure again and 
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of 
the ballot with old, defoated propositions. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D 
Submitted by: 
S11pen•isor Q11e111i11 Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Mm,:aret Q. Warren 
Paul Joseph Langdon ' 

Ar9umonts printed on this pa90 arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official a9cncy. 

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early 
See the Inside back cover 
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VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the Admlnl1trator of San Francl1co General Ho1pltal appoint and remove a11oclate 
administrators exempt from clvll service; continuing clvll service statu1 for pre1ent 
holders of 1ald positions? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification ·committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public 
health appoints the administrator of San Francisco 
General Hospital who must be either a physician or 
a qt1alifted hospital administrator. This position is 
exempt from the· civil service previsions of the 
charter. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition · E would give the ad
ministrator of San Francisco _General Hospital the 
power to appoint associate administrators. These po
sitions wQuld be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. They would be filled by 

Controller's Statement on 11 E'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the liscal impact of Proposition E: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nqr decrease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION E 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc' indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions· arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

3.SIO Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County 
Agricultural Deportment; Health Advisory Bonrcf; 
and Coroner's Office 

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county 
that ore hereby placed under the direction of the chief acf
ministrutive officer by the provisions of this charter, and the 
powers and duties of officers and en1ployees char&cd with 
spe~ific jurisdiction the~eof, shall subject to the provisions of 
section 11.102 and secllon 3.501 of this charter,· be allocated 
by the chief administrative officer, among the following 
departments: 

Department of Governmental Services, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of 
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative ofliccr, 
and shall he administered by the chief administrative officer. 

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure 
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persons with the necessary background and exper
ience. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital 
to have the power to appoint associate administra
tors for the hospital. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you do not 
want the administrator of San Francisco General 
Hospital to have the power to appoint associate ad
ministrators. 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 
the question of placing proposition E on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), John Molinari 
(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt 
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy 
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2) and Quentin 
Kopp (Dist. 10). 

may remove nn attorney. He may nlso appoint such assis
tant attorneY.s _as mar be provided by the budget and an
nual appropr11111on ordmancc. 

Purchnsing Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the bureau of supplies, the operation of 
central stores and warehouses, and the operation of central 
garages and sh?ps, and shall be adn:iinistcrcd by the pur
ch_a~cr of supplies who shall he ~ppo1111e_d by the chief ad
n11111strallvc officer and shall hold ollice at l11s pleasure. 

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel ol the oflicc of the ri~ht-of-way agent and 
also. th~ control, management and leas111g of the exposition 
aud1ton11m. 
. D.epartment of Public Works, which shall include the 
lun_cllons and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall . be m charge of and adminis(cred by the dir'ec
tor ?f. pul~hc works, who shall be appomted by the chief 
ad1111111stral1ve officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

(Co11tim1ed 011 Page 81) 



I 

VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS 

ARGUMENT IN FA YOR OF PROPOSITION E 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E 

San 'Francisco General Hospital is an important 
community resource. Past administrators have been 
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them 
in providing the finest quality services to the citizens 
of San Francisco. This will allow . the hospital to hire 
fully-qualified professional associate administrators. 

Passage of this amendment . will help secure ef
ficient, cost-effective operations of one of the City's 
most important resources. 

Submitted by: 
S11pervisor Carol Ruth Silver 
S11pervisorJol,n l. Molinari 

Endorsed by: 
1/(lrry G. Brill, Supervisor 
Ell" Iii/I llwch, Supervisor 
N"ncy G. Walker, Supervisor 
Doris Ward, Supervisor 

Roger Boas, CAO 
Dr. Mervyn Si/vermcm, Director of Health 
Patricia M. Fong, Mcmbe~. Community Advisory Board, SFGH -

Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Governing Body 
Enola M. Me1.1:we/l, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center 
Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA 
Margarett• Con110/ly 
Felix Ag('(lo/li, M.D .. Member Advisory Board, SFGH 
ShirfoyJones Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Vera M. Blue 
Enric" A. ZabalC1, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Center 

Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc. 
Arth,11r Ltl/han, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Bourd 
Elizabeth B. De11ebei111, Community Menllll Heulth 

Advisory Board Member 
11wmas J. Mellon, Former CAO 
F.A. Sooy, M. D., Chancellor. University of C.11ifornia S.F. 
11wmas IY. G111•n, Director, Public Service Progrnms 
11.B. f(l/r(i•, M.D., University ofCaliforniu S.F. 

Associate Dean, SFGH 
DonC1ld L Fink, M.D., Chief, Medical StaffSFGII 
Selig Gellert, M.D, 
J11d1:e Dorothy Von Bemldi11,:e11 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E 
The proponents of Proposition E want to give the 

administrator of San Fl'ancisco General Hospital the 
power to hire and fire an unlimited number or 
deputy and assistant administrators at the Hospital. 
The administrator, in concert with the Mayor and the 
Board of Supervisors, could create numerous positions, 
all exempt from Civil Service and. you can. be sure. 
all highly paid. 

In the past two years, more than IO new postllons 
with salaries of $22,000-plus have. been created in the 
Public Health Department. Two of the department's 
major functions - mental health and the San Fran
cisco General Hospital - have been under attack by 
the community due to mismanagement and lack of 

adequate funding for services. Last year. the Deputy 
Director of Health for Evaluation and Planning asked 
the Board of Supervisors for a supplemental budget 
appropriation or $1.3 million for mental health ser
vices - after the City's budget had already been 
adopted. This illustrates the lack· of realistic foresight 
and planning in the Health Department. 

Before subverting Civil Service by hiring outside of 
the system, the Health Department should make a 
greater effort to clean up its own act. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Que111i11 L. Kopp· 
Endorsed by: 
fa11/ Joseph LanKdon 

Arguments printed on this page ore tho opinions of tho authors and hove not been chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 

Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Francisco neighborhooda. 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 

So nocoaitan trabajadoro1 on 1111 urn111 oloctoraloa 
de mucho1 barrios on San Franci1co. PrHenteH 

ahora en ol cuarto 155 del City Hall. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall all tours of duty for officers and ·members of fire fighting companies, except arson 
Investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to 
work more than 24 consecutive hours except In case of a conflagratlon, disaster or sud
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not 
vlolata the 48.7 hour work weak nor the 24 consecutive hours? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The charter states that 
members of the San Francisco Fire Department 
may work no more dian 14 .hours in •a shift and no 
more than· 48.7 hours in a week, except in cases of 
emergency. The 14-hour shift, "".hich was · passed by 
the voters in _1975, has never been put into effect 
because of court litigation, Firelighters and officers 
now work 24-hour shifts. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the 
charter · and set 24-hour work shifts for firelighters 

Controller's Stgtement on ·" f" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion. ii would neither increase nor de
crease the cost of government." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
. PROPOSITION F 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

8.452 Fire Department 

. The chief of department shall recommend and the fire 
commission shall provide by rule for work schedules or 
tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the 
several ranks of the lire department; provided, however, that 
the normal work week determined on an annual basis· for 
such otliccrs and members shall not exceed 48.7 hours. All 
tours of duly cstnbllshcd for officers 1111d members 11ssl1ined 
to the lire liiihtinii co1111111nies 1111d lireliiihtlng units exce11ting 
the 11rson inveslig11tion unit, shnll stnrt 111 eight o'clock A.M. 
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event 
of an emergency requiring the members of the department 
lo remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer 
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four 
consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, ((emer
gency or)) disaster, or sudden 1111d unex11ccteil emergency of 
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and officers. The 48.7 hour work week would 
remain in effect, except in cas.es of sudden, unex
pected, and temporary emergencies. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 
San Francisco firelighters and officers to work 24-
hour shifts, for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want San 
Francisco firelighters and officers to work 14-hour 
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week. 

How Su_pervisors Voted on "F" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on 
. the question of placing proposition F on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist, 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist.. 7), Don 
Hornnzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

11 tempomry n11ture requiring the services of more than the 
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed 
force of the department. Officers and members may ex
change watches with permission of the chief of the depart
ment and time worked on such exchange of watches shall 
not be construed as lime in violation of ((the maximum 
hours established herein)) the ll111it11tlo11 of 48.7 hours In 11ny 
nomml work week nor twenty-four consecutive hours. Each 
such officer and each such member shall be entitled to at 
least one (I) day off duty during each week. 

When in the judgment of the lire commission, it is in the 
public interest that any such ofliccr or member shall work 
on his day olT and said officer or member consents to so 
work, he may at the direction of the chief of department 
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com
pensation provided for said officer or n11~111ber as sci forth 

(Co11til111ed 011 Page 82) 



·FIREFIGHTERS WORK s·CHEDULES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
Proposition F affects an important .. part of our fire

lighting organization - the daily work schedules of 
the firelighters. and the conditions under which an 
emergency may be declared, The · Proposition itself is 
lengthy. but the issues arc simple - a "Yes" vote on 
Proposition F will continue the sam~ highly successful 
work schedules _that the Fire Department has been us
ing for more than twenty years. and clarify emergency 
procedures. Pay and weekly hours worked' will remain 
the same, so there will be no added cost to the City. 

What is important .is that Proposition F will guar
antee that Fire Department management has the tools 
necessary to maintain the excellent qu;11ity of lire pro
tection for which San Francisco has become famous. 
Those who arc responsibilc for administering and 
managing the Department are asking for your support. 
They know that without Proposition F. present Ian-

guage in the City Charter will force them to use a 
split-shift work formula which would complicate ad
ministrative procedures and increase their cost. 

We urge San Franciscans to make sure our dedicat
ed and highly-motivated firelighting organization is 
maintained at its prcs~nt level of efficiency. Let's 
make sure we give Fire· Department administrators the 
tools necessary lo continue providing excellent tire 
protection service. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition "F". 

Endorsed by: 
Jle11ry E. Berm""· Presidenl · 
Fire Commission. 
J11a11i/a Del C(lr/o 
Fire Commissioner, 
Robert Nicco 
Fire Commissioner. 

C11rti.1· McC/ai11 
Vice Presidenl 
l'ire Commission 
A 1111e S. l/011"cle11 
Fire Commissioner. 
A 11clrell' C. CtLlper 
Chief of Deparuncnl 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

VOTE "NO" ON PROP. "F" 
Aren't you fed up with having politicians thumb 

their noses. at your wishes? In Nover~ber. I 975. the 
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition "Q" which 
was to eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire 
Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers 
and the fire lighters: 

As of this date. almost 5 years later. to placate 
powerful political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein 
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others 
have in one way or another kept this law from going 
into effect. Among the sponsors and authors of the 
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed 
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fcin
stcin's, Morris Bernstein. and. at the rccomm'endation 
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the 
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the 
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will 
reveal .that they told you lha·t eliminating the 24-hour 
shift was an important reform. Now. they have llip 
11oppcd and arc in. support of this repeal of their law. 
Arc they being honest or arc they following the well 
travelled path of expediency? 

VOTE NO ON "F". 
I supported this reform in 1975. Their argument 

was valid then and is still vali<l. 

In 1975 they told you that this reform would: 
I. Improve the Fire Depariment. 
2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9. 
3. Training programs can he scheduled with greater 

regularity. 
4. Men will be fresher and more alen when they go 

to light fires, 
5. Sick leave slots will be reduced since a post11un 

will 1101 have to be covered for a full 24 hours when 
a man is off. 

6, Tem'porary "move-up" costs. too, will be reduced. 
Now. if a captain is absent. his slot is tilled by a 
lieutenant who works 24 hours· al captain's pay. Bui 
the lieulenanl's job then has lo be tilled through 
another "move-up". and so on down the line. 

7. Firelighting by commt!lcrs will be reduced. 
Because of their 9-day work month. firemen still com
mute from distances in excess of 100 miles. 

8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced. 

VOTE NO ON "F" 
Feinstein and Molinari havc played the same game 

with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They 
ignore ii. Their actions cost San Francisco Ta.xpaycrs 
over 100 million dull.Jr~ju::t this year. 

.John .I. /JarhaKe!a1a 

Arguments printed on this page ore the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSIT.ON F 

VOTE NO ON PlWPOSITION F 
Proposition F is another back-door deal raced by 

the people of San Francisco, 
In .1975, you, the . voters, amended the Charter to 

delete a detail, which should not have been in the 
Charter in the first place, that required all work shifts 
for firefighters to be 24 hours· on and· 24 hours off. 
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris 
Bernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and 
sponsored by then-supervisor (now· Mayor) Dianne 
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Supervisor John 
Molinari, among others. Commissioni:r Bernstein (who 
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated 
that the change in working hours would reduce fa. 
tigue in firefighters and also encourage them to live 
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon
ey. The voters agreed with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the 
Charter amendment was passed. 

Subsequently, there was placed a Charter amend
ment on the ballot limiting. their work week lo 48.7 
hours, al a time when most other fire departments in 
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week 
because or the nature of firefighting. Each hour of 

reduced work week for firelighters costs taxpayers 
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours lo 48.7 hours 
therefore_ means more than $14,000,000 in costs per 

. year for the San Francisco Fire Department. The 
voters approved the 48.7 work week, with the recom
mendation of aH members of the Board of Supervi
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work 
shift. 

.. Now, the proponents want lo reinstate the 24 hours 
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. Bui 
there is no willingness on their part lo accept any 
change in the · work week - not even to base the 
work week on that of other California · lire depart
ments upon which San Francisco firelighters' salaries 
are· based. All of those cities except Oakland have a 
56-hour week. 

Provisions on hours and work weeks and s'hifts 
should not be locked into the Charter in the first 
place. They should be left to the discretion of the 
Fire Commission, which should have llexibility. 

Proposition F is a one-way deal, and the taxpayers 
are not included. 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this pogo aro thei opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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After you have moved, phone us 

We will mail you a registration form to fill out & mail back. 1~1;~ 
. t' . 'i-~* 
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall all temporary city employees with a period of service as determined by the Board 
-of Supervisors become members of the Health Service System? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: All city ~mployccs arc 
required to join the city and county Health Service 
system unless excused by the Health System Board 
for religious belief. salary. or other covcrag1;. Tem
porary employees are not eligib~. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition 1-1 would change the 
charter and give the Board of Supervisors. the 
power 10 admit all temporary city employees who 
have worked continuously for a certain length of 

Controller Is Statement on "H II 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 1-1: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be 
adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself. it wo~1ld 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
But as a product of its application lo future legisla
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred. 
the maximum amount of which could be $3.765.000. 

"But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend
ment to the Charter would have no effect on the cost 
of government." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34 

HOW TO USE 

time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors 
would determine the length ofse.rvice required. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to 
include certain temporary employees in the city 
Health Service system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want temporary employees to be included in the 
city Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 H" 

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on 
the question of placing proposition H on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist.• I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John 
Bardis ( Dist. 11 ). 

a 

~-
#Q- -~ 

,I-" ~ . 
THE VOTOMA TIC Slop 1 Uolng both hnndo, insort tho ballot curd oil tho woy into tho Votomotic. 

Stop 2 Do suro tho two slots in tho end of your cord fit down qvor 1ho IWo rod Pin•. 
Slop 3 To voto, hold tho voting instrumont uraluht up, Punch 11ralght 1hrouuh tho ballot cord for tho 
condidotoo of your choico. Do not uno pan or pancll, 
Stop 4 Vala nil PDODI, 
Stop 6 Aftor voting, romovo tho ballot cord from the votomotic. 

aNOTE: It you moko o mistoko roturn your ballot cord oad obtain onothur. 
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TEMPORARY EM·PLOYEES; HEALTH BENEFITS 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H 
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term, 

temporary employees to receive health care benefits. 

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor
ary basis for many years· and receive no health care 
benefits· or any chance for promotion. Currently, 
health care benefits can only be granted to such cm-· 
ployces in conjunction with far more costly retirement 
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super
visors to set the minimum number of years a tempor
ary employee must be employed before they can 
qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to 
grant health benefits without retirement benefits. 

· The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to 
pay $3,2 million for ~enefits to temporary employees. 
This measure will distribute these funds in the widest 
and most equitable fashion. 

Submiucd by: 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
Doris Ware/ 
Ella Iii// l/11tch 
Harry Brill 
Pe/er Ashe 
Tom Sca11/011 

Keilh Elc/11111111 
Leroy Kill}/ 
Pm Jackson 
Bill Kraus 
Bill Malle11 

Tim Twomey 
Phil Keamey 
Vi11ce Courtney 
Bill Bmdley 
Carol R111h Sil~er 
Timothy R. Wolfred 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H 

It may be equitable and fair to give tern porary city 
employees health service benefits. But this, measure 
raises two oth~r questions. 

• First. why docs San Francisco have so many tem
porary employees - almost 7,000 in a workforce of 
28,000? (Don't believe the figure of 5,000 temporary 
city employees. T!ierc are 6,832 according to testimony 
before a commillec of the Board of Supervisors in 
March.) These employees arc hired without having to 
go through the complete Civil Service selection 
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all 
temporary employees. 1101 just those with a "min
imum" number of years employment. 

Second, how can the City afford the costs of this 
propos,il? Health benefits cost the Ci.ty $44.50 a 
month for every permanent employee. To give nearly 
7,000 temporary employees health coverage would cost 
the City (and taxpayers) more than $3,765.000 per 

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a 
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July I, 1980. 
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the 
worst possible time. 

Another proposal that the City could afford would 
be a charter amendment allowing temporary em
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service 
System. The employees would save money by joining 
the City's system. as opposed to paying for individual 
health• plans, and it would not cost the City any 
money. That's what should be on the ballot for tem
porary city employees. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H. 

Submiucd by: 
Supervisor Quentin l. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph LantJdon 
Mar!Jaret Q. Warren 

Argumantl printed on this paga ara tho opinions of tho authors and hava not baen checked for accuracy by any official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H 

,NOTE: Additions or substitutions arc indicated by bold-face 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double pnrcn
thescs)). 

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service 
System. 

A health service system is hereby established as a depart
ment of the city and county government and shall be sub
ject to sections 3.680 through · 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432 
mclusive. Said system shall be administered by a hoard to 
be known as the health service board. The members of the 
system shall consist of all 11cnn1111ent cmrloyees, which shall 
include ollicers of the city and county, of the San Francisco 
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the 
City and County of San Francisco ((who arc members of 
the retirement system)), nnd nil tc11111ornry employees with 
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more th11n such period of continuous service 11s sh11il be de
tennlnl'tl by the Dourd of Supervisors by ordlnunce, Any em
ployee who adheres to the faith or teaching ·of any recop
nized religious sect, denomination or organization and, 111 
acco!dancc with its cre~d, tenets o~ principle~, . depends for 
henhng upon prayers 111 the practice of rehg1on shall be 
exempt from the system upon filing annually with the 
health service hoard an allidavit stating such adherence and 
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system. 
((The health service board shall huve the power to exempt 
any person whose annual. compensation. cxeeds $6,000 and 
any person who otherwise frns provided for adequate 
medical care.)) The hculth service board shull hnvc the 
110Wcr lo exempt 11ny person whose com11ens11tion exceeds the 
11111011111 deemed sufficient for self coverage nnd nny IIerson 
who othcnvisc h11s 11rovided for udequnte medlcnl care'. 



SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall members of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service Sys-. 
tam? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Members of the Board of 
Supervisors may not become members of the city 
Health Service system. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the 
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi
sors .to become members of the city Health Service 
system. 

Controller's Statement on 11 I" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $5,881." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I 
APPEARS ON PAGE 36 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. yqu want 
the members of the Board of Supervisors to be able 
to join the Health Service System. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not 
want members of the Board of Supervisors to be 
able to join the Health Service system. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 1" 
On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 

on the c1uestion of placing proposition I on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise- Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. S). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

EARN EXTRA MONEY 
,/J);;f!/ Workers are needed at the polls -V on election day 

1 - Inspector 3 - Judges 

at each poll 

Salary $32.50-42.50 per day 
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SUPERVISORS' HEALTH BENEFITS 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR ·oF. PROPOSITION I 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION "I" 
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members 

of the . Board of Supervisors to have the same health 
benefits provided to other City employees. 

According to the Controller, the total annual cost to 
the City will be $5,300. This is a small cost to pay to 
insure that Members of the Board of Supervisors arc 
able to receive the health care they need. 

Some Supervisors consider th.cir work to be a full- · 
time job, despite tl~e low, part-time pay which they 
currently receive. These Supervisors should not be 
penalized because they do not have another outside 
jobwhich provides health care benefits. 

Vote "Yes" on Proposition I. 

Submitted by Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 

Arguments printed on 'thl1 page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION I 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11dded 
to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-fllee 
type. 

8.420-1 He11lth Pl1111 for Members of B011rd of Supervisors 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8,420 of this 
charter or any other provision of this ch11rter to the con
trary, members of the bo11rd of supervisors sh11II be members 
of the S1111 Francisco City and County He11lth Service Sys
tean, 

Workera are nNded at the poll• In many 
San Franci1co neighborhood,. 

Apply now in· room 155, City Hall 

S• nece1it1n trabajador•• en 111 urna, electoral11 
d• mucho1 barrio, en San Franciaco. Pr11•nteu 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall. 

OOPS! 
Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: 

With all the items that go into this pamphlet, it's possible we may have missed something 
or even made a mistake. If we did, we will publish a correction notice in the three local 
papers just before election day. Watch for our ad: 

JUNE 1, 2 & 3 
S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress 

(Look under "official advertising") 



SUPERVISORS' SALARIES w 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall· the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual 9ro11 
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the 
salaries of the 11 members of the Board of Super
visors at $9600 a year. The sal,iry of the mayor is 
set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap
proval of the Board of Supervisors. and is now 
$62,710 a year. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would change the 
city charter to set the supervisors' salaries at 25 
percent of the mayor's salary. 

Controller's .Statement on 11 J' I 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment he adopt
. ed. in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $80.000." 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF. PROPOSITION J 
APPEARS ON PAGE 39 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the supervisors' salaries to be raised from $9600 a 
year to 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this 
time the supervisors' salaries would be $15,677.50. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the 
supervisors' salaries to remain at $9600 a year. 

How Supervisors Voted on "J" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on 

the question of placing proposition J on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2). John Molin
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5). Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris 
Ward (Dist. 7). Don 1-Ioranzy (Dist. 8) and 
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Quentin Kopp 
(Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 11 ), 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Easy 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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SUPERVIS·ORS' SALARIES 
\ 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 
VOTE YES ON. PROP "J" 

The last salary adjustm'cnt for the Board of Super
visors ·occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since 
that time. with the result that a 1965 salary of $9,600 
will ~uy $3,924 worth of 1980 goods and services. 

Approving Board of Supervisors' pay at 25% of the 
Mayor's salary is reasonable and fair. The proposed 
increase docs not make up for inflation. But it docs 
make it possible for people who arc not independent
ly rich - who have to support thcm~lv.es by working 

· - to also be Supervisors. 

The "formula" approach to, scllling Supervisors' 
salaries has important · advantages: I) it was estab
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political 
favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for 
other categories of city workers. This approach was 
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus a sound 
basis for the measure before you. 

The Board of Supervisors has had no salary in
crease - since the year Nineteen Hundred Sixty-five 
(1965). No other San Francisco county administrator. 
elected ol'licial. employed resident of San Francisco or 
even welfare recipient, can say the same. 

VOTE YES ON PROP "J" 

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less 
than any of the other nine B~y Arca counties, where 
salaries range from $32.456 in San Mateo County to 
$13.524 in Solano County. 

The failure of Supervisors' salaries to keep pace 
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to 
devote increasing time to maintain outside sources of 
income, while the work load of government has also 
increased dramatically to demand more and more of 
a Supervisor's time. 

Supervisor Harvey Milk died deeply in debt and 
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he 
could not spend enough hours earning a living and 
responding to his legislative duties.\ 

No one's salary is keeping up. But wl1cre would 
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in 
your own salary since 1965? 

VOTE YES ON PROP J 

Submiued by a majority vote of the Board of 
Supervisors 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

San Francisco's Supervisors arc not paid a l'air 
wag~ now. We urge· voters to approve this reasonable 
increase. 

Vote for Proposition J. 

Carol Ruth Si/1w 
Doris M. W11rcl 
Nw1c1• G. Walker 
Jo/11,°L. Molinari 
E/111 Jli/1 1/utch 
/lam• G. JJrill 
/)011 ·11orc111:r 
Deborah R. ilohra 
l'riscillt1 A l,•.1·1111da 
D.J. St!l'igro 
l:ric Crm•,·11 
Rich II 11r,·.1· 
J,wlit1 s.' 81111 l·'ili1•/>" 
Caro/)•11 /lei/ii• 
J.illi,i11 Si11g . 
'frm·11c,• R ran 
Willit1m llradlt•1· 
J 11111,•s M ic/11u./ Moon• 
Richard Martin Schlack1111111 
Timothy R Wol/reo 

/Jruce Gortt11.1·011 
Mark Forrester 
Thclmtt Cm•1tt11111gh 
Gordon A rm.1·tro11g 
/Job Luri<' 
JJarham A 1111110 
D,ll'idFoll'lc-r 
/\liclttwl Clum 
A 11drew C. C11sp,•r 
J,mict' Mirikilt111i 
Cecil William.1· 
Eduardo S1111dow1/ 
/Jo/, /l11s1<1111e11/e . 
Fr,•d M11rti11 
Chuck /Jnw 
Wilbl'r ll;m,ilto11 
Wal/an• Stokes 
St1111 Smith 
/It'd Kortlllll 
John Squire 

Joa11M, GmU' 
Unco/11 Chu 
Atttho111•J, Taon11i11t1 
Artlt11rR. Sieg/ 
/)1111 IJ. Kt11es, Jr. 
J 011 Kttu/i11t111 • 
Joh11 /"jack "J Trujillo 
Li11da Post 
Vi11c,•111 )11111,•s Cottrttte\' 
E,•,•fl,11 Wil.w11 . 
Ur;,,, King 
Jef/'iJrm1·11 
r;·,n· R1•d111ot11l 
Kl'iih Eichman 
/Iii/ Krm1.1· 
/Iii/ /\fa//e11 
Tim '/il'tllllt'I' 

Jo1111 Dillmi 
Mttum K,•11/er 
Jame.1· Core,,-/Ju.rch 
/'elcr ,ls/ie · 

l'a/11• l•mto 
l/eri11t1n Gt1ll<'J:<1.I' 
/'at Jackson 
Carl Wi//i111m 
John lt1c<1l1.1· 
Afrli-in Lee 
Jack Croll'le1• 
llttrold Yee· 
Gm11I M i'l,e11s 
/Joh l1t1rn• 
Andv k11i1<•11. 
Rici1t1rd Goldman 
Wil/it11t1 Co/Jle111: 
/Jmm Lid,•ckc•r 
J;1ck.1·on Schult: 
John K11u/i111111 
l'ttu/11 C. .Fiscal 
Arthur Morris 
Ke1•i11 f'. Slwlle1• 
A111111 Dardt'II • 
Ro.rn/i111/ Wolf 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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SUPERVISORS' SALARIES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J 

Tying the salaries of the B~ard of Supervisors to 
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the 
City Charter. which now requires voter approval every 
time the Board seeks, a salary increase. Proposition J 
would give the Board automatic salary increases. 
Every time the Mayor's salary is "adjusted" higher. 
up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors 
proposing this measure arc trying to follow the lead 
of other groups of City ernployces who have freed 
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically in the 
Charier. The Supervisors would have their pay set by 
a "formula." which is not dependent on the good will 
of voters. 

There is. 110 logic to basing the Supervisors' salary 
on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not onc-clcvenlh. 
since there arc 11 Supervisors and one Mayor? 

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of 

!he City. In 1965. when salaries were increased. 
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore. the City's 

· population 'has declined from 721.000 in 1965 to 
642.400 in 1979. 

In 1965, the Supervisors had no personal office 
aides. Since then. the positions of administrative assis
tant and stenographic aide. one each for each Super
visor. lrnve been created. costing taxpayers $400,000 
per year in salaries and fringi: bcni:lits. 

The City is facing a dire nnancial crisis. Depart
ments arc being forced 10 cut their budgets and 
reduce services. Proposition .I !lies in the face of this 
reality and is the wrong idea al !he wrong time. 

Submitted by: 
S11per1•isor Quemin L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Arguments printed on thl1 page are the oplnlan1 of-the authars and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J 

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-fuce 
type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe
ses)), 

2.100 Composition and Salary: Districts. 

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members 
elected by districts. Each member of the bourd shall be 
paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars (($9,600)) equal 
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the anmual gross s11l11ry pnld 
to the mayor, exclusive of benents per year and each shall 
execute an official bond lo the city and county in the sum 
oflive thousand dollars ($5,000). 

The city and county is hereby divided into eleven 
supervisonal districts as hereinafter set forth. and. 
commencing with the general municipal election in 
1977. and continuing thereafter until new districts arc 
established as hereinafter sci forth. such districts shall 
·be used for the· election or recall of the members of 
the board of supervisors. and for tilling any vacancy 
in the office of member of !he board of supervisors 
by appoi111111en1. Upon the establishment of new dis
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall 
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided. however. 
that no change in the boundary or location of any 
district by redis1ric1ing as herein provided shall oper
ate 10 abolish or terminate the term of oflice or any 
member of the' board of supervisors prior to the ex
piration of the term of ol'licc for which such member 
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis
tricts, as established herein. shall be bounded and de
scribed as follows: 

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton 
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street 10 Stanyan 
Street: thence northerly alon'g Stanyan Street to Geary 
Boulevard: thence westerly along Geary Bouh:vard to 
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly along Arguello 
Boulevard 10. its point of' intersection with the south
ern boundary of the Presidio United Slates Military 
Reservation: thence westerly and northwesterly ulong 
said boundary 10 the point or intersection with the 
shoreline of the fucilic Ocean: thence wester!)' and 
southerly along said shoreline to the poinl of com
mencement. Unless specifically designated 10 the con
trary. all references 10 streets. and boulevards con
tained in the fore~oing description shall refer 10 the 
center lines or su1d streets and boulevards. respec
tively. 

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall mn1-
prise all or 1ha1 portion or the city and coun1v co1110ll-8d-
111cncing al the point of intersection of 1fii: shoreline 
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and soulhwcs
lern boundary of the Presidio United S1a1i:s Military 
Reserva1ioi1: thence southeasterly and easterly along 
said boundary 10 the poinl of i111ersec1ion wi1h Ar
guello Boulevard: thence southerly along Arguello 
Boulevard lo Gearv Boulevard: !hence easterly along 
Geary Boulevard I<) Slanyan S1r.ee1: lhem:e southerly 
along Stanyan Street lo hillnn Street: thence easterly 

(Co11ti1111ed 011 l'aie 82) 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 
PROPOSITION K 

Shall dlsablllty leaves, dlsablllty retirements or death allowances be heard by a hearing 
officer employed under contract by the Retirement Board and setting forth appeal 
Pf'.Ocedures? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW:• Requests of police officers. 
firefighters and certain other city employees for dis
ability leaves. disability retirements. or death al
lowances are heard and determined by the Retir
ement Board. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition "i< would change the 
charter and allow the Retirement Board to employ 
a hearing officer to hear and determine requests for 

Controller's Statement on ' 1K" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on. the fiscal im pµct of Proposition K: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion, it would increase the cost of 
government by approximately $25,000.". 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION K 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be 11ddcd 
to the Charter: it is therefore printed in bold•f11ce 
type, 

8.518 Hearing Officer 

Notwlthstnnding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub
section (c) of St.-ction 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8.516, 
8.547, 8.548, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3, 
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or 
8.588-4, nny 11pplic11tion for disnbility lenve, disnbility 
retirement, or denth allownnce mnde 1mrst111nl to snid 
subst-ction · of snid sections of this chnrter shall be 
henrd by 11 qunlified nnd unbinsed henrlnw officer em
ployed under contract by the retirement bonrd and 
sclectt.'CI by procedures set forth in the rules of the re
tirement bonrd .. The retirement bonrtl shnll hnvc the 
power to estnblish rules setting forth the •1.u111ific11tion.s 
1mtl selection procedure necessary to n11po111t 11 11u11h
fied 1mtl unbinsctl henring officer. Following public 
hcnring, the hearing officer shnll determine whether 
such npplication shall be gmntctl or denied. 

All cx11enses relnting to processing and adjudicnting 
the above ap11licutions, Including but not limited to the 
cost of hearing .officer, legnl, investigative, nnd court 
reporter services, sl1111l be pnid from the compensation 
fund. 

At any time within thirty (30) tlnys after the service 
of the hearing officer's decision, the 1111plicnnt or nny 
40 

disability leaves. disability retirements. or death al
lowances. 

A YES _VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the Retirement Board to ~mploy a hearing officer. 

A NO- VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the present system changed. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 K" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition K on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 

Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

other nffcctcd party, including the retirement system, 
mny petition the hearing officer for II rehearing upon 
one or more of the following grounds and no other: 

11. That the hearing officer ncted without or In 
excess of his powers. 

b. That the decision was procured by frnutl. 
c. Thnt the evidence does not justify the decision. 
d. That the petition hns discovered new evidence 

11111teri11l to him, which he could not, with reason
able diligence, hnve discovered 1111d produced at 
the hearing, 

Upon the expiration of thirty (30) dnys nftcr the pe
tition for rehcarhig is denied, or if the petition is 
gi'nutctl, 1111011 the cxpirntion of · thirty (30) days after 
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision 
of the hearing officer sl111ll be finnl. Such tinnl deci
sion slmll not be subject to nmendmcnt, motliticntion 
or rescission by the retirement board, but shall be sub
ject to review by the retirement bourtl only for the 
puri1ose of determining whether to seek judicial review, 
anti such final decision shull be deemed for nil pur
poses to be the decision of the retirement board. 

The provisions of this section shall become operative 
on October 1, 1980. 



RETIREMENT HEARl·NG OFFICERS· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Costs of the City's retirement system have risen 
more than 300 percent in the past nine years - from 
$40 million in 1971-72 to $120 million in 1979. This 
is far higher than any other California city. 

Disability claims for City employees now are judged 
by a board of City employees and polilical appoin• 
tees. Board members who are City employees must 
vote on · disability claims of their co-workers. They 
hardly can be expected to be impartial or objective in 
their decisions. · 

I 

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of 
investments totalling nearly $1 billion (they are em• 
ployee contributions to the system). The Board must 
seek the best return possible on these investments in 
order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet, it 
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest• 
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city 
employees. 

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar
tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be 
to determine applications for disability payments, dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each 
case, the hearing officer will hold a publ,ic hearing. 
after which the officer will decide whether applica
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the 
hearing officer will be final, but subject to appeal to 
Superior Court. 

. At 'present, the law is one-sided on appeals. Only 
employees .can appeal to the courts if their applica
tions arc denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K 
gives the City .(and taxpayers) the right of judicial ap
peal. 

The professional hearing officer will make decisions 
on a fair, impartial basis, and the Retirement Board 
will be able to concentrate on managing its $ I billion 
of investments in order to reduce costs to the tax
payers of the retirement system. 

Submitted by: 
S11perl'isor Quentin Kopp 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION "K" 

Proposition K will not reduce the number of dis
ability retirements awarded to our city employees by 
the present Retirement Board, It will. however, place 
an additional financial burden of the city by creating 
an entirely new layer of government with an undeter
minable cost to the taxpayer. It is time that our elect
ed city officials start to realize that our citizens want 
less government, not more red tape and a bigger 
deficit. . 

True, pension costs for our municipal employees 
· have been high, but you, the voter, substantially 
reduced . those costs in the 1976 General Election by 
adopting a ballot measure that completely reformed 
the pens/on system and reduced. by great numbers, 
the amount of disability awards. The Retirement 
Board. consisting of three city employees, three ap
pointees of the Mayor and the seventh. the President 
or the Board of Supervisors have been entrusted with 

the responsibility of following your dictate to reduce 
the cost of government. The present system is working 
and working very well. 

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of
ficer to- disallow a certain number or legitimate 
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured em
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the 
courts at a high litigation expense to the city. 

The proponents also fail to advise you that no 
other city in the country provides this type of proci.:ss, 
becausi.: no one individual i.:an possibly offer the ob
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability 
award, The decision or one ind iv id ual would certainly 
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in anyone 
ofus. 

Let's be fair! Vote No on Proposition K. 

Michael S. 1/ehe! 
Attorney-at-Law 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

The authors of the current Charter language 
goven~ing ,the organization of the Retirement Board 
designed it expressly to reflect a balanced. just. and 
democratic representation of the rightful parties at. in-_ 
terest in the administration of ·the Retirement System. 
Employees. as the sole expressed beneficiaries of the 
fund, are provided fair representation by 3 of their 
own. while the City. unquestionably, the major ben;• 
efactor. has always been provided the upper hand. 
with 4 representativ,;s. Despite such a clear weighting 
against the employee. which City ·employees huve never 
questiont.>d or contested, apparently the odds of 4 . to 3 
are not enough. 

This proposal for an allegedly impartial hearing of
. licer. to serve 11t the pleusure and on the puyroll of 

the City." a method unheard of elsewhere. and one 
which ..yould be disavowed by professionals through-

out the field of arbitration and mediation. will accom
plish one purpose only; namely to insure that yet 
another barrier is erected against the employee to 
deny him or her a fair and impartial review, when 
the circumstances of their employment have injured or 
disabled them for the remainder.of their lives. 

The review of compensa'tion for those in such cir
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate . right of 
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just 
process into a mechanism subject to political ma
nipulation is treachery and violative of the fundamen• 
tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION "K". 

Submitted by 
William F. Kidd 
Former Trustee, S.F. Retirement Board 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K 

Well. they're al it again! 

The bureaucrats. never content with -less government 
interference. want to add yet another level of govern
ment to our already overburdened system. This time 
it's in the form of a hearing otlicer for the retirement 
board in San Francisco. 

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by. the 
voters in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce and other concerned citizen 
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers 
and television stations. 

Presently. the board is comprised of seven 
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys
tem, and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus. retire
ment board actions are taken by a balanced commit-

tee. rather than on·e individual. In fact. if any vote 
results in a tic. the ·applicant loses. With four of the 
seven members appointed by the city. our tax dollars 
arc already being protected. · 

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of
ficer, staff and overhead. arc expenditures this city 
simply cannot afford. Oft1cc space. staff, equipment. 
health benefits, vacation eay, all overhead terms we've 
simply heard enough of. ihc present retirement board 
serves without any pay or other costs to the city. 
Proposition Kis expensive. 

And for what? To replace group decisions with sin
gular ones. To provide an appeal pniccss only back 
to the original hearing officer. 

II just makes no sense, Vote No on Proposition K. 

Commiftce For A Sound Retirement System 
Leon Bruschera 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of the authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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Workers are needed at the poll• in many 
San Franci1co neighborhood1, 

Apply now in room 155, City Hall 



14 GAS TAX. 
PROPOSITION L .. 

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordin
ance, pursuant to Callfornla Publlc Utllltles Code Sections 99500 through 99509, l~pos
lng a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on ever.y 100 cubic feet of 
compressed natural · gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City and 
County of San Francisco? 

. Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Motor fuel is taxed by the 
federal and state governments. The stale Public 
Utilities Commission allows counties in California to 
add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor fuel. 
subject to the voters' approval. The money from 
this tax must be .used only for public transit pur
poses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is a policy state
ment. It asks the voters if the city and county 
should add a tax of one cent per gallon on motor 

Controller's Statement on 11 L'' 

City Conlroller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on 1he fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

"Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap
proved. in my opinion. in and of i1self. it would 
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government. 
However. 1his proposed amendment would prepare lhc 
way for approxima1ely $2.550.000 in addilional revenues 
lo the City and County of San Francisco." 

fuel and one. cent for every 100 feet of compressed 
natural gas used as motor fuel (propane) that . is 
sold in San Francisco. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If vou vote yes. you want 
the 'city and' county to add a tax on motor fuel 
sold in San Francisco. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you <lo not 
want San Francisco to add~ tax on motor fuel. 

How Supervisors Voted on 11 L'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot. 
The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson '(Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2). John Molinari (Dist. J). Ell.i Hill 
Hutch (Disl. 4). Harry Brill (Dist. 5)." Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris WarJ (Dist. 7). Dnn 
Horanzy (Disl. 8). Nancy Walker (Disl. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Disl. 10) and John Bardis (Disl. 
II). 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

Apply for Your Absentee 
Ballot Early 

See Page 95 
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.14 GAS TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis
pensable function of city government. Public transit 
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of 
California is sharply increa_sing. Approximately 600,000 
rides a day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the 
costs of public transit increasing tremendously in San 
Francisco. Public policy, nationally, as well as in San 
Francisco, has placed public transit in a priority posi
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that 
public policy is the principle of encouraging use of 
public'lransit so as to conserve energy. 

VOTE YES ON PROPC>'SITION L 

Since 1977.. the California Public Utilities Code has 

allowed any county by vote of its · people to add a 
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and use the proceeds 
for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will 
mean an estimated $4.700,000 in 1980-81 for our 
Municipal Railway and help keep Muni fares from 
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy 
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms 
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of 

. the public interest. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11enrin Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph Langdon 

Argumenta printed on this page are the opinions of the authon and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. , 

44 

Iisnot 
toolate 

It's not too late to help your community 
get the funds it needs. · 

It's not too late to answer the Census. 

We're counting on you. 
Answer the Census. ' . ,_. ' 

Census figures are used to 
determine the number of 
seats for your State in the 
House of Representatives ... 
And how $50 billion is going 
to be spent each year for 
social services ilnd public 
works including: 
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I CABLE. CAR FARES 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local munlclpal railway fares 
be deleted? · 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Canmittee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran

_cisco cable car. line to be more than fares charged 
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would allow the 
Public Utilities Commission to set fares for cable 
cars that are different from fares for streetcars and 
buses. 

·controller's Statement on '' M'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt
ed. in my opinion. in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However. 
this proposed amendment could prepare the way for 
additional cable car revenues. the a111ount of which. be
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative 
action. cannot be estimated at this time." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION M 

NOTE: Proposed deletions arc indicated by ((double par
entheses)) 

3.595 Regulation of Street Railways 

(a) The public utilities commission. subject to the provi
sions, limilations and restrictions in this charter contained, 
shall have power to regulate street railroads. cars and 
track~; 10 permit two or more lines of street railways oper
ating under different management to use the same street, 
each paying an equal portion for the construction and 
rcr.air of' tl1e tracks and appurtenances used by the said 
railways jointly for such num6cr of blocks consecutively, not 
exceeding ten blocks; to regulate rules of speed and. propose 
such ordinances to the board of supervisors as arc necessary 
to protect the public f~om danger or inconvenience in the 
operation of such roads. 

No person, firm or corporation shall ever be granted the 
exclusive right to operate a street or other railroad through, 
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or 
acquired by the levy, in whole or in part, of special assess
ment upon private property for such construction or acq uisi
tion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
cable car fares to be set independently of other 
Muni Railway fares. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want cable car fqres to be more than other Muni 
fares. 

How Supervisors Voted on "M" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition M on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella I-fill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8). Nancy Walker (Dist. 9). 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
II), 

None of the Supervisors present voted No. 

different management may use such tunnel, subway or 
viaduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive 
blocks approaching each end thereof, each management pay
ing an equal portion of the expense for the construction. 
maintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurtenances 
used by said railways jointly. The city and county in the 
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel, 
subway or viaduct either singly or jointly with any privately 
operated railway for the entire length thereof and for any 
number of blocks approaching each end thereof; and in 
case of joint use or tracks, shall pay an equal portion of 
the expense for the construction, rnainlcnance and repairs of 
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly. 

(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall 
be maintained and operated cable car lines as follows: 

(I) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; thence 
along Jackson Street to Mason Street; thence along Ma
son Street to Columbus Avenue; thence along Columbus 
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street to a 
terminal at Bay Street; returning from 8ay and Taylor 
Streets along 1 aylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence 

(Co111i1111ed 011 Page 84) 
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CABLE CAR .. FARES. 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR Of PROPOSITION M 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSIT°ION M 

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and 
are the cheapest bargain in town. For SO cents, tour- · 
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one 
of the most famous rail systems in the world. 

h's a bargain for tourists, but an expensive burden 
on the rest of the Muni Railway and on San Francis
co taxpayers; 

The Charter now prohibits the Public Utilities Com
mission from setting different fares for cable cars than 
on the rest of the Muni system. Proposition M 
removes that prohibition and allows a different fare 
structure for cable cars. · · 

Why should taxpayers subsidize the pleasure riders? 
Cable car fares could be · raised to $1.00, and tourists 
would still enjoy the ride. The Muni estimates that a 
$1.00 fare would bring in $3 million more per year, 
which is double the present income from cable cars. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M 

These revenues also would count toward meeting 
the thirty-three percent required farebox income neces
sary to receive state matching · funds. At present, the 
Muni only makes up 29 percent of its operating costs 
from passenger fares. 

San Francisco residents who ride the cable cars 
could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by using 
the monthly fastpass or they could use a special 
weekly cable car pass, which the Muni might prepare 
and issue to San Francisco residents. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M. 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11e11(i11 Kopp 

Endorsed by: 
Supervisors Donald Horanzy 

Carol Ruth Sih•er 
Nancy Walker . . 

ARGUMENT ~GAINST PROPOSITION M 

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans 
living along these transit lines who depend upon them 
to go Downtdwn. MUNI is one system. Why single 
out these lines and not those with higher subsidies?· 

2. It taxes tourists and residents alike. If the objec
tive is to soak tourists and not residents, a special ca
ble car - earmarked hotel tax is more efficient. Put 
the tax on tourist hotels. not on vital neighborhood 
transit services. 

3. It is based on· the erroneous idea that cable cars 
lose more money than buses. In fact, MUNl's own 
figures show dozens of lines with higher subsidies. · 

4. It is based on the false assumption, that only 
tourists use the cars. In fact, thousands of trips arc 
made daily on cable cars by San Franciscans going 
about their personal business. 

5. By falsely stereotyping the cars as a tourist-only 
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jeopardize 
state and federal reconstruction funds which arc based 
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran
sit system. 

6, It will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative 
bus lines. With their deficits, the.se buses will have to 
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to flow 
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea
son for the Proposi.tion. Besides. MUNI is short of 
drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present 
requirements in other parts o( the city. Will other 
lines, perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide 
this wasteful service? 

'7. Cable cars ·were saved by San Francisco's voters 
- not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of 
our' city's heritage because they're a working part of 
our city's transportation system. They're valuable 
because they're real. Proposition M would set them 
up as a fake. an expensive gimmick run for the ben
elit of the tourist industry. 

Vote NO on Unfair transit Discrimination. 

Vote NO on lnenicient Tourist Taxation. 

Vote NO on Cable Car Fakcry. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Friedel Klussmann, Chair 
The Cable Car Committee 

Ar9umont1 prlnt111d on this pogo oro tho opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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CABLE CAR FARES 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or 
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat
tle cry is "stick the tourists". but it will also stick San 
Franciscans. The cable cars are used ~y many San 
Franciscans for their basic · transportation and not 
everyone has a l;1stpass. It is unfair to discriminate 
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them · 
they must either buy one or else pay an extra fare 
that people in other neighborhoods do not have to 
pay. The Muni has no plans to issue special_ weekly 
cable car passes for residents, which wouldn't help the 

. . 

situation anyway. Cable cars already make a gre,1ter 
percentage of expenses from fares than most bus lines 
and already bring up the system average. 

The cable is the San Francisco label. Charging an 
extra fare. will give our city the air of a tawdry tour
ist trap and a rip-off. 

Protect our city's image. 

Protect our city's integrity. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! 

Norman Rolfe 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal to charge 

San Franciscans one dollar to ride a cable car to 
work or shop. The Cable Cars arc an integral part of 
the city's transport system and should not be singled 
out lo cost twice 11s much as any other public tran-

sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo
sal! 

Paul Nielsen, 
Powell-Union Square Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion• of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

Is your voting place at the top of a hill ? 

Do you have problems getting around ? 

Do you work long hours ? 

YOU CAN VOTE BY THE ABSENTEE BALLOT. l 
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AIRPO.RT-REVENUE.FUND 

PROPOSITION N 
ShaU 25% of non-alrllne revenues, or a le11er percent as the Board of Supervisor• shall 
establl1h by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City's In
vestment In th.e airport? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: All the airport revenues are 
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport 
expenses. These funds cannot be used for other city 
purposes. • 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would change the 
charter to use tip to 25% of- the airporfs income 
from non-airline sources for other city purposes. 
Revenue. from airline sources· would still be used 
only for the ai_rport. 

Controller's Statement on "N" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

"Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-. 
ed. in 111y opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However, 
this proposed amendment could require the transfer 
frofrr the Airport Fund to the General Fund of twenty
live percent (25%) of the non-airline revenues. Based 
upon fiscal year 1980-81 projections. this could a111ount 
to approximately $9,000,000." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION N 

NOTE: Addition1, or substitutions nre indicated by bold f1u:c 
type; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren
theses)). 

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund 

(a) Subject to the budget and fiscal provisions of. this 
charter: (I) The entire gross revenue of the airports com
mission shaU be set aside and deposited into a fund in the 
city and county treasury to be known as the "Airports 
Revenue Fund.' All amounts paid into said fund shaft bc1 
maintained by the treasurer separate and upart from nil 
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Separate accounts shall be 
kept with respect to receipts and disbursements of each air
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

{b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn
ings thereon shall be ·appropriated, transferred, expended or 
used for the following purposes pertaining to the financing, 
48 . 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
some of the money that is earned by the airport to 
be used for general city purposes. 

A NO ·VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want .all 
the money that is earned by the airport to be used 
only for the airport. 

How Supervisors Voted on "N" 
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition N on the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3 ), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4). Hurry Brill (Dist. 5),' Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Waiker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). · 

None of'the Supervisors present voted No. 

muintenance and operation of. airports and relutcd facilities 
owned, operated or controlled by the commission and only 

. in accordance with the following priority: ( 1) the. payment 
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or 
related facilities; (2) the payment of pension charges nnd 
proportionute payments to such compensutiort und other in
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es
tublish or the b?urd of sup~n:isors 111uy require with respect 
to employees of the comm1sston; (3) the payment of prin
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory 
funds created to secure revenue bonds herenrter issued by 
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension 
of airports. or. r~lated facilities owned, open.1tc~ or controlled 
by the comn11ss1on; (4) the payment of pr111c1pal and inter
est on general obligation bonds heretofore or hereafter is
sued _by the city anu county for airport purposes; (5) recon
struction and replacement as determined by the commission 
or as required 6y any airport revenue bond ordinance duly 
adopted and approved; (6) the acquisition of land, real 
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AIRPORT REVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

San Francisco needs to generate revenue to main
tain essential services. San Francisco must be able to 
get revenue from its moncy~making enterprises. The 
enormous airport which we own and operate now 
contributes nothing, not one penny to ·the City's gen
eral revenues for police, lire and other vital services. 

Proposition N would remove a Charter section 
which prohibits the City from participating in the 
profits of the concessionaires at the Airport. All such 
profits are now used to reduce the cost to the airlines 
of operating out of our Airport. This is, in my opin
ion, unfair to the people of our City. 

A "Yes" vote on Proposition N could generate mil
lions of dollars for bur treasury-dollars which are 
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now 
go to benefit the airlines, not the people of San 
Francisco. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N 

Submitted by: 
Dia,ine Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Boas 
Chief Administrntivc Officer 
A11drew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Dick Sklar 
Director. Public Utilities 
R11i Ok,mroto 
Director. Planning 
Jeff Lee 
Director, Public Works 
Juh11 W11lsh 
General Manager. Civil Service 
Joh11 Frum: 
City Librarian 
Mike lle1111esse1• 
Sheriff · 

Come/ius Murphy 
Chief of Police 
Ario Smith 
District Allorrte)' 
Jejf Brow11 
Public Defender 
Mcri'JII Sifrermun 
Director. Public Hculth 
Ric/1c1rcl 1/euth 
Director, Airport 
Tom M,11/01• 
Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur Jlu111ilt1m 
Redevelopment Agency 
Edll'ill Sursfieltl 
Director, Social Services 
Arthur C T,1111owJr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter f/011dle1• 
V.P .. Hank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

The City's financial crisis is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way, or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital, needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough .. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human· rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
fighters, sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. !t seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: ,Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES, N through S. 

Vince Co11r111er 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Associution, Local 400 
Keith Eickm,111 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J, Jackson 
lntemalional Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive MuchinisLs, Lodge 1305 
BubMcD0111wl/ 
Laborers, Local 261 
Timotln•J. Tll'o//WI' 
lntermitional Vice' President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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AIRPORTREVENUE FUND 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

VO'fE VES ON PROPOSl'flON N 
Proposition N would allo.w the City to take advan

tage ,of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By 
Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba
sis from the money it raises _by charging airlines and 
other tenants. Any extra money is put into a fund 
and used to reduce airline charg~s the following year~ 

Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra 
· funds from non-airline revenues inio the General 
Fund. These non-airline revenues indude rents from 
car rental agencies, food and mag,uzine concessions 

. etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct 
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and 
profitable piece of property.· San Mateo County 
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and 
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco, 
too, could benefit in a similar way. 

P'roposition N would cost the taxpayer nothing. In
stead, it would put ~oney into the General Fund 
where it can be used to maintain Police, Fire, parks, 
libraries and other essential City services. 

Political leaders are. being told to cut costs and be 
more ellicient in creative ways. This is your chance to 
vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers' ex
pense. 

Vote Yes on Proposition N 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Louise JI. Renne 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 
Supervisor Jolin Molinari 

ARGUMENT AGAINST P.ROPOSITION N 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N 
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic 

repercussions on tourism. organized labor. the airlines 
and. ultimately. the San Francisco taxpayer. 

Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs. 
hundreds of Sun Fruncisco airline workers already 
have been laid off. More unemploy111ent will result if 
Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and 
replacement _program now underway at San Francisco 
Airport could be further disrupted. resulting in even 
more unemployment for organized labor. 

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and 
intent of recent mandates for government to lower 
costs - and not to introduce other sources of revenue 
to.continue "business as usual.'' 

Proposition N would have a negative effect on San 
Fru11cisco's tourism, the city's number one revenue 
and job producer. with escalating costs at the airport 
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to 
other cities .. 

For the past· seven years. cost of operating San 
Francisco Airport has been underwritten and guaran
teed by the airlines - at no cost to the taxpayer -

under contracts · with the City. Diversion of airport 
revenues to the general fund could violate those 
contracts. and could affect the airlines' ubility and 
willingness to continue support of the airport. thus 
risking placing the financial burden of underwriting 
on the taxpayer, 

The uirlines already pay $2 million per year lo_ the 
City. $13 million to San Mateo County in taxes. and 
their landing fees have never been reduced and arc 
now among the highest in the U.S. 

Furthermore'. the diversion proposal would violate 
the City's agreement with airport bondholders result
ing in· additional costly litigation. again the respon
sibility or the taxpayer. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N. 

Willic1111 E. /11•,111 
California Pt1hlic Affairs C'ourdinutor 
Air Transport Association of' America 
GreJ!O(I' P. 1/ur.1·1 
Vice President -- Public Affairs 
San Francisco Cham her of'C<i'mmcrcc 
Llol'ti A. Pjl11iJ!er 
General Manager 
Downtown Association San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of tho authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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HOTEL TAX 
· PROPOSITION 0 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be amended by Imposing an addltlonal tax 
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms In hotels In the City and County of San Fran• 
clsco after July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: People who occupy guest 
rooms in San Francisco hotels pay a room tax of . 
8%. The money from this tax does not go into the 
city's general fund but is used to fund specific 
projects. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O woulc! change the 
municipal code and allow the city to add . a l.75~t 
surcharge to the existing 8\'f hotel room tax. The 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition O: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of 
approximately $5,000,000 to the General Fund." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE 

AMENDING PART Ill. ARTICLE 7, OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC
'TION 502.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND 
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE 
ON THE RATE OF Tl-IE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY 
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS. AND PROVIDING FOR DEPOSIT OF 
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND. 

Be it ordained . by the People of the City and County of 
Sun Francisco: 

Section I. Part III. Article 7 of the Sun Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 502.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Section 502.5 Imposition of II one 1111d three-fourths per• 
centum (1.75%) surchurgc, There shall he an additional tax 
of one and three-fourths percentum ( l.75°r) on the rent for 
every occupancy of the guest rooms in a hotel in the City 
and County of San Francisco on and after July I. I 980. 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or falls due on either 
a weekly. monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid. 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of 
eight percentum (8%) herein imposed to the extent that it 

money -from this surcharge would be put into the 
general fund to be used for general city purposes. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want 
the tax on hotel rooms to be raised from 8W to 
9.75'ft and you want the money from the surcharge 
to be put into the city's general fund. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
hotel room tax to stay at 8~:/. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' O'' 
On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

on the question of placing proposition O qn the bal
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I), Louise Renne 
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill 
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol 
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9), 
Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO) and John Bardis (Dist. 
11 ). 

None of tile Supervisors present voted No. 

covers 11ny portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the tax of eight pcrcentum (8%) herein plus the amount 
of surcharge imposeo to the extent that it covers any por
tion of the period on 11nd after July I. 1980, and such 
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be 11pportioned on 
the basis of Ilic ratio of the number of duys falling within 
said periods to the 101111 number of d11ys covered thereby. 
Where uny tax hus been paid hereunder upon any rent 
without 11ny right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector 
may by regulation provide for credit or refund· of the 
amount of such t11x upon application therefor us provided in 
Section 514(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tux so collected shall be deposited in the 
general fund subject lo appropri11tion pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charter. 

· By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do not intenil to limit or in any 
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise a5 to the subject matter of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge. 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge. eliminating tl1e 
tax or surch11rge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

San . Francisco must shift a greater portion of the 
tax burden away from its residents. Proposition "0" 
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran- • 
cisco's hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect 
only those who come 10 stay with us for short periods 
of time, not those who live permanently in hotels. 
Proposition "O" would add more than $5 million to 
the City's treasury for essential city services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we 
wish to maintain police and lire• protection. and con
tinue to provide the kind of. health. library and re
creational services which we believe the people have a 
right to expect. 

Vote,.Ycs on Proposition "0". 

.Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in 
the City budget.. Without new revenues we'll be cut
ting into the bone of essential indispensable, day-to
day services. 

Proposition "O" is one of the ways in which we 

can generate funds from non-residents. It is an inte
gral par• of a total revenue program. Proposition. "Q" 
will raise taxes from the big businesses of our City. 
Proposition· "R" and "S" increase the cost of au
tomobile use in our City. The Board of Supervisors 
already has raised Muni fares. This is a balanced and 
equitable program to raise revenues needed to main
tain services. it deserves your support. 

The Constitution requires an affirmative vote of two 
thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel 
Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi
tion "0". The business community, including· the hotel 
industry, and organized labor support Proposition "0". 
A vote for "O" is a vole 10 save City services. 

Vote Yes on Proposition "O". 

Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Ruger Boas, Chief Administrutivc Olliccr 
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Jul,11 Frantz, City Librurian 
Arthur Tmnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone 
WC1/ter JloC1dley, V.P., Dunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION 0 
The reasonable hotel tax increase provided by 

Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital 
services the people need and want services like 
police. lire. libraries and parks. 

Neighborhood and civic leaders. as well as the 
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have 
joineu the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi
tion 0. 

Constantly increasing inflation. complicated by 
Proposition 13. leaves the City's buying power crip
ph:d and its revenue resources reduced at the same 
time. 

/\Ian)' steps have been. and will continue lo be. ta
ken to ~ut rnsts anu increase efficiency: but in no 
wav can the City escape the need for additional 
revenue. 

Visitors will understand Proposition O's increase in 
the hotel tax they will have to pay, because it will 
maintain the San Francisco way of life and the at
tractive City treasured by visitors. as well. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 0. 

Submitted by Supervisor Louise H. Renne · 

Joli11 C. Mo/i11ari 
1/clrr,• G. Brill 
Dm,·/lorcm:1• 
Na11c1• G. IYa/ker 
Duris Ill. Ward 
Ell" llill l/111c/1 
Edward Lawso11 
Endorsed by: Sun Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page ore tho opinions of tho authors and hove not been checked for accuracy by any offlclol ogoncy, 

YOU MUST RE-REGISTER WHENEVER YOU MOVE 

DEBE REGISTRARS£ DE NUEVO SI CAMBIA DE RESIDENCIA 
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.HOTEL TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

Proposition O will establish a surcharge tax of 
1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5. 
million which will go into the General _Fund to help 
offset the projected budget deficit and will release 
funds for libraries. parks. police. fire. health and other 
important city services. The hotel industry does not 
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni 
fares. Business and tourists must also help. 

VOTE YES ON "O" · 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITION 0 

Bruce M. Cowan, Attorney 
Irene Yo1111g, Jordan Park 
Anne B/oomjle/d, Pacific Heights 
Bert Schwarzschild, Eurcku Valley 
Be,1trice L,ms, Haight Ashbury 
Evelyn l. Wilson, Parkside 
Jerome Vail, Bernal Heights 
A1111 Fogelberg, Cow Hollow 
Carlo/le M,ieck, Pacific Heights 
William S. Clmk. Cow Hollow 
R111h Gnmmis, Glen Park 

Juclt• P. l11sp11. Eureka Valley 
Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley 
E/s11 Straight, Eureka Valley 
Frederick Brothers, Upper Market 
Toby Le1•ine, Mission District 
Emi/1• Bour, Twin Peaks 
P111 ilelton, Bcrnul )·!eights 
W11/ter Park. Duboce Triangle 
Stephen Stratton. Diamond Heights 
J11a11itc1 R111•en, Monterey Heights 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The City's financial cnsts · is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half. the services 
-provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging, emergency medical services - and· right on 
through 50 deparlmcnts. 

Or we co.uld make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer _fire
fighters. -sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES,· N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package, II 

raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P. (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Courtney, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie). J11ckson, International Vice President. International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director. Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
Bob McDonnell, laborers, local 261 
Timc11h.1'J, Twomey, International Vice President. Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinions of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL 
It's Ea•r 

Next time you move, just phone us; we'll mail you 
the forms. 
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0 RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING 
PROPOSITI.ON P 

·shall· the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working llfe 
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exceed 20 years? 

A~alysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each year the city con-. 
tributes a certain amount of money into a retire
ment fund for city employees. The amount is based 
in part on the average number of years employees 
worlc for the city before retirement. · . . 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P changes the charter 
to allow the city to contribute to the retirement 
fund over a different period of time. The city . 

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee 
pensions. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: ff you vote Yes. you want to 
change the rtumber of years t~e city takes to fund 
the employee retirement system. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want the 
city to keep its present way of funding the retire
ment system. 

Controller's Statement on "P" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow. 

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition P: 
"Should the ·proposed Charter amendment be adopt· 

ed. in my opinion. it would not in and of itself create. 
any additional cost of government. since no additional 
benefits or unfunded iiabilitics are created thereby. 

"Under the present provisions of the Charter. the 
Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded 
liabilities which are not provided from the normal con
tribution rates arc paid through a schedule of declining 
payments over the average working career of the 
members and such payments may extend in excess of 
thirty-three (33) years. 

"Under the proposed Charter amendment. the un
funded liability would be amortized over a period not 
to exceed twenty (20) years. Should ti~ e Retirement 
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actlli_\rics. 
the annual payments will be made according io the 
following schcdu le ·of' con tri bu I ions: 

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY 
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Comparison ol'City Contributions 
Unfunded Liabilities 

20-Ycar Method vs. Current Method 
20-Year EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 

Estimated Annual fatimated Annual Increase in 
Year Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 

I $ 61. I 
2 64.4 
3 67.5 
4 70.4 
5 72.9 
6 75.1 
7 77.3 
8 79.7 

$ 87.5 
85.4 
82.9 
80.2 
77.5 
74.8 
72.2 
69.6 

$(26.4) 
(21.0) 
( 15.4) 
(9.8). 
(4.6) 

.3 
5.1 

IO.I 

Year 

9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20. 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

20-Yeur EANC Method• Current Method Estimated (Reduction) 
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in 
Payment Amount Payment Amount Annual Payment 

(in millions) (in millions) (in millions) 
82.0 67.2 14.8 
84.5 64.8 19.7 
87.0 62.5 24.5 
89.7 60.3 29.4 
92.3 58.2 34.1 
95.1 56.1 39.0 
98.0 54.1 43.9 

100.9 52.2 48.7 
103.9 50.4 53.5 
107.1 48.6 5.8.5 
110.3 46.9 63.4 
113.6 45.2 . 68.4 
No 43.6 (43.6) 

More 42.1 (42.1) 
Payments 40.6 (40.6) 
Required 39.2 (39.2) 

Under 37.8 (37.8) 
Tnis 36.5 (36.5) 

Method 35.2 (35.2) 
33.9 (33.9) 

29 The Unfunded 32.7 (32.7) 
30 Liability is 
31 paid off . 
32 after 
33 ( 11;~:~h) 20 Y cars 

31.6 (31.6) 
30.5 (30.5) 
29.4 (29.4) 

3.1 (3,1) 

TOTAL $1.732.8 $1.732.8 
* Entry Age Normal Contribution 
Actuarial Assumptions: 
• Interest rate at 6~/. 
• Rate of annual salary increases changing from 6rf 

per year to 3~f over first 5 years. and remaining 
constant at 3W per year thereafter . 

• Make-up of the acllvc employee group remains stable 
year 10 year." · 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDIN·G 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer
t.iin sums lo its Pension Fund for services by City 
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension ob
ligations arc being reduced in annual installments. 

What happens now is that we pay .one fourteenth 
of the declining balance of this debt each year. This 
places a heavy burden on present taxpayers for future 
retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue 
this pattern we will paying off this debt well past the 
year 2015. What Proposition P docs is to allow us to 
pay olT the debt over a fixed 20 year perioi:1. After 
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a 
more conservative approach to paying off this long 
standing · obligation. We propose to make these 
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the 
early years thus using today's dollars now, and paying 
the larger installments in the later years, thus taking 
advantage of the changing value of the dollar as we 
approach the final payment 20 years from now. 

This proposal does not increase the total debt for 
pension expense by the City. but distributes these 
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well
managed corporate pension funds often spread such 
costs over 25-30 years. 

The affect of this change will be to save the City 
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In 
these times of high inflation. we should make · this 
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers. 

Vote yes on Proposition P. 

Submitted by: 
Dianne Feinstein 
Mayor 

Roger Bot,s, Chief Administr.llive Officer 
A nclrew Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director. Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works 
Johll Walsh, General Munager, Civil Service 
Johll Fmntz, City Librarian 
Mike lle1111essey, Sheriff ' 
Come/ius Murphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Allorney 
Jeff Brow11, Public Defender 
Mervy11 Silverma11, Director. Public l-lcalth 
Richard llelllh, Director, Airport 
Tom M"l/oy, _Director, Recreation & Park 
Wilbur l/amilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
Tom• Taormina. Port Commission 
Ed~•i11 Scmfield. Director, Social Services 
Arthur Ttluww, Jr,. Pacilic Telephone 
Walter llot1dley, V.P .. Dank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FA YOR OF PROPOSITION P 

VOTE\'ESON P 
Proposition P would allow the City to do what 

prudent managers of private pension funds have been 
doing for years . . . to restructure portions of their 
existing debt into the future to take advantage or the 
declining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like 
refinancing a home mortgage. It takes advantage of 
the reduced costs todny, at today's dollar value, and 
pays it off al a later time using the value of the dol
lar fourteen and more years from now. 

It is important 10 know that the past debt as a 
whole docs not change. nor arc bcnelits affected. The 
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to 
pensioners. It is simply cha

0

nging the period over 
which it must be provided. 

Most public pension plans pay off this kind of 

debt over periods of al least twenty years. if not 
longer. Wise business managers stretch theirs out for 
extended periods of time in order to generate current 
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to 
do. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P 

S_ubmilled by: 
Supervisor Louise fl. Renne 
Supervisor Edward Lawson 
Supervisor Doris M. Ward 
Supervisor Nancy Walker 
Supervisor Don Horanzy 
Supervisor John L. Molinari 
Endorsed by 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING . 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The City's financial cr1s1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending· it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is . to slash vital, needed · 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library, and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and ·on 
aging, emergency medical services _..# and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire Departments and the 
Muni almo~t exactly in half. Fewer police, fewer fire
lighters, sharp· cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. -

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It 

raises revenue from thote who can afford them - big 
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased , taxes on the poor, the 
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization): Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S .. 

Vince Courwey, Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association, Local 400 
Keitli Eickm,111. President, ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie/. J"ckso11, International Vice President, International Ladies 
Garment Workers Union 
J.B. Martin, Arca Director. Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bab McDamlt!II, Business Representative 
TimotliyJ. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This proposed amendment which would convert the 

funding of the City's Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization plan is 
financial irresponsibility. It's another "gimmick" which 
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81. will 
result in INCREASES each year thereafter. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This scheme was on the ballot in November. 1976. 

At 1ha1 time the actuaries for the Retirement System 
opined that the extra cost lo the taxpayers was "only" 
$31,800,000 in interest payments. The voters rejected 
that measure resoundingly. Now, the same actuaries 
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe 
them? In 1976. $97.8 million was budgeted as· the 
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the 
City contribution is approximately $125 . million. At 
that time, the already formidable debt of the Retire
ment System was supposedly $230 .million. Now. that 
debt is approximately $500,000,000! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
After 20 · years of this proposal the estimated 

cumulative payment will have been $1.749,340.000 as 
compared to a cumulative payment of $1.333,999.000 
in 20 years under the present system. Thus. taxpayers 
would pay about $417 MILLION MORE than in 20 

years under ihe current system. While in fiscal year 
1980-81. they say there will be a supposed budget 
reduction of approximately $26 million. they don't tell 
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of 
$3.3 million will be needed. there will be an increase 
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon-

, ey will have to be added 10 the City budget every 
year thereafle.r. For example. in the 16th year after 
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay . 
$100,900,000; under the present system 16 years from 
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor 
taxpayer 16 years from now. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 
This is another one of the "quick fixes" devised to 

mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan
tage lo proponents who want an expedient way out of . 
San Francisco's financial mismanagement crisis. Our 
children and grandchildren . would be paying larger 
amounts of money aflet the first year saving: and. 
make no mistake about it. there is only a first year 
budget reduction; after that, the budget amount for 
unfunded pension obligations will increase. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P 

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agl!lncy. 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
PROPOSITION Q 

ORDINANCE: Shcill the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to Increase the rate 
of the payroll expanse tax and shall the Buslne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to In
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1980? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San 
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the 
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by 
the Board of Supervisors on April I. 1980. If the 
tax is less than $500. then the business is exempt 
from paying the tax. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would change the 
city code to approve the April I increases in the 
payrolt and business taxes. It would allow the in-

Controller's Statement on 11 Q'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself. it would neithe'r increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However .. · this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $16.850.000 to the City and County," 

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 
BEGINS ON PAGE 60 

Workere are needed at the poll• In many 
San Francl1co neighborhood•. 

Apply now in room 155, City_ Hall 

Se nec11it11n tr11b11J11dor11 en 111 urnaa •l•ctor11le1 
de mucho1 barrio, en San Francl1co. Pre16nt .. e 

ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall, 

creases to continue after July I. I 980. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes. you want. 
the payroll and business taxes to be increased as 
they were on April I. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No., you do not 
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased 
as they were on April I. 

_How Supervisors Voted on 1 ~Q" 

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved 
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3 
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the, 
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since 
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated 
the Supervisors decided on March 24 to consolidate 
the two ballot measures into one, 

This explains why there is no proposition U on 
your ballot: it was withdrawn and made a part of 
Proposition Q. 

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this 
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol
lows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt, Horanzy. Hutch, Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver. Walker and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis and Kopp. 

In placing the· business gross n:ccipts tax portion of 
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as 
follows: 

YES: Supervisors Britt. Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. 
Molinari. Renne. Silver and Ward. 

NO: Supervisors Bardis. Kopp and Walker. 
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ARGUMENT'IN FAVOR OF 'PROPOSiTION 'Q 

Proposition Q will increase the gross payroll tax 
from U. to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in 
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair 
share of City costs. . , 

Proposition Q will make sure that big business pays 
its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects 
only big business. Small businesses categorically are 
exempt. Proposition Q will increase the tax yield from 
big businesses by some $17 million a year. This is al
most twice what it costs to operate air libraries. more 
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and 
can maintain 400 police officers on the streets for a 
year. 

Proposition Q is part of a balanced program of 
revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis
pensible service will be more adequately shared by 
those who can afford to pay. 

The opponents of Proposition Q argue that it drives 
jobs away. The fact is ihat · we have had an increase 
in total employment in San Francisco every year. Em
ployers know that the environment the City provides 
is worth the small added cost of doing business here. 
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. whose job 
it is to protect the interest of business. supports the 
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen 

and women understand they must pay their share of 
the costs for providing lire. police and other services. 

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind· of a city 
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why 
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to 
vote YES on Proposition Q. 

Submitted by: 
Dian11e Fei11stei11 
Mayor 

Ro1:er Boa,1·, Chief Administrative Otncer 
Andrew Cm11er, Fire Chief 
Sam D11,·,1, Assessor 
Dick Sklar, Director. Public Utilities 
Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning 
Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager. Civil Service 
John Framz. City Librarian · 
Mike /Je1111e.u·e1•, Sheriff 
Comeli11s M11rphy, Chief of Police 
Ario Smith, District Auorney 
Jeff /Jrow11, Public Defender 
Mem'II Sifrerm,111, Director. Public l-lealth 
Rich;ml l/ec11h, Director. Airport 
Tom Mt1llo1•. Director. Recreation & Park 
Wi/b11r llai11ilto11, Redevelopment Agency 
Tom• Tt1ormi11t1, Port Commission 
Ed1;•/11 Sarsfield, Director. Social Services 
Arth11r Tm11011'. Jr .. Pncilic Telephone 
Wc,/ter llot11lley, V.P .. Dnnk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FA YOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

San Franciscans arc paying an increased share of 
support for the Muni through new fares. Now busi
ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase 
the payroll tax from I. rn to 1.5\'? and increases the 
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only 

· one of these taxes, not both. Small businesses will 
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to 
help omct the Muni deficit. Business benefited from 
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now· 
they should help support our Muni. 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON "Q" 

Bruce M. Cowa11 
Irene Yo111111 
fae/1>11 L. Wil.1·011 
Jerrime Vail 
Anne Bloomfie/c/ 
Bert Schwar:.1·child 
Am, Fo11elber11 
William S. Clark 
R11th Grtll'Cllli,1· 
J11cle P. Laspa. 
Dorice M11rphy 
Elsa Strait 
Frederick Brothers 
Tobi• Le1•i1,e· 
Par'llelto11 
Wa/t,•r !'ark 
S1,•phe11 S1ra11011 
Frt•d Wagner 

Allorney 
Jordun Park 
Purkside 
Dernul Heights 
Pucilic l-leighis 
Eureka Vulley 
Cow Hollow 
Cow l-lollow 
Glen Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duhoce Triangle 
Diamond Heights 
Arm, Vista· 

Arguments printed on this pa9c arc tho opinions of tho authors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal a9cncy, 

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early 
See the Inside back cover 
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX· 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q· 
This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable 

method of asking big businesses to assume a more 
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city 
services. It's need is timely during a period .made cri
tical by soaring inflation which has weakened City 
buying power while Proposition 13 •is reducing avail
able revenue. 

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big 
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will 
help the City maintain basic public services such as 
fire, police, parks. and libraries. 

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders, 
the Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce 
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting 
Proposition Q. 

The City has been successful in culling some costs 
and will strive to increase governmental efficiency. But 
there is a point beyond which these constant efforts 
cannot be productive. 

\ 

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are 
required,._ Proposition Q will add approximately $17 
million to City resources and go far in maintaining• 
the necessary level of services - and a measure of 
living that is unique. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q. 

Submilled by supervisors: 
Louise H. Renne -
John L. Molinari 
Harry G. Britt 
Don Horanzy 
Edward Lawson 
Nancy G. Walker 
Doris M. Ward 
Ella Hill H11tcll 
Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 
can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit by culling the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer. fire
.lighters, sharp cutbacks in bu.s service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" - vote YES. N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 

disabled, the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage reyenuc). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Vince Co11rt1,e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eickman 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J. Jackw11 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. M11rti11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305 
Bob Mc D01111ell 
Business Representative 
Ti11101/o•J. Tll'omer 
lntcrn,i1ionul Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page arc tho opinions of the authors ond havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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'PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 
The -last time this proposal was on the ballot in 

November, 1978, ii was defeated nearly two to one. 
The reasons for voting No on . Proposition Q are the · 
same today as they were in 1978. . 

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor
nia to have a payroll tax, and it injures businesses in 
the City, particulurly labor intensive businesses that 
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes 
place San Francisco businesses at a c11111'pe1itive disad
vantage. -Since the payroll tax went into effect in 
1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left 
the city. These include manufacturing bus_inesses and 
other types that employed primarily blue collar 
workers. 

Proposition Q is a penalty on employers who 1nust 
pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the. 
most illogical kind of tax imaginable. What incentive 
is there to create jobs in San Francisco. to initiate 
hiring programs: to bring businesses into the city 
when it will cost employers more money than if they 
located elsewhere? 

Today, practically the only kind of business that 
can afford to locate in San Francisco are giant cor
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. 

Proposition Q does not just affect businesses either. 
It's a consumer tax because higher payroll or gross 
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers. 

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters 
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption 
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It 
represents the old approach of tax and spend. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes
sage voters gave government in 1978 - stop raising 
taxes and cut government blubber. 

VOTE NO ON "Q". 

Submitted by: 
Supervisor Q11emi11 L. Kopp 
Endorsed by: 
Paul Joseph lahgdon 

Argumenta printed on thl1 page are tho opinion• of tho author■ and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION Q 

RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX 
AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12-A OF 

PART III, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE 
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO 
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; 
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-8 OF PART III, MUNICIPAL 

. CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.0B, 1004.09, 1004. 10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING 
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE 
POWERS OF THE_ BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND 
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980. 
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-A of Part III, Municipal Code (Pay
roll Expense Tax Ordinance) is hereby amencled by amencl
ing Section 903 thereof to read as follows: 

Sec. 903. Imposition of Pnyroll Expense tnx. A tax for 
general revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per
son who, in connection with his business, engages, lures, 
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com
mission Merchant or Employee, to perform work or render 
services in whole or in part within the City and County of 
San Francisco. 

The amount of such tax for persons other than Associa
tions shall be one (I%) percent of the payroll expense of 
such person; proviJled, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon that porllon of payroll expense which is attributable to 
the City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec
tion 4; provided further that the amount or such tax com-
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mencing January I, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth ( I
I/ 10th%) percent of the payroll expense of such person; 
provided further that during the period commencing April I, 
1980 and en<ling June 30, 1980 the amount of sucl1 tax 
shall be one and one-half (11/2%) percent of the payroll ex
pense of such person; provided further that commencing 
July I, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and one
half (1½%) percent of the payroll expense of such person. 

The amount of such lax for Associations shall be one 
(.I%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association. 
plus one (I%). percent of the total distributions made by 
such Association by way of salary to those having an ow
nership interest in such Association; provided; that such tax 
shall· be levied only upon that portion of association dis
tributions (computed in the· same manner as if such 11ssocia-
1ion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and 
that portion of payroll expense which arc allributable to the 
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4; 
provided further that the amount of such tax commencing 
,January .t, 1977. shall be one und one-tenth ( 1-1 / 1$0) per
cent of the payroll expense of such Association. plus one 
and one-tenth ( 1-1 / 10%) percent of the total distributions 
made by such Association by way of salary to those having 
an ownership interest in such Association; provided further 

.. that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and 
one-half I½%) percent of the payroll expense of such Asso
ciation, plus one and one-half (I½%) percent of the total 
distribution made by such Association by way or salary to 
those having an ownership interest in such Association; pro-

(Co11ti1111ed 011 Page 85) 



PARKING TAX 
PROPOSITION R 

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by Imposing a 10% 
surcharge on the rent of a porklng space In parking 1tatlon1? . 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15 
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages 
and lots. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change the 
Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten 
percent, to a total of25 percent. 

Controller's Statement on ''R'' 

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 
opinion. in and of itself, it would neither increase nor 
decrease the cost of government. However. this 
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues 
of approximately $4.350.000 to the City and County." 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
eROPOSITION R 

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX 

AMENDING PART Ill. ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING 
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A 
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE 
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING 
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO 
GENERAL FUND. 

Be ii ordained by the People of the City and. County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Part Ill, Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5 
thereto reading as follows: 

Sec. 602.5 Imposition of II ten pcrccntum (10%) surchurgc. 
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum (10%) on 
the rent of every occupancy of, parking space in a parking 
station in the City and C'ounty· of San Francisco on and 
after July I, 1980. The total tax on the rent of every oc
cupancy after the effective dale of this surcharge shall he 
twenty-live percent (25'1). 

When rent is paid, charged, billed or falls due on either 

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want 
the city to charge an additional ten percent tax on 
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not 
want the city to increase its parking tax. 

How Supervisors Voted on '' R'' 

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 
on the question of placing proposition R on the bal· 
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: 

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin• 
ari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry 
Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Don 
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and 
John Bardis (Dist. 11 ). 

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. I). Doris Ward 
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. IO). 

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid, 
charged, billed or falling due shall be subject lo the tux of 
fifteen percentum (15%) herein imposed lo the extent that it 
covers any portion of the period prior to July I, 1980, and 
to the lax of fifteen percent um ( 15%) herein plus the 
amount of surcharge imposed lo the extent that ti covers 
any portion of the period on and after July 1, 1980, and 
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned 
on the basis of the ratio of the number of da~ falling 
within said periods to the total number of days covered 
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any 
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Cof
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the 
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in 
Section 614(1) of this Article. 

The surcharge tax so collected shall he deposited in the 
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget 
and fiscal provisions of the Charier. 

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and 
County of San Francisco do 1101 intend to limit or in any 
way curlail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer
cise as to the subject mailer of this ordinance, including, 
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge, 
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge. eliminating the 
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categories of 
taxpayers under this ordinance. 
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PARKING TAX 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

Vote Y,es on Proposition "R" - It is a way to save 
City services by making commuters and others who 
park their cars downtown ali day pay their fair share 
of the City's costs. 

Proposition "R" would reinstate the 25% parking 
tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to 
the City's treasury so badly need in order to maintain 
fire, police, health. and transportation services. The $4 
million on downtow11 parking is equa! to one-half of 
the entire library and branch library budget. It is 
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up-
keep of Goiden Gate Park. · 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION "R" 

Those who oppose Proposition "R" argue it will 
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay 
off some help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3 
parking bill. Proposition "R" would cost only .30 
cents more. Payi.ng what we have to for a gallon of 
gas, this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive to 
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of 
Proposition "R'! claim. On the other hand, the $4 
million that Proposition "R" will raise for the City 
can keep 100 San Francisco police o(ficers on the 
beat for a year. 

Proposition "R" is a part of a fair. balanced set of 
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function
ing properly. This package is supported by organized 
labor. by the business community, and by neighbor
hood groups. as the best alternative to massive . lay 
offs and a deterioration of City services. 

Save City Services - Vote YES ~n "R" 

Submitted by: · . 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 
Rage; Boas 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Comell11s M11rphy 
Chief of Police 
Andrew Casper 
Fire Chief 
Ario Smith 
District Anorney 
Jeff Brown · 
Public Defender 
Sam Duca 
Assessor 
Menyn Silverman 
Director, Public Health 
Dick Sklar 
Director, Public Utilities 
Richard Heath 
Director, Airport 
Rai Okamoto 
Director, Phmning 

Tom Malloy 
Director, Recreation & Pnrk 
Jeff lee 
Director, Public Works 

· Wilb11r 1/ami/ton 
Redevelopment Agency 
John Wal.ii, 
General Manager. Civil Service 
Tony Tt1orm/11t1 
Port Commission 
Joltn Fmntz 
City Librarian 
Edwin Sarsfield 
Director, Social Services · 
Mike Hennessey 
Sheriff 
Arthur Tt1111ow, Jr. 
Pacific Telephone 
Walter l/11tl(l/e1• 
V.P.,. Bunk of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

VOTE \'ES ON PROPOSITION R. 

The increase in parking taxes this measure would 
impose is reasonable. indeed, under the critical cir
cumstances the City faces today. 

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo
sition 13. coupled with unrelenting increases in infla
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of 
supporting the vital public services (like police, fire. 
libraries nod parks) the people have a right to expect, 

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im
prove efficiency help. but they cannot do the job 
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are 
needed. 

Proposition R's higher tax on downtown parking 
would raise an added $4 million in a method that 
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis
cans are doing their part. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Submitted by 
Supervisor Louise H. Renne 
Jol,11 l. Moli11ari 
/larry G. Brill 
Do11 f/oran=•• 
Ellt1 Ill/I J11itcl1 
N1111cy G. Walker 

Endorsed by: 
S1111 Frc111c1'.1co Tomorrow 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
The City's financial cns1s is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it, one way or another. 

One way to deal with ll 1s to slash vital. needed 
community services. We c_ould _·cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation, health. library. and social 

(Conti11ued) 

Arguments printed on this page aro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not been checked for accuracy by ariy officlal agency. 

62 



(argurnemfor "R". co11ti1111ed) 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At.
torney. coroner. commissions on l)uman rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the deficit b)' cutting the 
budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer fire
fighters. sharp cutbllcks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is ll sensible way to deal with the deficit. 
Adopt _the "tax package" - vote \'ES, N through S. 
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of' city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the 
disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in_ city 
services. 

PARKING TAX 

Vote \'ES,. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues); Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax}: Proposition R (parking tax) 
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S. 

Villl't' Cmlflll<'I" 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service A~sociation. Local 400 
Keith Eickma11 
President 
ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6 
l\1<11/ie J. J11ck.r011 
International Vice !'resident 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.B. M11r1i11 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
/Job McD011111'1/ 
llusiness Represent.Hive 
TimothJ'J. T11·11111,•r 
lntern:itional Vice· !'resident 
Service Employees 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
PROPOSITION R MEANS PROPOSITION R MEANS 

MORE CONSUMER TAXES A LOSS OI• RETAIL SALES! 
.The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by those 

who use the parking facilities and 60r, of these users 
arc residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would 
increase the Parking Tax from IS~; to 25r; which 
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con
sumer taxes! As we increase taxes to the user. not 
only is the public inconvenienced. but many j<.1hs will 
be lost. 

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF .JOBS! 
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to 

25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many 
minorities. lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of 
employment. this tax was reduced to 1or; after its 
enactment by the same Board of Supervisors w.ho en
dorsed it! 

PROPOSITION R MEANS 
INCl{EASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION 

The expense imposed by this tax encourages p1!opk 
to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods. 
thcrchy increasing parking congestion. a problem al
ready aggravated by increased gasnline . costs which 
fon.:c people to park their cars in residential areas 
and utilize the lc.~s expen.~ive Muni transportation. 

The impact of' the increased Parking Tax on shop
pers will force them out of the City to seek free 

· parking al shopping centers. resulting in a loss of re
tail sales for' San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap
plies not only lo shoppers. but also to patients at hos
pitals and clinics and lo students at fee lots on cam
pus. 

San Francisco is the only City in the state of 
California thal has enacted a parking tax! 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R! 

Submitted by: 
San Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes 
Stephen P. Bonanno. Chairman 

Endorsed bv: 
Supervisor i:·d,rnrd L/111·so11 
Supervisor Dori,1· M. Ward 
Lloyd ,I. P/lul'g<'r, Retail Merchant, A"ociation 
Tca1m1er Unio11.1: 
Frank M. llurt. Local (165 
Juck U. /Jrwkfl'r, Local 278 
Jim Uourk,•. Jll'tirl'rl. Local 85 
IJ,ll'l'd f. l'rJ\\dl. Local 665 
J11111<'.1· f. Kincaid. l.;>rnl 241 
/•: 17wmas l/id1t'I', Lorn I 265 
Marl,•li11<' Suma:;,.,. Local %0 

Ar9u111cnts printed on this pogo arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agoncy. 
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NONPROFIT PARK·l"G REVENUES 
PROPOSITION S 

ORDINANCE: Shall the lu1lne11 Tax Ordinance be amended to Include a tax of $250 per 
year for each $1000 of 9ro11 receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages 
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit 
corporations. The corporations'· earnings pay for the 
bonds an4_ are not taxed. • 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the 
Municipal Code to iax nonprofit garage corporations 
on their gross income. The, tax would be 25 percent 
of the gross income. The money would go into the 

Controller's Statement on "S" 
_ City Controll.er John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the. fiscal impact of Proposition S: 

"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my . 
opinion. it would neither increase nor decrease the 
cost of government. However. this proposed ordinance 
would provide additional revenues of approximately 
$1.769,000 to the City and County." 

city's general fund. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want. 
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a 
25 percent gross receipts tax. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: Ir you vote no. you do not 
· want the city to charge a gross receipts tax ror 
nonprofit garage corporations. 

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot 

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City 
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an 
Ordinance or Declaration of P~licy on the ballot.· 

On March 21. 1980, the Registrar received a request 
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an 
ordinance. charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25 
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 5 

AMENDING PART Ill, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL 
CODE, BY ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO, 
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA
TIONS, PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY 
I, 1980. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of 
San Francisco: 

Section I. Article 12-8 of Part Ill, San Francisco Mun
icipal Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by 
adding Section 1004.16 thereto, reading as follows: 

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit G11r11ge Corporations. 

For every person engaged in business us a nonprolit Par
age corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or lrac
tional part thereof for the lirst $1,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for ench additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000. 

As used herein, the term "nonprofit garage corporation" 
shall mean any ·nonprolit corporation formed for the express 
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San 
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Francisco in con~tructing a public off-street parking facility, 
which such nonprofit corporation has issued revenue boncfs, 
the interest on which is· exempt from federal income tax 
and which bonds or a portion thereof is outstanding. 
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprolil gar
age corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in
terest in a public off-street parking facility shall be deemed 
to be engaged in business for purposes of this ordinance. 

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the San 
Francis1=0 Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on 
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained 
herem reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to 
any person who is not a "nonprolil garage corporation," 
even if said person is un operator, manager or lcuscc of u 
public off-street parking facility. 

Section 2. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become ef
fective on July I, 1980. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors shall udopl appro
priate amendments lo Article 12B of Part Ill, San Francisco 
Municip(ll Code to implement the lax on nonprolil garage 
corpora lions. 



NONPROFIT PARKING. REVENUES 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 

Proposition S will generate from city-owned garages 
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect ,City ser
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth 
Square are owned by the public but operated by non
profit corporations. These corporations financed con·
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but the 
terms of _the bonds make it impossible for the public 
to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of 
getting some return to the City from these properties. 
Vote Yes on "S". 

proposition S ,,;,iii impose a surcharge on the tax 
paid by those who utilize non-profit operated. city
owned garages where the charges arc usually lower 
than they arc in competing private facilities. Proposi
tion "S" will make the rates in these garages more 
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated 
garages downtown . . . except that you will get the 
benefit. Vote Yes on "S". 

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis. 
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them 
must do their share. Proposition "S" is a part of a 
broad. balanced package or revenue proposals. The 
Muni fare increase. the business tax ( Proposition Q) 
and !he Hotel Tax (Proposition 0) arc a part of this 
package supported by a coalition of labor. the 

Chamber of Commerce and many neighborhood 
groups. They all agree that these propositions are 
necessary t~ maintain city services_ and avoid massive 
lay-offs. 

Save city services ... Vote Yes on "S". 

Submitted by: 
Mayor Dianne Feinstein 

Roy,er Boas, Chief Administrative Officer 
A11drell' Casper, Fire Chief 
Sam Duca, Asse5Sor 
Dick Sklar. Director, Public Utilities 
Rai Okamolo, Director. Planning 
Jeff Lee. Director, Public Works 
John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service 
Johll Fra111:. City Librarian 
Mike ll<•1111essey, Sheriff 
Cornelius Murphy. Chief of Police 
Ario Smi1h. District Auorncy 
Jeff Brm,•11. Public Defender 
Meri•1•11 Sifrer111a11, Director, Public He.11th 
Ricl,;ml Jlemh. Director. Airport 
Tom M<1((01•. Director. Recreation & Park 
Wilbur llai1111/011, Redevelopment Age11cy 
Toni• Taormi11<1, Port Commission 
Ed,;.;,, Sarsjlekl, Director. Social Services 
Arthur Ta111ow, Jr .. Pncilic Telephone 
Walter ll011elley, V.P .. Bank of America 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S 
The City's financial cnsts is real and urgent. We 

can't make it go away by pretending it isn't there. 
We have to deal with it. one way or another. 

One way to deal with it is . to slash vital. needed 
community services. We could cut in half the services 
provided by our recreation. health. library. and social 
service departments - it wouldn't be enough. We 
would have to cul in half the budgets of the Cily At
torney. coroner. commissions on human rights and on 
aging. emergency medical services - and right on 
through 50 departments. 

Or we could make up the . deficit by culling the 
.budgets of the Police and Fire departments and the 
Muni almost exactly in half. Fewer police. fewer lirc
fighter.~. sharp cutbacks in bus service would balance 
the budget. 

There is a scn,~ible way to deal . with the deficit. 
Adopt the "tax package" :_ vote YES. N through S. 
This is· a carcfully-dratkd. fair. balanced package. ll 
raises revenue from those who can afford them - big 
business. non-residents who make extensive use of city 
facilities - and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to 
avoid or minimize incrc,iscd taxes on the poor. the 

disabled. the elderly. the handicapped - all those 
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city 
services. 

Vote YES. N through S: Proposition N (airport 
concession revenues): Proposition O (hotel tax); 
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo
sition Q (business tax): Proposition R (parking tax); 
Proposition S (non-prolit garage revenue). 

Vote YES. N through S, 

Vince Cour111e1• 
Executive Secretary 
Civil Service Association. Local 400 
Keith Eick111<111 
President 
It.WU Warehouse Union No. 6 
Mallie J. Jack.\'011 
International Vice President 
International Ladies Garment Workers Union 
J.IJ. Martin 
Arca Director 
Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305 
/lob McD01111t'// 
Business Representative 
Ti11101h1•J, 'fll'OIIIL'I' 

lntermitional Vice· President 
Service Employees 

Arguments printed on this page aro tho opinions of tho authors and havo not bcon chocked for accuracy by any official agency .. 
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NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & S 

San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo
sitions "R" & "S" will increase the parking tax on all 
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million 
which· will go entirely into our transit fund to help 
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the 
general fund to support police, fire, parks, libraries· 
and other vital city services. • 

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance 
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com
muter and others who use parking facilities must also 
help. 

VOTE YES ON ~'R" & "S" 

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING 
PROPOSITIONS "R" & "S" 

. 
Bruce M. Cow,m 
Irene Ymmg · 
Evelyn L Wilso11 
Jerome Vall 
A1111e Bloomfield 
Berl Schwam·chil,I 
Beatrice laws 
N. Ardell Da11ekas 
Ann Fogelberg 
·charlolle Maeck 
William S. Clark 
Ruth Gmv1111i.1 
Jude P. la.lpa . 
Dorice Murphy 
EIJ·a Strait 
Fre,lerick Brothers 
Toby li!vi11e 
Pat Helto11 
Walter Park 
Stepl,e11 Stm11,m 
Jua111ta Rcll'e/1 
Fred W11g11er 

Attorney 
Jordan Park 
Parkside 
Bernal Heights 
Pacific Heights 
Eureka Valley 
Haight Ashbury 
Haight Ashbury 
Cow Hollow 
Pacific Heights 
Cow Hollow 
Glc:n Park 
Eureka Valley 
Eureka V nllc:y 
Eureka Valley 
Upper Market 
Mission District 
Bernal Heights 
Duboce Triangle: 
Diumond Heights 
Monterey Heights 
Anza Vista 

Argument• printed on thl1 page are tho opinion• of tho authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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thtlrter ,,,,_,,, p 
wt,at'I i't t1ll tll,ofll. 

The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your 
suggestions so that our city government will 

• make your tax dollars go farther. 
• deliver services to you effectively and efficiently. 
• be accountable and responsive to you 

and your neighbors. 

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public hearings on the second 
draft of proposed revisions Will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. 

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings 
and make sure your voice is heard! 

JUNE 'llJESDAY 17 

Evn1•ll Jr IIS 
Churrh & 17th Sl!'I 

7-10 PM 

\lu111 I ~ I \\ !! 

llnl,l,,111· 

MONDAY 2:1 Tlll~~DAY 24 

St,1lr ll111hl111M fa1111•~ 1)1•11111,111 Jr I IS 
:1r,11Mri\lh~ll't :!•ll01lt'11l,1 
Hoom ll!M 

7-\0PM 
IIMl-~l•M 

\1,,. .. 1:1·,!"!" 
\l.,1u\ /'I V.1,,,1,1,.,..,,, ... 
'•~11<1>!r1p, .. 1., 
\l.1.,,l,lu11•••rH 

WEDNESDAY 18 

ltuo~t•Vl'll Jr IIS 
Cit',HY. /ii Aq(tll'IIO 

i-111 PM 

\l,1111 '" I 

'•MU!llll•q1rot1< 
\l,h,·, ~ hrn ,,., , . ., 

WEDNESDAY 25 

1\hr,1h,1111 Linrnln IIS 
:!lli:!HthAv1·1111t• 

7-IOPM 

\1mu I!•"" 

'lllURSDAY 19 SATURDAY' 21 
M;irn,;1 .Ir HS /'1•111111 Jr IIS 
1'111•~111111 & S11•11wr ·1.'i C1111kh11 

7-111 P,\I lUAM- 11''1 

"""'!!! .. lit \l.,,.,·,1 

''"''' charter 
about,,!! 

on: 
,future! 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 
PROPOSITION T 

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds approved by the voters on November 2, 
1976, be rescinded a1 to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall 
meet all outstanding obllgatlon1 on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordln• 
ance? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November 1976 the 
voters approved the sale of $240 million of· sewer 
revenue bonds by the city. The money from the 
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the 
wastewater management program. 

THE PROPOSAL: .. Proposition T would take back the 
city's authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any 
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

Controller's Statement on "T" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition T: 
"Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my 

opinion, in and of itself. it would neither inc.rease nor 
decrease the cost of government. However, if additional 
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge 
would not be increased as required for the additional 
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State 
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to 
the City and County. the amount of which can not be 
determined." 

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the 
sewer service charge. 

A YES. VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the 
city to stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in 
1976. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the 
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized 
in 1976. · 

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot 
Proposition T was placed on the ballot hy a City 
Charter provision which allows four or . more in
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to 
place an Ordinance on the ballot. 

On March 21st the Registrar received a request from 
5 supervisors asking that the llUestion of sewer bond 
rescission he placed on the ballot. The rcl1uest was 
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp. Harry Britt. Ed
ward Lawson. John Bardis and Nancy Walker. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T 

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO 
PROPOSITION "A" ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING 
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING 
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Be it ordained by the · people of the City and County of 
San Francisco 

. Section I. Findings. 
The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A 

Sewer Revenue Bonds at the general election held· 
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost 
of the approved phase of the project was estimated at 
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State 
funds for said phase were estimated al $1,200,000,000.00; 
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over 
the constructionJhase of said project. 

The estimate cost of the approved phase has risen over 
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a 
maximum interest rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates 
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in 

cosl~, interest rates, and in energy prices will lead to bur
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges. 

Section 2. Rl-cislon. 
The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to 

Proposition "A" on the Nov. 2. 1976 general election ballot 
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded 
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effecllve date of 
this ordinance, provided. however. that the CCSF shall meet 
any and all outstandinp obligations on all bonds sold prior 
lo the effective date ol this ordinance through the collection 
of the sewer service charge. 

Section 3. lmcclivc D11tc. 
This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by 

the electors of the CCSF at a primary eh:ction to be con
ducted on June 3, 1980. 

Section 4. Suhmitt11I 
The above noted ordinance is hereby submitted to the 

electors at the primary election 10 be held on June 3. 1980, 
by the undersigned members of the B,1ard lll' S11pi:rvi.,ors of 
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section lJ.108. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
VOTE YES ON PROJ>OSITION T 

When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in 
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project 
was $1.S billion, including an allowance for inflation. 
Early this year the cost was estimated· to be $2.1 bil
lion, with reduced standards.' Construction costs· are 
increasing by 35 per cent . annually, the actual cost 
surely will be higher. 

We were also told that the city's share of the cost 
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share is 
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized 
bonds will not be ~ufficient to pay our share of the 
cost of project. Additional bonds .would have to be 
sold to meet the increased cost. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
The onerous sewer service charge cin your water bill 

is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that 
are sold. the higher your sewer service charge. Unless 
the project is stopped, _your sewer charge will be at 

. least three times as high within a few years. The 
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the 
high cost of· operating the system, all of which must 

. be paid· by local residents. A ".YES" vote on· Proposi
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay higher 

· sewer service charges. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? · Do · we 

need to spend Two Billion Dollars to clean up the 
water? Many experts have given a very clear answer: 
"NO!" It can be cleaned up by a less-complicated, 
less-disruptive, and less-costly system. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T 
· The present sewer project is an environmental and 

economic disaster. We believe no more money should· 
be wasted on the present plan. The. only way to bring 
things to a halt and 10 put pressure on the federal 
and state governments to adopt a more sensible plan 
is to vote "YES" on "T". 

Supervisor John Bard1'.r 
Supervisor Harry Brill 
Supervisor Quentin Kopp 

Supervisor Edward.Lawson 
Supen•isor Nancy Walker 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 
We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the 

proposed sewer plant 10 be built 300 feet in front of 
. the Recreation Center for the Handicapped, Inc .. will 
ultimately destroy a speci,tl facility created and sup
ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San 
Franciscans. This nationally recognized non-profit 
agency serves over 1,300 severely handicapped, rang
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts. 

Most of these persons have respiratory problems. al
lergies. seizures and arc extremely sensitive to noises. • 
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelander, M.D .. Consul
tant to the Center states: 

"We have a child who when faced with the ordin
ary noise or a group of people talking in a room. 
puts her fingers in her cars and seeks out the most 
remote corner. Another child has seizures. if the TV. 
radio. or a record is loud. These individuals have 
many problems coping with normal stresses." 

The live years or construction of the sewer plant. 
and the subse4uen1 odors could force our agency to 
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal 
Law 504 - Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which 
would be depriving these persons of their right to 
participate in· leisure time activities in a harmonious 
environment. 

Our handicapped participants do not have the 
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their 
pre-school. day care and socialization programs. but 
must be transported lo a facility adapted to their 
special needs. 

The Center is recognized nationally and internation
ally as a model and a training Center for community 
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes
sionals come from all over the world to train here. 

There arc 11ltcrn11tivc designs and sites for the sewer 
plant. but there arc no 11ltcrn11tivc facilities for 1.300 
severely handicapped children and adults. 

A YES vote on T would save a national monument 
lo the handicapped. 

Margaret B. Do11Rlas 
Commissioner. Department of 
Social Services. San Francisco 
John l. Gilmore 
Board of Directors 
.!a11et Pomeroy 
Founder and Director Recreation 
Center for the Handicapped 
Lou lm1Ri1101ti 
Board or Directors 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of tho authors and have not boon checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T 

VOTE YES ON "T" 
Vote Yes on "T" to stop the uncontrolled sewer 

project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. It 
will cost over $6000 for each San Francisco household 
'to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and 
require huge amounts of scarce energy to ~perate. 

Sunset Coulition 
Kay Pachtner, Member. Democratic County Central Commiuee 
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor 
Don Zeigler. President, Planning Association for the Richmond 
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax 
Thomas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County 
Ed Cr'!cker, Vice-President, Haight-Ashbury Neighborhood Council 
Tony Kilroy 
Michael K. Wong 
Dennis and Margie Antenore 
S11e C. Hes/or. Membe_r, Democratic County Central Commiuee 
Shari Mann 
Sunset Ocean Beach Association 
Calvin Welch 

Elaine Grimm 
Allen L Lipsett, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association 
Marie Cleasby 
Victor Honig 
J11dyMcCabe 
Jesse Tepper 
Gen. Pa11I Berrigan, Rel., Chair, Citizens Advisory Commi11cc on 
Wastewater, Operations Subcommillce 
Peg OTey-Elberling 
Citizens for Representative Government 
Dave Jacobs, lndcpc:ndcnl Marina Residents Associ.ilion 
Peggy Kopmann 
Leo P. B<1iley, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League 
John Pachtner 
Larry Erick.mn 
San Franciscan Democratic Club 
Camn W1•land 
Carl H. R11.1h Ill 
Anna DaT<len 
Larry lee, Richmond District Council 
Patrick W<1lsh, Rossi Park Pro1ec1ivc Association 
Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco 1-lcighls Civic Association 

JOIN US 
VOTE YES ON "T" 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

If Proposition T is approved. San Francisco would 
be going back on its word, rescinding the vote of 
November 2, 1976, when 71 percent of the San Fran
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds lo 
clean up the Bay. by replacing San Francisco's an
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system. 

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN 
FRANCISCO TO FINES. A BUILDING BAN. 
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF 
JOBS. 

If San Francisco votes yes. the City would be in 
violation of both Stale and Federal permits on the 
discharge of untreated overllows. The Federal law that 
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean 
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne 
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our 
wastewater system. and rescind the bond authorization. 
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose 
a fine of $10.000 a day. and the United States Envi
ronment~! Protection Agency can fine us $25.000 a 
day. 

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist 
order. issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. for failure to meet the time schedule. Further 

delay means reimposition of a building ban fi.ir San 
Francisco. 

Twice before. from March 14 to May 19n I 970, and 
again from May 18 10 November 16. 1976. building 
bans were placed on San Francisco. Thal means the 
loss of thousands of construction jobs. in addition tu 
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater 
project itself. It also means sewage will 1.:nntinue In 
pollute our beaches and shorelines. 

A vote for Proposition T is a meaningless vntc. 
Under both State and Federal law. should the propo
sition pass. the court could simply appoint a receiver 
to take over the project and guarantee that San Fran
cisco, like other Bay Area cities and counties. com
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will 
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more. 

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T 1'01.1.l lTF 
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T. 

Submilled by: 
Mm•or Dianne Fein.1·1ei11 
Roj:er Boas, Chief Administrative OITiccr 

Arguments printed on this page ore the opinions of tho ou.thors and havo not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER.BOND. RESCISSION 

ARGUMENT AGAINST .PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T will kill San Francisco's sewage clean
up. We urge you to vote "NO!" 

San Francisco, right now. today. is dumping raw 
sew~ge into its Bay and onto ocean beaches. 

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is "Waste
water." It is what goes down your toilet when you 
flush - . plus industrial chemical wastes, plus rain 
water running down your street. plus everything else 
we all want to wash away. 

But the problem is: there is · no place anymore that 
is really "away." • 

Rescinding the voters' authorization to sell bonds 
for the City's sewage treatment p,rogram is not only 
environmentally wrong: it is' self-defeating. Federal 
and State regulations require that we change our out
dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal 
Clean Water Standards. The Federal and State 
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless 
we continue to sell bonds to pay the City's share of 
the costs, we can expect court ac.tion against us. The 
City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes. All 
building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or 

until the City reverses itself. again. And tremendous 
new costs caused by inflation would occur when we 
are ordered to resume the work. 

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings 
on the Wastewater Program. After clays of testimony. 
a majority of the Board determined that the program.· 
constructed as planned, would be the bes.I. the most 
cost-effective option to clean up our sewage. treat it. 
and pump the treated residue out into the deep 
waters of the ocean. 

In 1976. San Francisco voters expressed a strong 
desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco 
Bay. the City's most precious natural resource by ap
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program: We 
urge you to reaffirm the 197'6 vote of the people. 
Vote NO on T. 

Carol R111h Sifl'er, Supervisor 
John L. Molinari, Supervisor 
Doris M. Ward. Supervisor 
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor 
Effa Hill H111ch, Supervisor 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T . 

San Franciscans voted overwhelmingly in. 1976 to 
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue 
bonds as the best way to finance cleaning up the Ci
ty's·sewer mess. 

Now. a minority of the· Board of Supervisors has 
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescind 
that action. 

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It 
would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla
grant violations of stale,! and federal laws. Proposition 
T risks yet another ban on sewer. connections. effec
tively stopping all new construction of homes and of
fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor 
and equipment downtime. inflation, hi'gher interest 
rates. and the expense of temporary solutions. Most 
importantly. it demonstrates an utter disregard for 
public health and for the need to protect the com
mercial and environmental resources of the Bay and 
Ocean we hold so dear. 

San Francisco is already the last community in the 
Bay Area - and one of the last in the nation - to 
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and 
inadequately treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean. 
Delay in building facilities endangers the · more than 
$ I billion in federal and state aid promised to the, 
City. It could result in a Court-appointed receiver tak
ing over all control and seeing the Program through 
-· bypassing local control. It could also result in the 
program being linanced 100% by San Franciscans in
stead of largely by the stale and federal governments. 

. Vote NO on Proposition T. Let's end a decade of 
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur
ing the project's life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for 
generations yet lo come. 

Associated Genernf Co11tractor.1· 
Electrical Jndmlly Tr11.l't 
Operatin~ Enxi11eer.1· Local No. 3 

Argumonts prlntod on this pogo arc tho opinions of tho authors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION . \ 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

We urge your no vote on Prop. T: 
In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State 

and f cdcral law. adopted a masterplan for a modern 
sewer system. Some time after 1972, the tax to fi. 
nance the wastewater program. which previously had 
been an invisible part of your property tax. became 
part of your water hill. All of a sudden $10.00 water 
bills became $20.00 water bills. People· were angry 
a~d rightly so! With this new public. anger several 
members of· the Board fell all over themselves ex
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about 
the cost of the project. 

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only 
riow it had seen the light of day. 

In a effort to appeal to the taxpayers frustration 
these supervisors tried stalling the project: tried to cut 
off funding for the project: and tried blaming other 
governmental agencies. 

The result of all of these activities was: 

(I) that the same old sewer project is going to be 
built: 

(2) the city has sL~ITcred two building bans: 
(3) that the cost of the project. as a result of the 

delays. has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion 
and is now. approaching 2 billion. 

Now we have five supervisors who want us to 
believe that if we don't sell the remaining bonds (that 
already have been approved by the voters) that we 
will somehow benefit. 

Baloney! The following will happen; 

(I) the same old sewer project is going to be built; 
(2) the city will suffer another building ban: 
(3) the cost (to us) will escalate even l~ighcr. 

The State and Federal government now pa'ys 87.sr; 
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily 
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds 
refused to pick up the additional costs the sewer tax 
could more than triple. 

Also. don't be mislead into thinking that a more 
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time 
even a similar system were created it would probably 
cost more to build than the one we have now. 

Dennis B,mey 
Business Manager 
Professional & Technical 
Engineers. Local 21 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T 

Proposition T asks you lo continue polluting our 
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would tlush down the 
drain years of work and millions of dollars· spent to 
improv~ San Francisco's outdated sewage system. 

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of 
71 ~; of the voters who said that San Francisco should 
stop pouring raw sewage into the Bay. and Ocean. 
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976 
arc sold. the· Wastewater Program will come to a halt. 
but pollution will not. 

San Francisco should and must meet state . and 
federal requirements to stop polluting. Killing the 
bond sales will only delay the inevitable. Thc Courts 
can be expected to force thc City to complctc the 
pn~ect. most probably by taking away local control 
and appointing a receiver to sec the job through. 

Meanwhile .. inflation will be at work. Delays in re
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal 
expenses. would drive costs higher. 

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans 
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our 
beaches. We owe it to ourselves. our children. and to 
the health of our environment. If Measure T passes. 
we will only be delaying the work. not stopping it. 
and al a huge additional cost to San Franciscans. 

Let the work go on. Stop pollu lion of our shores. 
Vote No on Proposition T! 

Let1}:II<' of W()m<'n VtJ1,•r.1· ,,f St1n' frm1t'isc() 
S/111/ier A1•,•1111e Co1111111111i~1• Club 
Citi:ens /iir a /Jeuer E111•iro11111,•11t 
Fri<•11rl1· ;I/tile Earth 
Kt1t/r/ee11· Van Vel.r,•r, Exec, Director 
San Fra11ci.1·c11 /:'co/0,.:1• Ce11ter 

Arguments printed on this poge ore the opinions of the authors and hove not beon chocked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION-INITIATIVE 
PROPOSITION .V 

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervlsor1 set taxes. paid excluslvely by 
larger buslne11es at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all loc.al revenues to be 
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; ".•quiring an 
employment reduction tax; prohibiting Increases In taxes and fees paid by residents? 

Analysis 
By Ballot Simplification Committee 

· THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco 
provides niany services to its residents. To cover the 
cost of providing these services, it taxes · several 
sources a11d it imr.oscs special f~es. The tax rates 
and special fees arc set by the Board of Supervi
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a 
minimum percentage of the• entire tax burden. The 
Board determines the amount of tax money needed 
to provide. services and it decides the uses to which 
it is put. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that 
the Board of Supervisors increase certain tuxes on 
larger corporations and businesses. These increases 
would have lo produce al least 6Q~; or all the 
revenues raised by city taxes and special fce.s that 

Controller's Statement on "V" 
City Controller John C. Farrell has iss~1ed the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition V: 

"Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted. 
in my opinion. the cost of government would be in
creased by an amount in direct proportion lo the rise 
in inllation each year as measured by the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI). the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Con
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Eamers and Cler
ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In 
the past seven years. this increase has averaged I l.9~i. 
Assuming this trend will ·continue for the next fiscal 
year. an increase to the current cost of government or 
approximately $190,622.000 would result. 

"In addition .. this initiative petition provides tha I cer
tain taxes pai<l by corporations an<l othe.r business be 
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall 
he not less than 60~; of all revenues from City taxes 
and user fees. This fcalllre would 1161. in and of itself. 
increase or decrease the cost of government. It would 
have the cffrct or increasing the taxes on business by 
approximately $144.321.000." 
72 

year. Smaller businesses would be 'exempt from this 
law. N cw or · increased· taxes or fees for residents 
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also 
require that at least SOW or the annual budget must 
be used to pay for services to residents. The annual 
budget must increase with inflation. A .new tax 
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their 
payrolls more than a set amount in one year. 

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want 
60% of revenues from all city taxes and recs to be 
paid by large businesses. You also want SOW of to
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services. 

A NO VOTE MEANS: tr you vote No. you want tax 
monies to be raised and spe111 as they arc now. 

How Proposition V 

Got On The Ballot 

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for 
Proposition V to be placed on the ballot had 
qualified and would be placed before the voters on 
June 3. 

Grass Roots Alliance, the proponents of the initia
tive had filed signatures with Kearney on reb
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de
termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This 
is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an 
initiative ordinance on the ballot. · 

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people who 
voted for mayor in 1979. 

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT 
OF PROPOSITION V 

BEGINS ON PAGE 7 6 



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Big Business has alwuys opposed uny effort to in
crease its taxes. The Sun Frnncisco Chamber of Com
merce, controlled by the biggest downtown corpora
tions, congratulates itself in its own literature about 
how it has saved business over $100 million by 
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom
plish this. the Chamber of Commerce pressured the 
Board of Supervisors and other city officials. Between 
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax 
increase measures from even coming before the full 
Board of Supervisors for debate. 

That $100 million could have gone a long way 
toward improving our schools, our health care, and 
other public services, but instead it stayed in the 
hands of the wealthy corporations. 

Before the passage of the Petris-Knox bill by the 

state legislature in 1966, Big Business in San Francis
co paid 60%. of the taxes. If they could pay 60':I then. 
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor
porations arc determined not to bear the burden of 
the current crisis. 

That's why we should Vote Yes on Proposition "V", 
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to 
vote in our own interests, against the Chamber of 
Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time 
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain 
city services. 

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of 
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Nancy Ke/(11, Treasurer 
The Committee to Tax the Corporations 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Don't Let the Corporations Lie to You. Vote YES 
on Proposition V 

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN 
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business can afford to pay 609/: of the 
tux share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate 
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor
porations have made San Francisco their world head
quarters. It would cost them far more to move than 
to pay increased laxes under Proposition V. Many 
San Francisco-based corporations make enormous 
profits off local CL!slomcrs and the tourist industry. 
They will not giw up this market simply because of 
increased business laxes. Government studies show 
taxes arc not an important factor in <lccisions by busi
ness as to where lo locale. Small businesses won't pay 
any more tax al all un<ler Proposition V. 

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V 
PASSES? 

A. No. Big Business raises its prices all the time, 
whether or not its taxes arc raised. Gas prices have 
increased regardless of public criticism an<l taxation 
proposals. lnllation is caused by the price-fixing power 
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is 

simply a way for San Franciscans lo gel back some 
of thal money to fund public services. 

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LESS 
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? 

A. Yes. San Frnncisco possesses "home rule" tnxing 
power. No 2/3 requirement cnn therefore be imposed, 
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartere<l city 
lo manage its own affairs. grante<l lo San Francisco 
by the state constitution. No special voting re,1uire
menl is needed for San Francisco to impose laxes. A 
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case. 
the 2/3 rc,1uirement cstablishc<l by Proposition 13 ap
plies only to "special" laxes: business laxes arc not 
"special" laxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be "lie<l 
up in court." Taxes can be collccte<l even though they 
arc being challcnge<l in court. 

I-laving no truthful arguments against Proposition V. 
the opposition must resqrl lo lies. Don't hclic,·c them. 
Vote VES on Proposition V. 

Submitted by: 
Gari' Titus 
for The Grass Roots Alliance to Save Our ScrviL·cs 
an<l Jobs 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions af the authors and have not been chocked for accuracy by any official agency, 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V would solve San Francisco's financial 
crisis. In this post-Proposition 13 era. with Jarvis JI 
coming our way. our city faces an unprecedented cri
sis. Our schools. hospitals. and parks are already . in 
desperate shape. Proposition V would provide the 
revenues to rescue our services. 

Proposition V means better services for the people 
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to 
provide fundamental public services to city residents. 
We need and deserve quality public health care. 
childcare, schools. housing. transportation. parks. tire 
and police protection. Proposition "V" makes this pos
sible. at no extra cost to the Individual taxpayer. 

Proposition "V" would maintain and improve ser
vices. It requires that at least 80%. of the city's budget 
be spent on services. and requires the budget to rise 
with inl1ation. Proposition "V" would enable the city 
to provide quality services at the level tj ey were 
before the double-digit inllation of 1974. 

Proposition V makes It possible to roll back MUNI 
fares 1111d may mean lower taxes and user fees for city 
residents, It not only solves the city's financial crisis 
without increasing the burden on the people. but also 
makes it possible to lighten the burden. 

Proposition V means big corporations return to pay
Ing a reasonable share or taxes. Fifteen years ago. Big 
Business paid 60% of local taxes in San Francisco. 
Now they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big 
Business. 

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would 
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest 
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small busi
nesses are already hard-pressed by inflation and rising 
interest rates. 

Proposition "V" is supported by thousands of San 
Francisco residents. Last year, over 82,000 people vot
ed YES to Tax the Corporations. We urge you to 
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO 
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON 
PROPOSITION V! 

Submitted by: 
Jennifer Biehn, Teacher 

Endorsed by: 
Andrew Coren, M.D. 
Elizabeth Harding, Registered Nurse 
Pat Rea, Librarian 
Sam Jordan, Small Businessman 
The Rei•. Jose Luis Lana 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V 

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which 
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality 
taxes us. If business is forced to increase its share of 
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount 
Proposition V requires, you can be sure the cost will 
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased 
prices for products and services. One way or another. 
the increased financial burden will fall on all San 
Franciscans. 

Because Proposition V requires business to pay in
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many 
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or 
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new 
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people 
will be affected in the form of higher prices. lower 
salaries and job layoff.~. Obviously. no new business 
will decide to locate in San Francisco as we gain a 

reputation of being hostile to business and business 
growth. 

We support a pos1t1vc approach to dealing with fis
cal problems and believe the Mi1yor's tax package -
Propositions N. 0, P, Q. R and S - including a sig
nificant increase in the business tax rate - is a step 
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com
merce supports these measures. Proposition V. on the 
other hand. is a negative measure full of lies. decep
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason. 

We urge a NO Vote on Proposition V. It won't 
hurt business as much as it will hurl you. 

Judith Brecka, Commission on the Status of Women 
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants 
Thomas K. Mellon, former Chief Administrative 
Officer. San Francisco · 
John A. Schmidt, Insurance Broker 
Jayne Townsend, management consultant 

Arguments printed on this pogo aro tho opinions of tho authors and hove not boon chocked for accuracy by any offlclol.agcncy. 
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CORPORATE TAXATl'O:N-:INITIATIVE 

ARGUMENT AGAINST·PROPOSITION. Y · 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. If this measure 
passes, San Franciscans. not the corporations; will pay 
the most. · 

At a time ·when we are faced with SEVERE budget 
restrictions and arc scrambling to find new sources of 
revenue, it is absurd to drive business ;_ the most 
important part of our tax base - ouJ · of San Francis
co by passing Proposition V. But that's exactly what 
this ill-conceived. ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea
sure would do. 

If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES WILL 
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX DASE 
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL DE 
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER
VICES. 

While it is true that Transamerica and Bank of 
America will not close their offices and take their 
buildings with them. we can be sure these companies 
will never expand their San Francisco operations. 

And it's not just the "big corporations" who will 
refuse to expand. Thousands and 1I1ousands of San 
Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V 
says: If you hire more people. your taxes will be 
higher; if you generate more sales and. income. your 
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees 
higher salaries. your taxes will be higher. Proposition 
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work
force. reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO 
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU 
HERE. 

Most Important; Prop·osition V tells sma.11. !arge and 
medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to San 
Francisco' to ·take your jobs. money. products and ser
vices elsewhere. 

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By 
requiring the City to spend more money than we al
ready do. this· measure· will increase our· current 
$127,000;000 budget deficit by 100 percent. By forcing 
us ·10 spend al least $135,000.000 more each year. 
PROPOSITION V will push our budget deficit over 
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR mark. 

Twice in, the past few years the voters of San Fran
cisco have soundly rejected measures similar lo Propo
sition V. yet here we go again. Don't be fooled. 

I urge you to vote NO. I agree that business 
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax 
package already calls for business to pay an uddition
al $15.000,000 in taxes lo the city each year. But 
Proposition V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND 
ANYTHING REASONABLE. 

Along with a shrinking tax base. few~r jobs. less 
services and a worsened budget crisis. Proposition V 
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that 
will have to be created to police business income and 
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V. 

Didmie Fei11stef1i · · 
Mayor 
Roger 80<1.~ . 
Chief Administrative Officer 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION .Y 

Proposition V is a weak attempt to circumvent the 
wishes of the people of San Francisco by once again 
driving business away and dbcouraging new business 
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver
sion of the same measures that were defeated in 1978 
and 1979. 

Every San Franciscan knows budgets arc tight and 
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Y ct 
the authors or this ill-conceived measure want 10 IN
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135 
million ... at a time when we arc already trying to 
deal with a huge existing deficit. 

A tax increase is a tax increase. no matter who 

pays ii lirst. In· the. long run. we all pay. Placing fan
tastically incrca.sed taxes on San Francisco's business 
community means the prices or the products and ser
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same 
time the 'increased burden on the employer will ha\'e 
an adverse effect_on employees' salaries and benelits. 

Don't be fooled by deceptive packaging. Prliposition 
V requires 80 percent of the City budget he used for 
City services. Currently the budget uses 100 percent 
for city services. What do the proponents or Proposi
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 percent'? 

(Co111i1111ed) 

Arguments printed on this page arc the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE. 

(argument against "V". co111i1111ed) 
They_· also ignore the fact that some public services 
like the airport and Hetcl1 Hctchy actually cam mon
ey for the City. Obviously. these people don't under
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures. 

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors is working 
to control costs and still provide essential city services. 
Proposition V's proponents want to return to wasteful 
spending 'and an entire restructuring of the way we 
organize the city budget. 

When business costs go up. everyone is affected. 

When businesses leave the City, jobs arc lost. _Once 
again. the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts. 

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In !he end. it 
will hurt most those it is supposed to h_elp ... · the 

· people of San Francisco. 

Quent/II Kopp, mcmber,.SF Board of Supervisors 
Edwarcl lawso11, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
Jol,11 Moll/Uir/, President, SF Board of Supervisors 
Louise Re1111e, member, SF Board of Supervisors 
William K. Kob/e111z, Allorney 
Cyril Mt1g11/11, Merchant 

Arguments printed on this pogo aro tho opinions of the outhors and have not boon chocked for accuracy by any .official agency, 

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIA TIYE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION Y 

Be ii Ordai11ed by the People of the City and Cou111y of S,m 
Fra11dscoi 

Restoration of a Fair Corporate Tax Share to Support City 
Services and ,Jobs 

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES:. We know there has been 
a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the 
giant corporations. This has been a maJor factor causing the 
quality of our public .services to deteriorate. It is the dutY. 
of the government to provide to the population fundamental 
community services - for ·example, health care for our sick 
and elderly, education for our children and ourselves, public 
childcare, quality public housing, income assistance to the 
unemployed, safe public transportation, safe homes und 
streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non
polluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life .. 

At the sume time, the tax burden thut working people 
bear grows heavier every year. The tax iniliutives of Jarvis 
and Gimn violate our city's right to home rule taxing 
power, and· altempt to deny us the right to the progressive 
community we said we wanted when the mitjoraty of San 
Francisco voters suid "No" to Proposition 13. These efforts. 
to take away our local autonomy have only caused us to 
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages. 
Working people must get the tax money we need from the 
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay -
and they should pay. 

It is for these reasons that we find it necessary to use our 
power of initiative - use it to pass an ordinance restoring 
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regurd 
money paiil in tux as the fund which guarantees the ser
vices necessary for the community's well-being. ·This tax 
fund must be preserved to promote the general welfare. 
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the 
corporations through the contracting out of city services and 
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes .that disguise the 
transformation of public money into private profits, like 
Ycrba Buena. 

THEREFORE. 
(I) The hoard or supervisors, every year. shall set the 

rates of certain taxes paid by corporalions and other busi
nesses high enough so that the revenue produced thereby 
shall he 1101 less than 60% of all revenues from city taxes 
and user recs that year, These taxes on business shall be. 
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services 
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. . 
required by (2) below, without raising the rate of an,Y tax 
or user fee paid by individual city residents, and without 
imposing any new tax or fee on residents. 

Only tuxes paid exclusively by businesses may be used to 
produce the 60% share; these may include the property tax, 
the gross'rcccipts tax and the payroll expense tax, · 

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less 
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts slrnll be exempt 
from this ordinance. 

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes to 
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a 
certain minimum, which must rise each year with in0ation. 

To compute this minimum, start with the combined bud
gets of the city and county, the school and community col
lege districts, and the housing authority in the fiscaf year 
1973-74. Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer 
price index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase 
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the 
totul combined budgets for the current year, not less than. 
80% of which must go to provide services to city. residents. 

(3) A business which greatly reduces the number of its 
jobs located in the city disrupts our city's economy and 
well-being. This deprives •workers of their livelihood. It un
dermines the tax base needed to support city services. 

Therefore, each year that a business drops its total payroll 
within the city more thun $100,000 compared with the year 
before, that business must pay 20%. of the payroll reduction 
as a revenue ·1ax to the city. 

(4) The · revenues, user fees, services, departments and 
hud~cls covered by this. ordinance include the· unified school 
distncl, community college district, and housing authority, as 
well as the City and County of San Francisco. 

User fees arc all charges for city services, such as MUN I 
litres, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking 
mclcr collections, · 

. ' 
(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is 

passed, and if any ordinances arc necessary to implement 
this amendment, the hoard of supervisors is hereby directed 
to do so within 90 days of passage. 

(6) No grant of emergency powers to the mayor or board 
of supervisors _under the San Francisco Charter shall apply 
10 this ordinance. (Continued on Page.92) 



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A 

($100,000,000) pursuant to Division 31, Part 5, or the .Health 
and Safety Code or the State- or California (Section 52000, 
et seq,), as. it may be amended, to provide funds for mort
gage financing of· the purchase, construction or improvement 
of homes in the City and County or San Francisco? 

Section 2. Said. bonds shall be revenue bonds payable ex
cl~sivcly from the revenues and receipts derived from or 
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect 
to any. notes ?r other obligation8 _or lendin1;, institutions with 
respect to wluch the bonds are issued. · Said bonds arc not 
to be secured by the taxin1;, power or the City and County 
of San Francisco. The principal or and interest on said 
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption or 
any thereof, ·are not, and shall not constitute, a debt or the 
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable 
charge. lien or encumbrance upon any or its property or 
upon any of its income, receir,ts or revenues, except the 
revenues and receipts as described above.· No taxes shall 
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the 
payment or said revenue bonds, or the interest thereon; nor 
shall any property or the city and county be subject to for
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from 
or with respect to the home mortgalies or from or with re
spect to any notes or other obligations or lending institu-· 
lions with respect to which the bonds arc issued shall be 
applied to such payment. 

Section 3. The special revenue bond election hereby called 
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and 
the votes thereat received . and canvassed, and the returns 
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained. determined 
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not 
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the 
laws of the State of California providing for and governing 
elections in the City and County or San Francisco, and the 

polls for such election shall be and remain open during the 
time.required bX said laws. 

Section 4. 1 he said special revenue bond election hereby 
called shall be, and hereby is, consolidated with the St11tc of 
California General Election to be held Tuesday. June 3, 
1980, and the voting precincts, P._Olling J>laces and officers of 
election for said State of California General Election be,/J 
and the same is, hereby adopted, established, designated and 
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers or. 
election for such special election hereby called, and as 
spt.'Cifically set fortli, in the official publication, by the 
Registrar or Voters or precincts, polling places and election 
officers for the said State or California General Election. 
, The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec
tion shall be the ballots to be used at said State or Califor
nia General Election and. reference is hereby made to the 
notice of election setting forth the votin1;, precincts, polling 
places and officers or election by the Registrar of Voters for 
the State of California General Election to be published in 
a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis
co on or about May 15, 1980. 

Section 5, If at such special revenue bond election ii shall 
appear that a majority or all the voters voting on the mea
sure set forth in Section I of this resolution voted in favor 
or and authorized the measure, then such measure shall 
have been approved by the electors. 

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be 
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified 
electors, voting on the measure. vote in favor thereof. such 
measure shall 6c deemed approved. 

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco. 
Such publication shall constitute notice or said election and 
no other notice of the election hereby called need he given. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C 

garages and shops. and shall he administered by the pur
chaser of supelies who shall be appointed by the chief ad
ministrative officer and shall hold of11ce at his pleasure. 

· Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions 
and personnel of the office of the right-of~way agent ((and 
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition 
auditorium)). 

Department of Public Works. which shall 'include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall he in charge of and administered by the dim:
tor or public works. who shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor or public works for operations, a deputy uirector of 
public .wor~s fo~ engineering, a deputy _d1_rec1o_r of public 
works lor ltnanc1al management and admin1s1ra11011. and an 
assistant to the director of public works. each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployuc shall possess the same pm~:r in the _city and co~1n1y 
in making surveys. plats and certtltcates as ts or may from 
time to tune be given by law lo city engineers and to coun
ty s_urveyors. and his ~flicial acts and all plats, sur_v~ys and 
cert11icates made by 111111 shall have the same valtd11y and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All exam!nations. plans . and estimat_es . re,111 ired by Lbc 
sup~rvisors 111 connect1011 With any public. 11np~,!~e111t:nls. c_x
clus1vc of those to he made by the public ut1ltt1es con11111s
sion, shall be made by the director of public works. and lie 
slmll. when req~wsted to _do so. furnish infornwtion- and 
data for the use of the supervisors. 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assess111en1 that 
becoml!s. delinquent and the lot and block numbcr against 

which such assessment is h:vied. and it sh.ill he the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relatin~ lo street traffic. subject lo the laws relating 
thereto. as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of lraftic st1fc1y educa
tion; (h) to . receive. study and give prompt a1tentio11 to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect. compile. ana\y1.c and inler
prel traflic and parking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage 1n traf'lic research 
and traffic planning. and (e) to cooperate for the hesl per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau or the 
police department, for its review and recommendation. all 
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices; 
provided, however. that the bureau may waive s11h111issio11 
and review of plans of parlicu\ar dcvices dcsigna1ed by ii. 
Failure of' the said trafl1c bureau to suh111i1 to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within lif
tecn ( 15) days after receipt shall he considered an automatic 
approval of said traffic bureau. Thc department shall 1101, 

with respect to any traflic control devices. implement such 
rlan until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has 
been reviewed or until the fifteen ( 15) day period has 
elapsed. 

Department of Electricity. which shall he administered hy 
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may. for the purpose of pol ice nr fire protec
tion, be connected with the police or firc signal or tde
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use nf the same. 

(Co111i1111ed) 
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( Proposition C, Continued) . _· 
provided that any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere with the proper and efficient 
·operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such· connection shall be made and the 
compensation to be paid therefor shall be fixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the department. 

,. Department of Public Health. which shall be administered• 
by a director of health. who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or sur~eon in the State of California. with not. less 
than ten years practice in his profession immediately 
P.recedin~ his appointment thereto; provided, however. that 
the physician or surgeon requiremenr may be waived by the 
Board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative ollicer and shall-hold office at his pleasure. . 

. The chief administrative officer shall have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant. director of public health 
for hospital· services. who shall · be responsible for the ad- . 
ministrative and business management of the institutions of · 
the department of public health. including. but not limited 
to. the San Francisco General Hospital; Laguna Honda 
Home. Hassler Health Home. and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exemP.I from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a person who possesses the educational apd administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. . 

The director of public health shall have power to a1r.oint 
and remove an administrutor of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service provisions 
of the charter. The position of administrator shall be held 
only by a physician or hospital administrator who possesses 
the educational· and administrative qualifications and exper
ience necessary to manage the San Francisco Generul Hos-
pital. . 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members. three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist. all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years: provided. however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
or one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933. 
1934 anil 1935. respectively. and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jurisdiction· of the department of public 
health and shall consult. advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to th,: functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and lo the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's ollice. which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the cxi!fting ollice of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural Department. ·which shall be adminis
tered by a county u~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state luw and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures. which shall include 
the functions and perso111,1el of the oflicc of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. . 

Convention F11cllltles M111111gement De11arhnent, which sh11II 
Include the city 1111d county's convention facilities, including 
but not· limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 11nd Mos
cone Center, 1111d sh11II consist of 11 generul 11111111,ger 111id 
such employees 11s 11111y be necessary to curry out the func
tions 11nd duties of s11ld' dep11rtment. The chief 11d111lnlstrntlve 
officer sh11ll l111ve ch11rge of the dep11rtmcnt of convention 
fncllltles u111n11ge111ent. 

The chief 11d111insltrative officer sh11II 11ppolut 11 general 
111111111ger of the convention facilities 111111111gemeut dep11rtment 
who sh11II hold office 111 his 11le11sure, The general 111111111ger 
sh11II be the 11dminlstrntive he11d 11nd 11ppointing officer of the 
d~1111rtment of convention facilities 111111111gement. Subject lo 
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the approval of the chief administrative officer, the general 
manager shall have power to alter, rep11lr, m11nage, operate 
and maintain all of the city and county convention facilities, 
Including but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium 
and Moscone Center, · All contracts or orders for work· to be 
perfonned on convention facllltles shall be awarded and 
executed by the general manager with the approval of the 
chief administrative officer and shall be administered by the 
general manager, 

It shall be 'the function and duty of the department of 
convention faellllles management to manage, operate and 
maintain · all of the clly and county .convention faellOles, In
cluding; but not limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic · Auditorium 
and Moscone Center. 

If In .the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposl~ 
tlons lllllendlng section 3,510 of this charter receive the 
nwnber of votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding 
any other pro.visions of this charter, the city attorney shall 
Incorporate their provisions Into one section, · 

7.400 Director of Property 
The director of property shall be the head of the depart

ment of property. He shall have charijC of the purchase of 
real property and improvements required for all city and 
county purposes, anil the sale and lease of real property 
and improvements thereon owned by the · city and county, 

.except as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi
tion of property required for street opening, widening or 
other public improvements, the director of property shall 
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the property 
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report 
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall be his duty, in 
addition, lo assist in such proceedings on the request of the 
resp~msible officer. . · · 
. ((He ~ha\l have charge of the management of the exposi-

110n aud1tor111m.)) 
Except for the Convention Facilities Management Dl'part

!Dent, each department authorized by the approval of bond 
issues or by annual or supplemental appropriation ordin
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements needed 
for the purposes of such department shall make such pur
chases or leases through the director of property. He shall 
make a preliminary valuation of the property to be acquired 
or leased and report the same to the department requiring 
such property. For such purposes he may employ indepen
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations with the 
owner or owners thereof, ut ,the conclusion of which he 
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be 
concluded, together with his recommendations thereon. The 
head of the department concerned may report to the board 
of supervisors and recommend acceptance or that proceed
ings in eminent domain be instituteil for the acquisition of 
such property. · 

'fhe director of property shall maintain complete records 
and maps of' all real property owned by the city, which 
shall show. the purchase r.rice, 1f known, and the department 
in charge of each parce , with reference to deeds or grants 
es1ablisl1ing the city's title. · 

He shall annually report to the mayor, the controller, the 
chief administrative ofhcer, and the supervisors the estimat
ed value of' each parcel and improvement. I-le shall make 
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of~ 
fleer relative lo the advantageous use. disposition, or sale of 
. real property not in use. 

8.300 Civil Service Positions 
(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city 

and county, including positions created by laws of the State 
of California, where the compensation is r,aid by the city 
and county, shall be included in the classified civil service 
of the city and county, and shall be tilled from lists or 
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting: 

(I) Positions in which allorneys and physicians arc em
ploye_d in their professional capacity lo perform only duties 
mcJu'ded in their professions. hut exclusive of any adminis
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta
tus constitutes only part of the qualification therefor; 

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School 
(Collfinued) 



( ~roposition C, Conpnued) · 
District who serve m the capacity of paraprofessionals and 
t~chnical instructional assistants employed by· the San Fran
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that 
presently employed P,ersons be granted status and those who 
are on existm$ eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be 
granted status rights to appointment in rank order; 

_ (3) Inmate tielp or. stud~nt n!Jrses, or part-time services, 
· where th~ come~nsauon mclud10g the value of any al

lowances m addit10n thereto does not exceed one hundred 
fifty dollars ($150) per month. Provided that for each fiscal 
year following fiscaf year 1963, ttii: civil service commission 
shall adjust ihe one hundred fifty dollar ($150) maximum 

. for parMime service us provided herein, in accordance with 
the .avcrasc percentage increase or decrease approved for all 
clussificut10~s under the provisi~ns of section 8.400 and 
8.40~ of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ-. 
ed m the. annual. ~alary ordinance. Provided further that 
such 11art-11me pos111ons shall not be exempted from being 
filled from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except 
upon the recommendation of the a11poi0ting officer, wtio 
snail ~et f~rth the sche~ule of operations showing that. the 
operations mvolved require the service of employees for· not 
more Jhan seventy (70) hours per month and approval of 
the civil service commission, including a certification that 
such part-time positions cannot l?racucally be filled from 
existing eligible lists. These provisions shall not be used to 
split or divide any position mto two or more units for the 
purpose of evading the provisions of this section; 

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and 
county upon construction work being performed by tile city 
and county when such positions are exempted from saiit 
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com
mission; 

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for 
expert professional temporary services, and when such posi
tions are exempted from· said classified civil service for a · 
sp~cified. period ~f. said temporary service, by order of the 
c1v1l service comm1ss1on; 

(6) Such positions as, by other provisions in this charter, 
are specifically exempted. from, or where th,e appointment is 
designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this 
charter. 

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the . 
provisions of the charter superseded by this charter, shall 
continue under this charter. 

Any person holding a salaried office under the city and 
county, whether by election or appointment, who shall, dur
ing lus term of of'lice, hold or retain any other salaried of
fice under the government of the United States, or of this 
state, or who shall hold any other salaried office connected 

. with the government of the city and county, or who shall 
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to 
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city 
and county. · 

(b) Positions us heads of offices, agencies, departments, 
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service 
provisions or this charter unless specifically exempted. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter. 
the city and county shall perform all acts necessary to pro
tect the employment rights of employees of the port author
ity as specilied m Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333. 

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the 
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be 
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of 
this charter, shall be held by employees of the city and 
county, with the exception of the director, the secretary of 
the board of trustees of said California Academy of 
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional 
personnel, and occupants of part-time positions tor which a 
total compensation of less than $80.00 per month is provid
ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em
ployees of the city and county at said buildings and im
provements shall be subject to the civil service provisions of 
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject to 
the salary standardization provisions · of this charter, m like 
manner and extent in all respects as positions and compen
sations of employments in the city and county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained In 
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief 
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as 
provided in this charter. 

(e) All persons employed in the operating service of any 
public utihty hereafter acquired by lease or under any other 
temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the 
right to operate said utility, shall be continued in their re
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such 
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the civil 
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur
ing wh1i:h the city shall continue to operate said utility 
under said lease or other temporarr, arrangement. Shouta 
the city permanently acquire said utility, saiit persons shall 
come 1010 the permanent employ of the city and county in 
their respective positions and sliall be deemed l?ermanently 
appointed thereto under the civil service provisions of the 
charter and shall be entitled to all the benefits thereof, all 
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(1) and 
8.450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees 
who are taken over into the employ of the city under said 
lease or other temporary arrangement shall not be subject to 
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term 
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees 
of any such utility, acquired or operated by the city under 
any lease or other temporary arrangement, who come into 
the employ of said utility after the temporary acquisition of 
same, sllall be subject to the civil service provisions of the 
~harter. The .civil service. rights of any person who comes 
· 10to the service of the cuy under any lease or other tem
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said 
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration or said 
lease or other temporary arranliement. 

(I) All persons employed · 10 the operating service of any 
11ublic utifity hereafter acquired by the city and county, al' 
the time the same is taken over by the city and county, 
and who shall have been so employed for at least one year 
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in 
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed to 
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the 
civil service provisions of this charter. 

(g) All employees engaged in public utility. work at the 
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been 
permanently appointed to their respective positions in con
formity with the civil service provisions of this charter, shall 
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas
sification held by each such employee at such time. 

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap
pointee assigned to the airJ?ort depMtment under the public 
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in civil ser
vice rights us an appointee of the airport department, 
providecl that civil service rights as they relate to layoff in 
the event or lack of work or lack or funds or all permanent 
employees of the public utilities commission, incfuding the 
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date 
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the s11me 
manner and lo the same extent us though the airport 
department had not by these amendments been created a 
separate city functi~n uncler the airports commission. 

(I) Any employee who was a permanent clvll service 11p
polntee assigned to an exposition auditorium and whose job 
function Is placed under the Convention Facllltlcs Man
agement Department sl1111l be continued without loss In clvll 
service rights 11s though said job functions had not by 
amendment to this charter been placed mider the jurisdiction 
of the chief administrative officer, and shall not lose those 
civil service rights which relate to layoff from 11 permanent 
civil service position In the event of lack of work or lack of 
funds. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION D 

Depanmcnt of Public Works, which shall include the 
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and 
which shall be m charge of and administered by the direc
tor of public works, who shall be appointed 1:iy the chief 
administrative oflicer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The director. of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public 
works for linancinl management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold ollice 111 the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate II deputy or other employee to 
~rform, the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county 
m makinti surveys, plats and certificates as is .or may from 
time to time be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and- his · oflicial acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and 
be of the same force and effect as arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to be nrndc by the public, utilities commis
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to do so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors.' · 

The department of public works sh11II semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, an.d it shall be the duty of 
the tax collecllir to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relatinti to street traflic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in 1he promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give promp't allcntion to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret trallic and parking data and to analyze and interpret 
truflic accident informalion: (d) lo engage m traffic research 
and trallic planning: and (e) to cooperate for the best per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may be 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the 
police department, for its review and recommendation, all 
proposed plans relating to . street traflic control devices; 
provided, however, thal the bureau may waive submission 
and review of plans of parlicular devices designated by it. 
Failure of the said lraflic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall he considered an automatic approval 
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re
spect lo any traflic control devices, implement such plan 
until the recommendation of the traflic bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has clarsed. 

Department of Electric11y. which shal be administered by 
a chief of departmenl. The premises of any person, firm or 
corporation may, fiJr the purpose of police or lire protec201c8d
tion, be connected. wilh the Jolicc or lire signal or tele
phone system of the cily an county upon paying a fair 
compensation for such connection and the use of the same, 
provided thal any such connection shall require the approval 
of the chief of 1hc dcrartmcnt of electricily and shall not in 
any way overload or interfere wilh the proper and efficient 
operalion of lhe circuit to which ii is connected. The condi
tions upon which such connection shall he made and the 
compensation to lw paid therefor shall he fixed by the 
board of supervisors by ordinance upon lhc recommendation 
oflhc chief of the dcpartrnenl. 

Departmcnl of Public l lealth, which shall be administered 
by a din:ctor of health. who shall be· a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon in 1he Stale of California. with not less 
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than 10 years' practice iii his profession immediately preced
ing his appointment thereto; provided, however, tliat the 
pliysician or sur_gcon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure. 

The chief administrative officer, shall • have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public healtli, including, but noi limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda 

. Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a pc:rson who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti• 
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to appoint 
and remove ((an)) a deputy director for administration and 
Onance, a deputy director for program • planning and evalua
tion, a deputy dlreclor for communlly heallh programs, an 
administrator ((of)) for San Francisco General Hospital . and 
an admlnlslralor for Laguna Honda Hospital. ((who shall)) 
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi
sions of the charter ((, The position of administrator)) and 
shall be held ((only)) by ((11 physician or hospital adminis
trator)) persons who possess ((es)) . the educational nnd 
administrative qualifications and experience necessary to 
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and 
lnslllullons of the departmenl of p11bllc health; provided, 
however, that any person who has civil service slatus to any 
of these poslllons on the elTecllve date of this amendment 
shall continue to have civil service slatus for said positions 
under the civil service provisions of this charier. 

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They. shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms. 
or one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 ancl 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jurisdiction of the department of public 
health and shull consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
board shall be · made in writing to the director of health 
and to lhe chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's ollicc, which shall include the functions und 
personnel of the existing office of coroner us established al 
the time this charter shall go into effect. 

County Agricultural -Dcpartmenl, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a~ricultural commissioner and , shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to ii by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions and personnel of the office of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shull ~o into effect. 

((II in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
proposilions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
lhc number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other rrovision of this charier, the city 
altorney shall incorporate their provisions inlo one section.)) 

If In the election of June 3, 1980 lwo · or more proposi
tions mnending section 3.5IO of this charter receive lhc 

· number of votes necessary for their ado11tion, then nolwilh
st11ndlng 1111y other provision of this charter, lhe city attorney 
shall incori1orntc lhcir 11rovlsions Into one sccllon. 



•· 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION ~ 

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc
tor of public works for operations, a deputy director of 
public works for engineering, a deputY, director of public 
works for financial management and administration, and an 
assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall 
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of 
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to 
perform the duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and ·county 
m makini; surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from 
time lo lime be given by law to city engineers and to coun
ty surveyors, and his official acts and all plats, surveys and 
certificates made by him shall have the .si(mc validity and 
be of the same force and effect us arc or may be given by 
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors. 

All examinations, plans and estimates required by the 
supervisors in connection with any public improvements, ex
clusive of those to bl! made by the public utilities commis
sion, shall be made hy the director of public works, and he 
shall, when requested to qo so, furnish information and 
data for the use of the supervisors. · 

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify 
the tax collector of the amount of each assessment that 
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against 
which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of 
the tax collector to note such delinquency on each annual 
tax bill. 

The department of public works shall have powers and 
duties relatin~ to street traffic, subject to the laws relating 
thereto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the 
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention to 
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the 
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter
pret traffic and parking data and to analyze and interpret 
traffic accident information; (d) to engage 111 traflic research 
and tranic planning, and (c) to cooperate for the hest per
formance of these functions with any department and 
agency of the city and county and the state as may he 
necessary. 

The department shall submit to the traflic bureau of the 
police department, fo_r i\s review and .recommendation,. all 
proposed plans rclatmg to street traltic c~ntrol dc~1c_es; 
provided, however, that the . bureau n~ay wa1~c subm1ss1~n 
an~ review of pl\lllS o( par11cylar devices ?cs1gnate~ by 11. 
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15 
days after receipt shall be considered an automatic ar,proval 
of said traflic bureau. The department shall not. with re
spect to any traffic cc?ntrol ,devices, j~nplemcnt such plan 
until the recommendation ol the traf11c bureau has been 
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elarsed. 

Department of Electricity, whic!t shal, he adminisle!ed by 
a chief of department. The premises ol a~y pers~n. farm or 
corporation may, for the purpose of police or f arc protec
tion be connected with the police or lire signal or tele
pho~e system of the city an~ county upon . paxing a fair 

· compensation for such connection and the use ol the same. 
provided that any such rnnncctio1,1 shall_ r_cquire the approvial 
of the chief of the dcparln!cnt of_ elcctrac1ty and shall .l:o! 111 
any way overload or mterfcre with the proper and efl1c1enl 
operation of the circuit to whicl~ it is connected. The condi
tions upon which such _conncct1t?n shall he m~1de and the 
compensation to he paid _therelo_r shall be faxed hy ihe 
board of supervisors by ord111ance upon the recommendation 
of the chief of the depar_tment. . .. 

Department of Public Health, which shall he adm1~1stcred 
by a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed 
physician or surgeon_ in. the _State !1f _C'ali~ornia .. with not less 
than IQ years' practice 111 his profes~1on 11nmedaately preced
ing his appointment therein; provided. however, that the 

physician or sur,seon requirement may be waived by the 
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief 
administrative officer and shall hold oflice al his pleasure. 

The chief administrative oflicer, shall have power to ap
point and to remove an assistant director of public health 
for hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad
ministrative and business management of the institutions of 
the department of public health, including, but not limited 
to, the San Francisco General Hospital; Laguna Honda 
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the .Emergency Hospital 
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service 
provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director 
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by 
a pc:rson who possesses the educational and administrative 
qualifications and experience necessary to manage the insti
tutions of the department of public health. 

The director of public health shall have power to arpoint 
and remove an administrator of San Francisco Genera Hos
pital. The administrator of San Francisco General Hospll■I 
shall have the power to appoint and remove associate admln
lstrator.1. ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from 
the civil service provisions of the charter ((. The position of 
administrator)) and shall be held ((only)) by ((a physician or 
hospital administrator)) persons who possess(( cs)) the educa
tional and administrative qualifications and experience ncces
my to manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divi
sions and Institutions of the department of public health; 
providl.'CI, however, th111 any person who has cMI service sta
tus lo any of these poslllons on the effective date or this 
amendment shall continue to have cMI service status for 
s11id positions under the cMI service provisions or this 
charter. 

1-!ealth Advisory Hoard. There is hereby crcat~d a health 
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be 
physicians and one a dentist, all regularly certificated. 
Members of the board shall serve without compensation. 
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer 
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first 
appointed shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms 
of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933, 
1934 and 1935, respectively, and the term of o'ne member in 
1936. 

Such board shall consider and report on problems and 
mailers under the jtlrisdiction of the department of public 
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen
dations to the director of health relative to the functions 
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such 
hoard shall be made in writing to the director of health 
and to the chief administrative officer. 

Coroner's oflicc, which shall include the functions and 
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at 
the time this charter shall go into effect. , 

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis
tered by a county a~ricultural commissioner and shall in
clude functions established by state law and those assigned 
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter. 

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include 
the functions. and personnel of the oflice of scaler of 
weights and measures as established at the time this charter 
shall go into effect. 

((If in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more 
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive 
the number of votes necessary for their adoption, then 
notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city 
allorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.)) . 

tr in thc elcclion of ,June 3, 1980 two or more proposi
tions mnending section 3.5IO of this charter receivc the 
nuinber of votcs necessary for their adoption, then notwlth
stunding uny othcr provision of this charter, the city attorney 
shall incorporntc thcir provisions into one section. 
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F 
. in this ch11ner, said officer or member shall · be entitled to 

be compensated 11t his regular rate of pay as provided for 
herein for said extra time served, · or · he shall be allowed the 
equivalent time om · 

.ln any computation in the administration of the San 
Francisco City and County Employees' Retirement System in 
which the ·compensation, as defined in any provisions relat• 
ing to. the retirement system, is a factor, compensation for 
overtime provided .for in this section shall be excluded, 11nd 
no such ovenime compensation shall be deemed as compen
sation for any pu~ relating to such retirement provisions: 

Officers and members of the uniformed force shall be en
titled to the da,Y.s declared to be holidays for employees 
whose compensations· are fixed on a monthly basis in the 
schedule or compensations adopted by the board of supervi-

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.40 I of the 
chaner, as additional days off with l'ay. Officers or 
members 'required to perform service in said department on 
said days shall be compensated on the basis of straight time 
as herem computed or shall be granted equivalent time off 
duty with pa)' in the judgment of the fire commission. 

For. payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty 
which fairs witliin each calendar day shall constitute a single 
tour of dµty. The rate of compensation for the service per
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service 
P:rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid
ed, shall be calculate<! by dividing the annual rates of pay 
for each fiscal year by the number of single tours of duty 
as scheduled for the several ranks in the tire fighting com-
panies in said fiscal year. . 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J 

along Fulton Street to Masonic Avenue; thence north
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence 
easterly along Turk St. to Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly ana northwesterly along St: Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerl~ along Geary 
Boulevarcl · to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly . 
along California Street to· Van Ness Avenue; thence 
northerly along Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; 
thence ea~terly along Filbert Street to Leavenworth 
Street; thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and 
a northerly straightline extension thereof to the point 
of intersection with the shoreline of San Francisco 
Ba)'; thence generally westerly and southerly along 
saicl shoreline to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to. the contrary. all references to 
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore
going description ·shall refer to the center line of said 
streets. boulevards and avenues. respectively. 

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the point of intersection of a northerly straight-line 
extension of Leavenworth Street· and the shoreline of 
San Francisco Bay: thence easterly and southerly 
along si,iid. shoreline to the point of intersection with 
Broactway and. an easte:IY straightline e_xte1,1sion ·'th~rc
of and mcludmg all piers north of said tntersecuon; 
thence westerly along Broadway to Front Street; 
thence southerly along Front .Street to Jackson Street; 
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street; 
thence southerly along Battery Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street to Suiter 
Street; thence westerly along Sutter street lo · Powell 
Street; thence southerly along Powell Street to Post 
Street; thence westerly along Post SI. to Leavenworth 
Street; thence. northerly along Leavenworth Street to 
California Street: thence westerly along California 
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along 
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly 
along Filbert Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
nortfierly along Leavenworth Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets. avenues and · ways 
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to 
the center lines of said streets. avenues and ways. re
spectively. 

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point of the. intersection of Ful
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence northerly 
along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence easterly 
along Turk Street to St. Joseph's Avenue; thence 
northerly· and northwesterly along St. Joseph's Avenue 
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary 
Boulevard to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along 
Presidio Avenue to California Street; thence easterly 
along California Street to Leavenworth Street; thence 
southerly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street; 
thence easterly along Ellis Street · to Jones Street; 
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street; 
thence southwesterly along Market Street. to Waller 

· Street; thence westerly along Waller Street to Divi
sadero Street; thence northerly along Divisadero Street 
to Oak Street; thence westerly along Qak Street to 
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to 
Fulton Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to 
the point of com·mencement. Unless specifically desig
natea to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues 
and boulevards contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues 
and boulevards respectively. 

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of ,that portion of .the city and county com
mencing at the center point of the intersection of 
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly 
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence 
easterly along -Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street; 
thence southerly and southeasterly along Clayton 
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly 
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerly 
along Portola Drive to O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; 
thence southeasterly along O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to 
the center. point of the southernmost intersection of 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue; 
thence follow1ng a northeasterly strnight-lii1e extension 
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street; 
thence northerly along, Diamond Street to . Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly. along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth . Street; the'nc.e .easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to Church Street; thence northerly along 
Church Street to Market : Street; thence northeasterly 
along Market Street .to, ,Waller Street; 1he1we westerly 
along Waller Street. ,to Divisadero . Street;· thence 
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northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street: 
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street: 
thence northerly along Baker Street to Fulton Street: 
thence westerly along Fulton Street to the point of 
commencement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary. all references to streets. drives. boulevards 
and avenues contained in the foresoing description 
shall refer to the center line of sa1if streets. 4rives. 
boulevards and avenue~. respectively. 

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the center point of the intersection of Churcfi 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Seventh Street; thence soutlieasterly 
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence 
soutliwesterly along Townsend Street to Division 
Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the 
center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 
IOI); thence generally southerly along the center line 
of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 101) to the 
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line 
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence southwesterly 
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen 
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala
bama Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street 
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Precita Ave
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie 
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel 
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso 
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly 
along Mission Street to Rundall Street; thence · west
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence 
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street; 
thence westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church 
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the 
point of commencement. Unless specifically designated 
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues 
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center 
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely. 

SEVENTH SUPER VISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh 
Street and Market Street; thence northeasterly along 
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along 
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis 
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along 
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly 
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly 
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly 
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas
terly along Market Street to Battery Street; thence 
northerly along Battery Street to Jackson Street; 
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street; 
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway; 
thence easterly along Broadway and an easterly 
straight-line extension thereof to the point of intersec
tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; thence 
generally southerly alon_g said shoreline to the south
ern boundary of the city and county, and including 
all piers and crews of vessels; thence along the south
ern boundary of the city and county to the point of 
intersection with the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route IOI); thence generally northerly 
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway 
(State Route IOI) to the intersection of Division 
Street; thence easterly along Division Street to Town
send Street; thence nortlieasterly along Townsend 

Street to Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along 
Seventh Street to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets and ways contained in the foregoing description 
shall refer to the center line of said stree,s and ways. 
respectively. 

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com
prise all of that portion of the city and county com
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary 
of the city and county and the center line of the 
James Lide Freeway (State Route IOI); thence gener
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) and · along 
the center line thereof to the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280);· the·nce generally 
westerly anif southerly along the center line of the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the inter
section with the southern boundary of the city and 
co~nty; thence easterly along said boundary to the 
point of commencement. 

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwest
erly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; thence 
northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood Way; 
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland 
Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to North 
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive 
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly qcross Mon
terey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano way to Fernwoocl Drive; thence 
nortfierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; tlience northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue 
to Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along 
Yerba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence 
northerly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; 
thence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita 
Way; thence northeasterly along Juanita Way to 
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along 
O'Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point of the 
southernmost intersection with Del Vale Avenue; 
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale 
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the 
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive 
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly 
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street: 
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street 
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Street 
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth 
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along 
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence easterly 
along Randall Street to Mission Street; thence north
easterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue; 
thence easterly along Precita Avenue to Coso Street; 
thence southeasterly along Coso Street to Mirabel 
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Srcet to Prccita 
Avenue; thence easterly along Prccita Avenue to 
Alabama Street; thence southerly along Alabama 
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence easterly along Mul-
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len Avenue to Peralta Avenue; thence northeasterly 
along Peralta Avenue and a straight-line extension 
thereof to the intersection of the center line of the 
James Lick Freeway (State Route IOI); thence gener
ally southerly along the center line of the James Lick 
Freeway (Slate Route 101) to the interchange with the 
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) along the 
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern 
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally west
erly and southerly along the center line of the South
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection 
with the southern boundary of the city and county; 
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of 
comme.ncement. Unless specifically designated to the 
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avenues, 
ways and drives contained in the foregoing description . 
shall refer to the center line of· said street, boulevard, 
avenue, way and drive, respectively. 

TENTH SUPE.RVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise 
all of that portion of the city and county commencing 
at the intersection of the southern boundary of the 
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra 
Boulevard; thence northerly along 'Junipero Serra 
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along 
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly 
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean A.venue; thence north
westerly along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way; 
thence northerly along Keystone Way to Kenwood 
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to 
Upfand Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to 
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate 
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across 
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly 
along El Verano Way to Fernwood brive; thence 
nortlierly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to 
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Yer
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly 
along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence 
nortlierly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita Way; 
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way; 
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard; thence northwesterly along O'Shaughnessy 
Boulevard to the center point of the intersection of 
Portola Drive, O'Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue 
to Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence northwesterly 
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of 
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street 
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth 
Avenue 10 Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along 

Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly 
along Aerial Way to Fourteenth Avenue; thence 
nortnerly along Fourteenth Avenue. to Ortega Way; 
thence westerly along Ortegn Way to Ortega Street; 
thence westerly along Ortega Street lo Forty-first . 
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue lo 
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street 
and a straight-line extension thereof to the point of 
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence 
southerly along said shoreline to the southern boun
dary of the city and county; thence easterly along 
said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless 
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to 
streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and drives contained 
in the foregoing description shall refer lo the center 
line of saia streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and 
drives, respectively. 

ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall 
comprise that portion of the city and county not oth
erwise described as constituting the first, second, third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh. eighth, ninth · or tenth 
supervisorial districts. 

The board of supervisors shall by ordinance. adjust 
the boundaries of the supervisorial districts herein set 
forth in the year followmg the year in which each 
decennial federal census is taken, commencing with 
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and 
statutes of• the Stale of California, and subject to all 
the requirements therein, provided, however, that the 
redistricting provided for nerein shall conform to the 
rule of one person-one vole and shall reflect com
munities of interest within the city and county. 

Each member of the board of supervisors, com
mencing with the general municipal election in 
November, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with
in a SU(lervisorial district, and must have resided in 
the district in which he or she is elected for a period 
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the 
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the 
office of supervisor, and musl co111inue to reside there
in during his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing 10 
be such resident shall be removed from office. 

Should any provision of the amendment 10 this sec
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the amendment 
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments 
to this section 1101 be approved by the legislature of 
the Stale of California or fail for any other reason, so 
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect
ed by districts· at the general municipal election 10 be 
held in November, 1977, as in this section provided, 
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors 
by districts shall commence with and at the general 
municipal election to be held in November, 1979. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M 

ulong Columbus Avenue lo Mason Street; thence along 
Mason Street lo Washington Stree1; lhence along Wash
ington Streel to Powell S1reeet; and thence along Powell 
S1reet lo Market S1ree1, the poinl of commencemenl. 
(2) A line commencing al Powell and Markel Streets; 
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Streel; then along 
Jackson Street lo Hyde Streel; lhence along Hyde Street 
lo a lerminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde 
S1reels aloni; Hyde Street to Washinglon Slreel; thence 
along Waslungton Street lo Powell Street; lhence along 
Powell Slreet to Market S1ree1, the point of commen
cement. 
(3) A line commencing al Market and California; thence 
along California Street 10 a lerminal al Van Ness Aven-
84 

ue; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California 1 

S1rec1 to Market Slreel, 1he point of commencement. 
To fully effectuate the inlent of this seclion respec1ing lhe 

cable car lines dcsignuled in I, 2 and 3 above, the public 
ulilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines al 
the normal levels of scheduling and service in effect on July 
I, 1971; provided, however, thal nothing herein contained 
shall prevent lhe commission from increasing al any time 
lhe said levels of scheduling and service. 

((The fare on any ca61e car line shall 1101 exceed the 
local fare established under the provisions of seclion 3.598 
of lhis charier for olher types of carrier equipmenl cm
plo,Yecl in the operalion of the San Francisco Municipal 
Ra1lway.)) 
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(c) In the event of the unification, consolidation or 

m~rger of the San Francisco Municipal Railway with any 
privately owned street railway system or with any portion or 
facility thereof, no line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus hnc or cable car line, or any portion thereof, which 1s 
now or will be owned by the City and County of San 
Francisco, and is now or will be opernted by the agency re
sponsible for public transit, shall be abandoned nor shall 
the se~ice be discontinued thereon except upon the recom
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of 
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be 
acted upon by the board of supervisors within thirty days 
from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such 

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the suid 
recommendation is ilisappovcd by al least nine votes it shall 
not become effective and services shall be continued. If said 
recommendation is not dis,1pprovcd by nine \'Oles of said 
board the recommendation sl1all become effective forthwith. 
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom
mendation within thirty d,1ys shall be deemed as the ap
proval of said recommendation pro\'ided that the agency re
sponsible for public transit may without reference or recom
mendation to the board of supervisors abandon or discon
tinue service on any line of street railway, bus line, trolley 
bus line, or cable car line, or any porllon thereof, which 
has been in operation less than one year next immediately 
preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION N 
property or interest in real property for, and the acquisition, 
construction, enlargement and improvement of new and 
existing buildings, structures, facilities, utilities, equipment, 
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for 
Ilic development or improvement of any airports and 
heliports owned, controlled or operated by the commission 
in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or 
navigation and mailers incidental thereto; (7) the return and 
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of 
any sums paid by the city and county from funds ruised by 
taxation for the payment of interest on and principal of any 
general obligation bonds heretofore issued l>y the city and 

count>' for !he acquisition, construction and improvement of 
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for any other 
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) Including, but not 
limited to, transfer to lhe general fund during each fiscal 
year or twenty-five (25%) percent, or such lesser percentage 
as the board or supervisors shall by ordinance establish, or 
the non-airline revenues us II return upon the city and coun
ty's Investment In said airport. "Non-airline" revenues means 
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from 
airline rentals and charges lo airlines for use or airport 
facllilfos. 

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION P 

NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be addl'Cl 
to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold race 
lypc: 

3.674 Funding lhe Retirement System 

Notwlthslanding any other provisions in this charier, the 
retirement board s1l11ll determine city 11nd county 1111d district 
contributions on the basis of a normal contribution rate 
which shall be computed 11s II level of percentage of compen
s11tion which, when applied to the future compensation of the 

average new member entering the system, together with the 
n.-qulrcd member contribution, will be sufficient lo provide for 
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member. The 
portion or liability not provided by the normal contribution 
rate shall be amortizl'Cl over a period not lo excel'Cl twenty 
(20) years. All expenses incurred in the implen1enl11tlon of 
this section, including but not limited to the valuation, inves
tigation 11nd audit of the system as may be required, shall be 
paid from the accumulated contributions of the city and 
county. 

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q 

vided further that commencing July I, 1980 the amount of 
such tax shall be one and one-half ( I 1/i'J/,) percent of the 
payroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-half 
(I WX,) percent of the total distribution made by such Asso
ciation by way of salary to those having an ownership inter
est in such Association. 

This ordinance shall not be construed as requiring any 
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of this tax be a con
dition precedent to engaging in any business within the City 
and County of San Francisco. This tax is imposed for gen
eral revenue purposes and in order to re9uirc commerce 
and the business community to carry a fair share of the 
costs of local government in return for the benefits, oppor
tunities and protections afforded by the City and County of 

• San Francisco. 
Section 2. Article 12-B of Purl Iii, Municipal Code (Busi

ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, I004.03, 1004,04, 1004.05, 1004.06, 
1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.1 I, 1004.12, 1004.13, 
and 1004. 15, thereof lo read as follows: 

Sec. 1004.01. Commission Mercluml or Broker. 
(a) For every person engaged in the business of a com

mission merchant or broker, the tax shall be $16.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $4,0_0~ or less of 
gross receipts, plus $4.00 p~r year for each add\llonal $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fracllonal part thereof III excess of 
$4,000. The rate of the tax sci forth hereinabove shall 
remain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

ly following the month in which -the Controller reports lo 
the Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds 
derived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed 
by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet 
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $4,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fac110nal part thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how
ever, that commencing January I. 1977, the tax shall he 
$ I 1.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000 
or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for each addi
tional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in 
excess of $5,000; provided, however, that during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $ 15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000; 
provided further that commencing July I, 1980 the tax shall 
be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000. 

(h) For the purpose of this section, the business of com
mission merchant or broker shall he deemed lo include the 
buying and selling of goods, wares or merchandise by a 
person to the extent that the person (I) docs not engage in 
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the ~usiness of manufa~turing, refining, fabricating, milling, 
treatmg or other processmi of the gooas, wares or merchan
dise Jxiught, ~nd .sold, and does not cause said goods, wares 
or · merchandise to be manufactured, relined, fab11iealedi 
milled, treated or otherwise processed; (2) does not obtain 
or retain tllle to said goods, wares or merchandise except in 
~me or ~ore of the follow!ng situa~ions: while such may be 
m transit, or for short peraoas of tame before transportation 
commences or after ii ceases; llnd (3) does not store or 
warehouse such goods, wares or merchandise except during 
one or more of the following situations: while such goods, 
wa~es or merchandise are actually in transiJ, or for short 
periods of lime before transportation commences or after. it 
ceases; 

(c) '.'Gross receipts" shall mean, · for the purp<!se of this 
section, all commissions charged or received, all receipts, 
cash, credits ilnd pro2CrtY of any kind or nature received 
for· the perfo,rnance of any service, act or employment as a· 
commission merchant or &roker, or in connection with the 
business of being a commission merchant or broker, and all 
trading profits, without any deduction therefrom · on account 
of traaing · losses, labor . or service costs or other costs of en
gaging in business, or any other expense whatever. 

' Sec. 1004.02. Contractor. 
(a) For every person engaged in busiiuts . as a contractor, 

the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect lo gross receipts 
from contracts on which the contractor submitted a &id 
r.rior to August 17, 1968, there sball be no tax whatsoever; 
(ii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the contractor submitted 11 bid between the dates of August 
17, 1968, and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or ress 
of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional . part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between the dates 
of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
of $12,000; (iv) with respect lo gross receipts from contracts 
on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I, 
1971, and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year 
or fractional ~rt thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on 
which the contractor submitted a bid on or after October I, 
1975, the lax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 ~r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; llowever, (vi) 
with respect 10 gross receipts from contracts on which lhe 
contractor submitted a bid during the ceriod commencing 
April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 198 , the lax shall be 
S:J0.00 per )ear or fractional piirl thereof for the first 
$I0,000 or less of gross receipts an the year, plus $3.00 for 
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereqf, of gross 
receipts during the period in excess of the first $10,000; 
provided furttier that for the period commencin_g July I, 
1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frnc11onal part 
thereof, for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross recei(>tS in the 
year, [llus $3.00 for each .additional $1000, or frac110n11I part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period in excess of the 
first $10,000. 

(b) The term "contractor" ns used herein means any per
son (except an ow~er. who contracts for a project with 
another person who as licensed by the Stale of C11hforni11 as 
11 contractor or architect or registered civil engineer acting 
solely in his professionul capucity) who in uny capacity 
other than as an emriloyce of another with wages as the 
sole compensation, unilertakes 10 or offers 10 undertake 10, 
or l?urports to have the capacity lo undertake 10, or submits 
n bid to, or docs himself or by or through others. construct, · 
niter, repuir, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or 
demolisli nny building, highway, road, railroad, excavation, 
or other structure, project, development or improvement, or 
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lo do any part thereof, including the erection of scaffolding, 
or o.ther structures or works in. connection therewith. Ttie 

·1er'!1 "contractor". does. not. include any person engaged in 
business as an.archa\ecl or engmeer. 

(c~ The meaning of the term. "gross Jeceipls" as used 
herem shall be that . set forth in Section· 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall mclude the total conlra::1 price for the 
work performed under the contract lo which Ilic conlraclor 
i~ a J'!lrtY, without deductio~ for subcontracts, and irrespec
llve of whether the contract as one on a fixed price or on a 
cost-plus basis or one under the terms of whicti the contrac
tor acts as age~t for the owner. '.f'he term "gross receipts," 
howev~r, shall ·m~lude '?nly receipts from contracts wllich 
cover Jobs. or proJects with construction sites located within 
the cit): limits of the Cill and County. 

(d) The . term "bid' as used tierein means the execution 
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs 
first. 

Sec. 1004.03. ~otel, Apartment, etc, 
(11) Subject to the limitations slated therein, for every per

son engaged in the business of conducting or operating a 
hotel, rooming house, boarding house, apartment house, 
lodging house, house court or -bungalow court, and every 
person engaged in the business of renting .or lelling rooms, 
llP?rlments or other accommodation for · dwelling, sleeping or 
lodging in any such place, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional P.arl thereof for the lirsl $ I 5,000 or less of 
gross receipts iierived from such business or businesses, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional ~rt thereof in excess of $15,000. The rnte of 
the 11111 set forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the 
firs.I day of the month immediately following the month in 
which the Controller reports lo the Board of Supervisors, 
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of 
the Payroll Ex~nse Tax am posed by Ordinance No. 275-70, 
are legall)' available to meet appropriations made by the 
Board of Supervisors, at which lime the tax shall be $)5.00 
per year or fractional part thereof for the lirsl $15,000 or 
less of gi:oss receipts, plus $1.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fracuonaf part thereof in excess 
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, that during the !)':riod commencing_ April. I, 1980 
and ending June 30~ 1980 the lax shall be $ IS.DO per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of the first $10,000; provided further 
that commencing July I, 1980 the lax shall be $15.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $ I0,000 or fess 
of gross receipt~ in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional 
$1,000, or frac11on11I part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period in excess of Ifie firs I $10,000. 

(l>) Nothing in this section shall be construed 10 require 
that II regislrnlion cerlilicate be obtained or II tax paid by 
any person engaged in the business of renting or lelting 
apartments in II structure consisting of less than four units. 

(c) At the time the 11111 provided for herein is remi11ed, 
the Tax Collector may require the rei;istrant to furnish 11 
s1.111em~n~ of the number of such busmesscs conducted by 
l111p, g1vmg the sl~eet address of each locution, number of 
units at each loc11t1on, and the amount of gross receipts at
tributable lo each location, 

(d) The Tax Collector may require II person cn&aged in 
any business taxed by this section 10 furnish such mforma
tion as. may be necessary in order for the Tux Collector to 
dctcrmme the ~ature of l~e ownership of the business, and 
the. amount !)f mteresl which par~ics to the ownership of the 
business cl111m or possess. Nollce of such determination 
made ~y the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons 
or parties 111Tccted by his determination in the same manner 
as notices of deficiency determination arc served under the 
provisions of subsection (I) of Section l010. · 
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(Proposition Q, Continued). 
Sec, 1004.04, Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec

tor,· Un~ ~pply. For every person engaged in the business 
of wash1~g. 1roml\g, drying, cleaning, dyeing, sizing, blocking 
or {>ressmg . a~y clothing, wearing apparef, · garment, linen, 
fabric· or similar material, or similar articfo of personal 
p~perty, whether a~omplished by hand, machine or any 
com operated machine operated by such . person, his em
ployee or any customer, or furnishing or letting the use of 
any towe!s, lmen, apr'?ns, bedding, napkins, table covers, or 
otlier article !lf a similar nature, or collecting or delivering 
any such article as an agency or otherwise, for a fee or 
charge, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts -plus 
$2.00 f)!=r year for each ~dditional S 1,000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part th_ereof m excess of $15,000; provided tliat 
a r,erson engaged in a business subject to tax under this 
sec_t,ion, who,. at the same location is also engaged in any 
b~smess subject to tax under Section 1004.08 of this or
dinance, or, at the same location makes minor alterations or 
repa_irs to t~c _clothing, ~carins apparel, garments, linens, 
fabrics or s1m1lar material being washed, ironed, dried, 
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or pressed, in lieu of paying a 
s_cparatc business .tax ai:id obtaining separate registration cer
tificates under this ordinance for the conduct of each such 
business may combine the gross receipts of all such busi
~csscs at the location and upon the basis of that computa
tlo~ pay a ,combined busin_ess la~ and obtain a single regis
tration certificate under this section for all such businesses. 
The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in 
effect until the first day of the month immediately following 
the month in which the Controller reports to the Board of 
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from 
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet appropriations 
made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $ 1.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $1.10 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of. 
$IO,OOO; proviiled, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, f980 the tax 
shall be $f5.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part tftcrcof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$IO,OOO and providca that commencing July I, 1980 the tnx 
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $ 1.50 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part tf1creof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess. of · the first 
$IO,OOO. 

Sec, 1004.05, Lending Money, etc. 
(a) Subject lo the exceptions stated hereafter, for each 

person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing 
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of money 
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on his 
own behalf or on. behalf of any _other person as principal, 
agent or broker, whether security of any kind is taken for 
such loan or advance or not; or purchasing or discounting 
or arranging for the purchase or discounting of any obliga
tion or evidence of money due or to become due, whetlier 
such obligation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, 
and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the 
purchase of the items aforesaid ads as principal, agent or 
broker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective . October I, 
1973, said tax shall be due i1nd •r· ayablc annually on or 
before the last day of the month o l·ebruary next succeed
ing each respective annual period_ as provided in Section 
9(a) herein; provided. however, that proportional amounts of 
the payments made pursuant to the. due date of October I, 
1972, shall be credited against the' 'tax due for the calendar 
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in 
such business during the period commencing April I. 1980, 

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not subject to such 
tax prior to ~pril I, 1980, said tax, for the calendar year ', 
1980, shall instead be $800.00; provided," however, that for 
persons engaged in such business during. , the .. period. com• 
mcnang July I, 1980, and ending December 31, 1980, 
whether or not subject to tax prior to July· I, 1980, said lax, 
for the calendar year 1980, shall instead be $800.00; provid
ed, however, that no such taxeayer shall be subject to tax 
under Ibis section in excess of $800.00 for the calendar year 
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following 
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. 

(b) The tax imposed under the ~rovisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply lo the business of lending money or ad
vancing credit or arranging for the loan of money or the 
advancmg of credit as principal or agent, where the oblig11-
tion to repay the money lent or de6t incurred or 10· com
pensate for the advance .of credit is secured by a lien on· 
real pro(>':rty, or some in,terest in real property, . nor sh11II 
the provisions of this section apply to the 6usincss of pur, 
chasing, either as principal or agent, any· debt, or evidence 
of de6t secured by any lien upon real property; nor shall 
the provisions of this section apply to any trans11ction in
volving the purchase or sale of real property. Further, the 
tax imposed under the provisions of subsection (a) sh11II not 
apply to a business all of which or substantially all of 
which consists of the purchase of unsecured accounts 
receivable without recourse. All persons engaged in busi
nesses such as arc described in this subsection shall be sub
j~ct to tax under Sec~ion 1004.07. Persons covered _by. Sec
tion 1276;1 of the Pohcc Code shall pay tax on their inter
est income under Section 1004.07 and snail pay tax on their 
retail sales under Section 1004.08. 

(c) The tax imposed under the provisions of subsection 
(a) shall not apply to a person who, in the conduct of 
another business m the City and County, engages in a busi
ness of the kind described in subsection (a) solely with cus
tomers or suppliers of that other business; nor snail the tax 
apply to a person engaged in such a business, whether or 
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the 
person confines such business dealing to other persons who 
either stand in the relation of parent or subsidiary to him, 
or arc so constituted as to have substantially common own
ership with him; provided however, if said other business is 
subject to a tnx under this ordinance measured by gross 
receipts, nil interest nnd other charges received as a result 
of tlic activity described in subsection (a) shall be included 
in the gross recei1;ts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed 
by this ordinance 1s measured; and if said other business is 
not subject lo a tax measured by gross receipts, it shall pay 
~ tax u~der the P,r9visions ~f Se,ction 100~.07 for engaging 
in the kmd .of ac11v1ty described m subsection (a). If a per
son described in this subsection as exempt from the tax im
posed under subsection (n) engages in the business there 
taxed with respect to persons other than those described in 
this subsection, the exemption shall not apply. 

Sec, 1004.06, Personal Property Rent11l, 
For every person cngttged in the business of leasing or 

renting any tangible personal property and not specifically 
taxed -by other provisions of this ordinance, the lax shall be 
$48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Exr,cnse 
Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally available 
lo meet appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, 
at which .11111e the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional 
part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; 
provided, however, that commencing January I, 1977, the 
lax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $2.20 per 
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, or fr11c-
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tional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, however, 
that during the period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, · 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac
tional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross 
rc:ceipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during the per
iod in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, that 
e9mmencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fr11ction11I p11rt thereof: of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tbe first $ I 0,000. 

For the purpose of this section "tangible personal pmper
ty" .shall mean personal property which may -be seen, 
weighed, measured, felt or touched, or which is in any 
other· manner perceptible to the senses. 

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con
strued to require the inclusfon of the amount received for 
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas
ing or renting of mobile transportation equipment for use in 
for-hire transportation of property such as railroad locomo
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies, 
bogies, chas.~is, and cargo shipping containers, the entire use 
of which is made wholly outside the State of California. 

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses. • 
(11) For every person engaged in• any business, trade, call

ing, occupation, vocation, profession or other means of 
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not 
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the 
tax shall be $48.00 per xear or fractional part thereof for 
the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year 
for each additional $1,000 of- gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $12,000. -The rate of the tax set forth 
hereinabovc shall remain in effect until the first day of the 

· month. immeidately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board• of Supervisors that, in his O!)in
ion, the proceeds derived from Inc levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc legally 
available to meet the appropriations made by the Douro of 
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional purl thereof for the first $ I 2,000 or less of 
gross receipts, _plus $2.00 per year for each udd!tionul $1,QOO 
of gross receipts or fractional purl thereof tn excess of 
$12,000; provi<lcd, however, that commcncinp January I, 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10.000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 Pl:r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fru~tional part thereof in excess of $ I 0,000; provided, 
however. that during the period· commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof fo'r the first $ I0.000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof. of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tux shall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for• the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each iidditional 
$1,000, or fractional part .thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, ·in excess of tl1e first $ I 0,000. 

(ti) A person engaged in more than one trade, callin1;1, oc
cupation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood 
embraced. within tf1is section shall consolidate all gross 
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover
ing nil such activities. Any J?Crson engaged in any activities 
embraced within this sect10n. in adclition to activities 
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain 
separate registration certificates for the activities covered by 
such other sections. 

Sec. 1004.08 Retail Sales. 
(11) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at retail, or selling nny ~oods, wares 
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise spcc11ically taxed 
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30 
per year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or 
less of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional 
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess 
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of $15,000; provided that blind persons need not include the 
first $15,000 of gross receipts in the computation of the 
a~~unt of tax du~ hcreund~r nor. to be required to pay the 
m1111mum tax. This exemption shall not subject such blind 
persons to the i>rovisions of Section 1004.0T of this ordin
ance. The rate of the. tax set forth hercinabove shall .remain 
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol
lowing the month in which the controller reports to the 
~arcf of Supervisors that, io his opinion, the proceeds der
ived from the. levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by 
O~di!1ance No. 275-70, arc legally available to meet appro
P,fllll1ons made by the Board of Supervisors, at which 
lime the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof 

,for,.the first $1S,~ or less of gross, receipts, plus $1.00 per 
year for each add1t1on11I $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction• 
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however that 
during the period commencing Ai>ril I, 1980 and e~ding 
June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional 
!)art thereof for the lirsr $10,000 or less of gross receipts in 
the year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or fractional 
part thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July 
I, 1980, the tax snail be $15.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts in the · 
year, plus $1.50 for each . additional $1,000, or fractional 
!)lift thereof, of gross receipts during the period, in excess of 
the first $10,000. 

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at 
retail means a sale of goods, wares or mcrchandis.e for any 
purpose other than resale in the regular course of business. 

(c) Whenever a person engages at the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration ccrtilic11tc shall be issued for all such bu
sinesses and the tax shall be measured hy the sum· of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis
ual acuity in the belier eye, with correction. Sucl1 blindness 
shall. ~e cc~tifie~ by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes 10 diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind-
ness shall be furnished to the Tux Collector. · 

(e) As used in this section,· the term "manufacturing and · 
selling" shall be deemed to include the· activities ot "hand
ling and selling," "storage, handling and ,selling," "assem
bling and selling," and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require Ilic inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipJ?ed to the purchasers of such goods by 
fhc seller to points outside the State of California. 

Sec. l004.09. Storuge, Freight Forwnrding. 
(a) "Freight forwardin!( shall mean the business of col

lecting or consolidating lor shipment in carload lots or less, 
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise 
ns agent or bailee for any person where ;1 fee is charged 
for such service. 

(h) For every person engaged in the business of freight 
forwardin~ or maintaining any storage or warehouse for the 
storage of goods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax 
shall be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the 
first $12.~ or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each l!d_dllional $1,000 of gross receipts . or fractional part 
thereof 111 excess of $ I 2,000. The ra tc ol the tax set forth 
hcreinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the 
month immediately following the month in which the Con
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that. in his opin
ion, the pro_ceeds derived fr~m the. levy of the Payroll Ex
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, arc lcgall)' 
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of 
Supervisors, at which time· the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractio!JUI part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January I. 

(Continued) 
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1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional purl 
thereof for the first $ I0,000 or less of gross receipts. plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $ I0,000; provided, 
however,. that during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and endmg June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per yeur 
or fractional part thereof for the first $ I 0,000 or less of 
gross receipts in the year. plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000. or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I. 1980, the tax sfiall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the ·first $ I0,000 or ress 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. 

Sec. 1004. IO. Telephone, Gus, Electric and Steam Service. 
(a) For every .person engaged as a public utility in· the 

business of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or 
steam services, the · 1ax shall be $32.00 per year or fractional 

· part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, 
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross 
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The 
rate of the tax sci forth hercinabove shall remain in effect 
until the first day of the month immediately following the 
month in which the Controller reports lo the Board of 
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the· proceeds derived from 
the le~ of the Payroll Expense Tax unposed by Ordinance 
No. 275-70, arc legally available lo meet the appropriations 
made by the Board of. Supervisors, at which time the tax· 
shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, however, that com
mencing January I, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of 
$20,000; provioed, however, that during the period com
mencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the 
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of 
gross receipts during the period, in excess of the first 
$20,000; provided, however, that commencing July I, 1980, 
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof 
for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, 
plus $1.23 for each. uddili(!nal $1,000: or. fractional part 
thereof, of gross receipts during the period, m excess of the 
lirsl $20,000. 

(b) For the purposes of this section, "gross receipts" shall 
have the same . meanin~ as in Section. _1002.6, ~xccpt . lh!ll 
only those receipts derived from providing services wllhm 
the City and County shall be included, and further _except
ing that, with respect lo telephone. services, only receipts re
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included. 

Sec. 1004.11. Transporting Persons for Hire. 
(a) DeDnltions. 
I. Operator. The term '·'operator" includes: 
(i) Any person engaging in the transportation of persons 

or property for hire or compensation by or upon a motor 
. vclucle upon any public highway in this Slate, either direct

ly or indirectly. 
'(ii) Any person who for compensation furnishes any 

motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property 
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper
ates the motor vehicle furnished or exercises any control 
of, or assumes any responsibility for . the . oper_ation of the 
vehicle irrespective of wl1elhcr the veluclc 1s drive~ by such 
person or tr1c person to wh_om the . vehicle is furnish~d, or 
engages either m whole or m part m, the lransporl!lllon of 
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. 

2. Not An Operator. The term "operator" docs not in-
cl udc any of the following: . . . 

(i) Any person trnnspqrtmg lus o.wn property m u motor 
vehicle owned or operated by _111111 Ul~lcss h~ . i.nakcs a 
specific charge for the transpor1a11on. Tlus subdiv1S1on docs 

not in any way limit any. other exemption granted by this 
section. 

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who occasionally 
transports property for other farmers, or who transports 111s 
own farm products, or who transports laborers to and from 
farm work incidentally in his farming operations. 

(iii) Any. nonprofit a~ricultural. cooperative association. or
ganized and acting within the scope of its own powers 
under Chapter 4 of Division 6 of the Agriculturul Code of 
the State of California lo the extent only that ii is engaged 
in the transporting of its own property or the property of · 
its members. 

(iv) Any person whose sole transportation of persons or 
property for hire or compensation consists of the transporta
tion of children lo or from any public or nonrrofit private 
school and whose total compensation from al sources for 
providing such transportation docs not exceed one hundred 
oollars (S IOO) in any calendar month. 

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a 
hearse or other vehicle in a procession to a burial ground 
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place 
ofintermcnl lo a garage or place or storngc. 

(vi) Any registered owner of a ple,1sure. vehicle who, while 
operating the .vehicle. transports persons lo his work or lo a 
place tlirough which he passes on the way to his work, 
whether for or without compensation. if he is not in the 
business of furnishing such transportation. 

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and 
disposing of garbage. rubbish or waste, and who transports 
any sud1 mailer in a motor vehicle owned or operated by 
him, unless he makes a separate or specilic charge for tran• 
sportnlion. It is hereby declared that any such business is 
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. 

3. Transportation for Hire. The term "transportation for 
hire" shall be deemed lo include transportation for gain or 
profit, direct or indirect. . · 

4. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehide" includes any 
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled vehicle 
used for the transportation of persons or properly upon the 
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks, 
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn 

· · thereby. 

(b) Tax lmpoSl'CI. 
I. Every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as delincd herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for the purpose of such business. 
shall pay a business lax measured hy gross receipts derived 
from the transportation of passengers as provided in this 
section. This tax is imposed for the pril'ilege of using the 
public streets and highways in the City and County of San 
Francisco for the purpose of such husi1wss. emp[oying or 
loaning capital on property, or maintaining an office in the 
City and County or San Francisco. No person shall engage 
in such business or perform any act required lo be taxed 
u~d~r this ~ccti~n duri_ng any tax period without first ob
taining a rcg1slrallon ccrllficale. 

2. The ousiness taxed under the prnl'isions of this section 
shall be the transportation of persons hy an operator: 

(i) Wholly within the City and County; 
(ii) From a place or places outside the City and County 

(including a place or places outside the State of California) 
to a place or places witlun the City and County; 

(iii) From a place or places within the City and County 
lo a place or p[accs outside the City and County (including 
a pince or places outside the State of California); 

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County 
lo a place or places alsu within the City and County even 
though such transportation involves going outside the City 
and County (inclucling a place or places ouside the Slate of 
California) in the course thereof. 

(c) Measure of Tax. 
For every person whose business in whole or in part is 

that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for 
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the 
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways 
in this City and County for lhe pur!)<>se of such business, 
the . tax shall be $48.00 per )'ear or fractional part thereof 
for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per 
year fot each additional Sl,000 of gross receipts or fraction
al part thereof in excess of $12,000 .. The rate of the lax set 
forth hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day 
of the month immediately following the month in which the 
Controller reports to the Board· of Supervisors that, in his 
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll 
cx~nse Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legall)' 

· available to meet the appropriations made by the Boara of 
Su~rvisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of 
gi:oss receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of 
$12,000; proviaed, however, that commencing January I, . 
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, pl us 

• $2.20 J!C'.r year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided, 
however, lhat during the period commencing April I, 1980 
and ending June 30, 1980 the lax shall be $30.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for 1he first $10,000 or h:ss of 
~ receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional P.llrt thereof, of gro/s receipts during 
the period, in excess of lhe first $10,000; provided~ however, 
that com!Jlencing July I, 1980, the tax snall be $30.00 per 
year or fractional parl thereof for the first $10,000 or fess 
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3°.00 for each additional 
$1,000, or fractional parl thereof, of gross receipts during 
lhe period, in excess of1he firsl $10,000. 

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. , 
Whenever an operator engages in the transportation of 

passengers partly. within and partly without the City and 
County of San Francisco, 1he lax imposed by, lhis section 
shall apply exclusively 10 the portion of the gross receipts 
a1tribu1able to operations wi1h1n lhe Cily and County of 
San Francisco. For -purpose of this section, gross receipls al• 
lribul~ble _lo operations within l~e City and County of San 
Francisco shall mean thal percentaie of an operator's total · 
&ross receipts, including iross rece1p1s from Ifie 1ranspor1a-
11on of persons to and from a place or places outside lhe 
S1a1e of California, which is equal to lhat percentage which 
1he mileage operated with lhe City and County of San 
Francisco bears 10 lhe entire mileage over which lhe opera
tions extend. 

(e) Exemption for Certain School Buses, 
No la~ hereunder shall be required for the operation of 

any molor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when 
such vehicle is operated exclusively on any day 10 1ranspor1 
students or members of bona fide youth organizations, and 
their supervising adults lo and from public or private 
schools, school events or other youth activilies, wilhoul 
regard to lhe manner or source of compensation to the 
operator. This exemption shall nol subjecl such operation to 
tile provisions ofSec11on 1004.07 of this ordinance. 

Sec. 1004.12. Tmcklng - Haullng. . 
( 11) Definitions. 
I. Opernlor. The lerm "or.etator" is used in lhis section 

as defined in the Motor Veliicle Transporlalion License Tax 
Acl of California, wilh reference only, however, lo persons 
engaging in lhe lrunsportulion of properly for hire or com
pensation. 

2. Motor Vehicle. The term "motor vehicle" is used in 
this scclion as defined in the Motor Vehicle Trunsporlnlion 
License Talt Acl of California. 

3. Tractor. The term "lraclor" us used herein shall mean 
"truck tractor" as defined in lhe Vehicle Code of California. 

(b) ·Tax Imposed, Every person whose business in whole 
or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo
lor vehicle for the transportulion of property for lure or 
compensation, and who in lhe course of thal business uses 
the public slreets and highways in lhe City and County for 
the purp~se ~f su~h business, shall pay a business lalt us 
provided m tlus section. · 

(c) Measure of Tax; Reporting Period. The lax required 
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10 be paid by. this section shall be reported and paid an- -
nually. Every person engaged in lhe business subject 10 tax 
under this section shall pay a minimum lax of $12.S0 per 
year. The lax required 10 be paid under this section snall 
be measured as follows: • 

I. For each motor vehicle, other lhan a tractor, trailer, 
semitrailer, or dolly, used 10 receive or discharge, pick up 
or deliver properly wilhin this City and County, the lax 
shall be as follows: 

Where lhe unladen weighl thereof is 4000 lbs. or less, 1he 
tax shall be $.04 for each day or fraction !hereof of ils 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however, 
dial commencing January .I, 1977, lhe lax shall be $.OS for 
each day or fraction thereof of ils operation as specified· in 
subsection (b); erovided however, that during lhe period 
comme~ciilg April I, 1980 and endi~g June 30, 1980 the lax 
shall be $,07 for each day or fraction thereof of ils opera
lion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that 
commencing July I, 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b); · · 

Where lhe unladen weighl thereof is over 4,000 tbs., and · 
not more than 8,000 lbs., lhe lax shall be $.10 for each day 
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, thal commencing January I, 1977, 
lhe tax shall be $.11 for each day or· fraction thereof of ils 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tlial during 1he period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 the lax shall be $.IS for each day or 
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection 

·(b); provided, however, that commencing July I, -1980, the 
tax shall be $.IS for each day or fraction thereof of ils 
Of>!-:ralion as specified in subsection (b); 

Where .the unladen weight thereof is over 8,000 1bs., 1he 
lax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
tliat commencing January I, 1977, lhc lax shall be $.12 for 
each day or fraction thereof of ils operation as specified in 
subsection (b); P.rovided, however, 1ha1 during lhe period 
commencing April I, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax 
shall be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of ils opera
lion as specified in subsecliop (b); r.rovided, however, lhut 
commencing July I, 1980, the lax shall be $.1.6 for each day 
or fraction thereof of ils operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b). . · 

2. For each tractor which is so used 10 haul one or more 
trailers or semitrailers, 1he lax shall be $.11 for each day or 
fraction thereof of ils operation as sr.ecified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, 111111 commencing January I, 1977, 
the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, 
lnat during lhe period commencing April I, 1980 and end
ing June 30, 1980 lhe lax shall be $.16 for each day or 
fn1c1ion thereof of ils operation as specified in subsection 
(b); provided, however, lhat commencing July I, 1980, 1he 
lax sl111II be $.16 for each day or fraction thereof of its 
operation as specified in subsection (b). 

(d) Method or Reporting, 
I. No person shall engage in such business or perform 

any act req_uired lo be taxed under this section during any 
lax period w11hout firsl obtaining a registration certificate. 

2. At lhe close of each lax perioa such person shall file a 
statement •with the Tux Colleclor showing the tax due and 
selling forth a summary of the vehicles of e1_1ch graduation 
specified in subsection (c) above used during such preceding 
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of 
such use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb
ruary in the next su6sequent lax period any (uddilional) tux 
that may be due hereunder for such preceding lax period. 

3. In m,aking such statement, l11e person may 111 his op
tion elect lo compute such summary and pay such tax on a 
"lest week" basis, by -separately computing the tax which 
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in 
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the lotal of the lax due for 
the four test ~ee~s by four 10 ascertain the average weekly 
tax, and mult1plymg the said average weekly lax by the 
number of weeks of lhc lax period during which he con-
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ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the 
person efccts to compute the tax imposed hereunder on a 
test week basis such election shall be irrevocable and con
clusive as to the tax period for which .such election is made. 
Any person electing to compute such tax on a test week 
basis shall retain the records used for such computation for · 
a period of two years from the date of filing such report. 
Upon the failure of any person electing to compute such 
tax on a test week basis to retain such records, the Tax 

. Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax 
. estaimated to be due from such person in the manner 
provided by Section 1010, 

4. The test weeks which may _be used by a person in 
computing the tax imposed under this section arc the 
sekond full week in January, the second full week in April, 
the second full week in July and the second full weeli in 
October. If a person docs not conduct operation subject to 
tax under this section in any one or more of such test 
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following 
such test week in which he docs conduct such operations in 
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a 
person docs not conduct operations subject to tax under this 
section. during each of the four test weeks which may, 
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such 
person may not elect to compute his tax on a test week 
basis without prior written application to and prior written 
approval of the Tax Colle_ctor as to what alternate test per
iod or periods may be used. 

5. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or 
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the 
statement required by subsection (d)2 hereof shall thereupon 
be filed and any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid 
within 45 days following date of such discontinuance, dis
solution or termination. 

(e) Exemption for Vehicles Operated Exclusively In Inter
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for the 
operation of any motor vehicle for any day or fraction 
tliereof when such vehicle is operated exclusively between 
points within tlJis City and County and points without this 
State. 

(f) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder shall be 
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or. equip
ment ;lion~ the streets of this City and County 1f _such 
operation 1s merely occasional• and mcidcntal to a busmess 
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation· shall be 
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls arc made begin
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon 
an average more than once a week in any qu,irtcr, . and. a 
business shall be deemed to he conducted w1tl11n this City 
and County if an office or agency is maintained here I or if 
transportation business is solicted here. 

Sec. 1004.13; Wholesale Sales, . , 
(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, 

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling any, goods, 
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specifically 
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be 
$32.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.60 per. year for 
each additional $1,000 of gross re~eipts or fra~llonal part 
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided thnl blind persons 
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts in the 
computation of the a~1~un1 of tax ~uc hcreu~der nor be 
required to pay the 111111111111111 tax. Tlus cx_c!]1pl1on _shall i101 
su6jcct such blind person lo the prov1s10ns of Se~llon 
1004.07 of this ordinance. The rule of the tax sci lorth 
hcrcinabove shall remain in effect until the, first _day of 
the month immediately following the mon_th 111 wluc_h th_c 
Controller reports· to the _Board of Supervisors that, 111 lus 
opinion, the proceeds denvcd . from the levy of the Payroll 
Expense Tax imposed by qrd_mance No. 275-70, arc, legal!)' 
available to meet appropna11ons made by the Bo,trd of 
Supervisors, al which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year_ 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000. or less ol 
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per year for each ad~t1onal $1,000 
of gross receipts or fractional part thcreor Ill excess of 
$20,000; provided, however, that commenc111g Ji111uary I. 
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fractional part 

thereof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$0,90 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; provided, 
however,. that during the period commencing April I, 1980 

· and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $24.00 per year 
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of 
gross receipts i~ the year, plus $1.23 for each. additional 
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of the first $20,000; provided, however, 
that commencing July I, 1980, the tax sliall be $24.00 per 
year or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or ress 
of gross receipt~ in the year, plus $1.23 for each · additional 
$1,000, or fracuonal part thereof, of gross receipts during 
the period, in excess of tl1e first $20,000. 

(ti) For the purpose of this section, a wholesale sale or 
sale at wholesale means II sale of goods, wares or mcrchnn· 
disc for the purpose of resale in Ifie regular course of busi· 
ness. 

(c) Whenever a person engages in the same location in 
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a 
joint registration certificate shall be issued for all such 
businesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the 
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted. 

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section, 
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vi· 
sual acuity in the better eye, with correction. Sucfi blindness 
shall be certiticd by a licensed physician and surgeon who 
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by ihe Bureau of 
Vocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of 
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this 
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such blind
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. 

(e) As used in this section, the term "manufacturing and 
selling" shall be deemed to include the activities of "111111-
dling and scllinlf "storage, handling and selling," "asscm• 
bling and selling, and "processing and selling." 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to 
require Ilic inclusion in the computation of the amount of 
the tax due· thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of 
goods which arc shipped to the purchasers of such goods by 
fhe seller to points outside the State of California. 

I 

Sec. 1004.15. Architl:'cts, Engineers. 
(a) For every person engaged in business as an architect 

or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect to 
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there 
shall be no tax whatsoever; (ii) with respect to Pross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engmeer 
submitted a proposal between the dates of August 17. 1968, 
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for the first $ I 2,000 or less of gross 
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of 
gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000: 
(iii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which 
the architect or engineer submitted a proposal between the 
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall 
be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first 
$12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for 
each ad~itional $1,000 of gross _reccip_ts or fractional part 
thereof 111 excess of $12,000; (1v) with respect lo, Pross 
receipts from contracts on which the architect or eng111ecr 
submillcd u proposal between July I, 1971, and September 
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.00 per year for each additional $1.000 of gross receipts 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re
spect to gross receipts from contracts on which the architect 
or engineer submitted a proposal on or afler October I. 
1975, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part 
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus 
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi) 
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the 
architect or engineer submitted a proposal during the period 
commencing April I, 1980 and endmg June 30, 1980 the 
tax shall be· $30.00 per year or fractional part thereof for 
the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus 
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$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, 
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first 
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts 
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on 
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or 
fractional part thereof for . the first $10,000 or less of gross 
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000, 
or fractional part thereof,. of, gross receipts during the per
iod, in excess of the first $ I0,000. 

(b) The term "engaged in business as an architect" as 
used herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a 
license is required under Chapter 3, Division III of the 
Business and Professional Code of the State of California. 
The term "engaged in business as an engineer" as used 
herein shall mean engaged in an activity for which a license 
is reciuired under Chapter 7, Division III of the Business 
and Professions Code of the State of California. 

(c) The meaning . of the term ·"gross receipts" as used 
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided 
that such term shall include the total contract price for the 
work performed by such architect or engineer, without 
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the 
contract· is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee 
basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en-
gineer acts as agent for the owner. -

(Proposjtio11 V. Co111i1111ed) . 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether 

or not any new or revised Charter is passed al the same or 
a subsequent election. 

This ordinance is an exercise of this city's home rule 
power granted under Article XI of the state Constitution, 
superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also 
because no special lax is imposed by this ordinance, the 

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or 
renders services in part within the City and County of San 
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San 
Francisco, no apportionment shall be made except that the 
tax shall be levied onlY. on that percentage of gross receipts 
equal to the. percentage which workin& time expended with-

. in the City and County of San Francisco bears ·10 his total 
working time both witliin and without the City and County 
of San Francisco. · 

Section l By adopting this ordinance the People of the 
City and County of Sun Francisco do not intend to limit or 
in any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors 
may exercise as to the subject matter ·or this ordinance, in
cluding, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation, 
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creating 
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business 
tux or payroll expense tux ordinance. • 

In adopting this ordinance the people of the . City and 
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the previously
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex
pense tax effective as of April I, 1980, approve their contin
uiince, and further declare that if any of such previously
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is 
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both .taxes be 
in effect as of July I, 1980 as provided in this ordinance. . · 

Section 4. Effective Date, Except as slated in Section 3, 
this ordinance shall become effective on July I, 1980. · 

two-thirds vote provision in Section· 4, Article XIIIA of the 
state Constitution (Proposition 13) docs not ap(Jly. Likewise, 
this ordinance superccdcs any inconsistent provision of Arti
cle XlllB of.the slate Cons1i111110n (Proposition 4). 

If any section, part, clause or phrase of this ordinance is 
for any reason held by any court to be invalicj or unconsti
tutional. the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but 
will remain in full force and effect. · 

Register. to Vote 
BY Mail MAIL 

Next time you move, phone us; 

We'll mail you the forms 
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WHEELCHAIR 
ACCESSIBILITY 

To assist handicapped voters. the Registrar's Office has examined all San Francisco polling places to deter
mine wheelchair accessibility._ The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct 
code) followed by one of 3 lct1ers. The meaning of the lcllers is as follows: 

Eusily accessible: 
Accessible with assish111cc: 
lnucccssible: 

A 
H 
C 

If you arc not sure what your p'recinct number is, IOlik al the. mailing label on your Voter Information 
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (Sec sample 
below). 

Pollingplllce--------
Purty------------
Namc------------
Addrcss-----------

Precinct# 

Jane Dough 
1234 56th Street 
San Francisco. Ca. 94131 

CAUTION: There arc 2 possible sources of error in the following list: 

Affidavit #. 

I.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address li.1r each precinct as of the time of publication 
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election. so the evalua
tion given would no longer apply. 

2.) Our employees could have made an error in judgement. If you feel that we made a mistake regarding 
the accessibility rating of your precinct, call us at 558-3417. 

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PllOCEDLJRE: Remember - If your polling place is inacessihle. you can ,·01e 
absentee by sending us a request J'or an absentee ballot. Fill in the application on .the next page of this 
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 J'or in formation. 

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE 
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18th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

8301 A 8354A 8407 B 8458 A 8509A 8563A 8616A 
8302A 8355 A 8408 B .8459 A 8510A 8564A 8617 A 
8303A 8356 A 8409A • 

0

8460 A 8511 A 8565 B 8618 B 
8304 B 8357 A 8410 B , 8461 A 8512A 8566 B '8619A 
8305 A 8358A 8411A 8462 A 8513A 8567 A 8620A 
8306A 8359A 8412 A 8463 A 8514A 8568 A 8621 A 
8307 A 8360A 8413 A 8464A 8515 A 8569 B 8622 A 
8308 C 8361 A . 8414A 8465 A 8516A 8570 B 8701 A 
8309A 8362 A 8415 A 8466A 8517 A 8572 B 8702 A 
8310A 8364/8363 A 8416A 8467 A 8518 A 8573 A 8703 A 
831l'A 8365 A 8417 A 8468 B 8519A. 8574A 8704A 
8312A 8366 B . 8418 A · 8469 B 8520A 8575 B 8705 A 
8313A 8367 A 8419 A 8470A 8521 A 8576 B 
8314A 8368 A 8420A 8471 C 8523/8522 A 8577 A 
8315 A 8369A 8421 A 8472 A 8524A 8579 B 
8316A 8370C 8422 B 8473 A 8525A 8580 B 
8317 A 8371 A 8423 A 8474A 8526A 8581 B 
8318 A 8~72A ij424 A 8475 B 8527 A 8582 B 
8319 A 8374A 8425 A 8476 A 8528 A 8583 B 
8320A 8375 A 8426 A 8477 A 8529 A 8584A 
8321 C 8376 A 8427 A 8478 A 8530 B 8585 A 
8322 A 8377 A 8428 A 8479 A 8532/8531 A 8586 B 
8324A 8378 A 8429 C 8480A 8533 A 8587 B 
8325 A 8379 A 8431 A 8481 A . 8534 A 8588 A 
8326A 8380 A 8432 A 8482 A 8535 A 8589 B 
8329/8327 A 8381 A 8433 A 8483 A 8536 B 8590A 
8328 A 8382 A 8434A 8484A 8537 A 8591 A 
8330A 8383 A 8435 A 8485 A 8538 A 8592A 
8331 A 8384 A 8436 A . 8486 A 8539 A 8593 A 
8332 A 8385 A 8437 A 8487 A 8540 A 8594A 
8333 A 8386 A 8438 A 8488 A 8541 A 8595 B 
8335/8334 A 8387 A 8439 A 8489 A 8542 A 8596 C 
8336 A 8388 A 8440A 8490A 8543 A 8597 B 
8337 A 8389 A 8441 A 8491 A 8544 A 8598 C 
8338 A 8390 A 8442 A 8492 A 8545 B 8599 A 
8339 A 8391 A 8443 A 8493 A 8546 A 8600A 
8340A 8392 A 8444 A. 8494 A 8547 A 8601 B 
8341 A 8393 A 8445 A 8495 A 8548 A 8602 A 
8342 B 8394 A 8446A 8496A 8549 A 8603 A 
8343 A 8395 A 8447 B 8497 A 8550A 8604 C 
8344 A 8396 B 8448 A 8498 A 8551 B 8605 A 
8345 A 8397 A 8449 A 8499A 8552 A 8606 A 
8346 A 8398 A 8450 B :· .. , 8501 A·· 8553 B 8607 A 
8347 A 8399 A 8451 A:, 8502 A 8554 A 8609 A 
8348 A 8400A 8452 A.· 8503 A 8555 A 8610A 
8349 A 8401 A 8453 A 8504 A 8556 A 8611 A 
8350 B 8402 A 8454 A .. 8505 B 8557 C 8612 C 
8351 A 8403 B 8455 A . 8506 A 8559 A 8613 A 
8352 A 8405 B 8456 A 8507 A 8560 A 8614 A 
8353 A 8406 B 8457 A 8508 A 8561/8562 A 8615 B 
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. POil lllQIITIIAll'I UII ONLY 
IOLAltlfNTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR 

ill li:lltfm'ff Z /fl 

APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT 
APl/CACION PARA BALOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTI . Pree. No. 

~JtG~;m$ffl1j~ Pol. Affll. 

1, PRINTED NAMI! 
llllolNo. 

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA Ar.p11ca1ton MUST ALSO BE SIO~IED IIELOW IY A""-ICAHT. Blllol Malled 
JEftJ~~~ S gn11ur1 will be comp■ rod with :llldovn on me In 1h11 affloe. 

lallol Ralurnld 

2, l!Ll!CTION DATI! 3 JUNE 1980 Aft.Record 

I hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Ballot ror the electlon 
Indicated above. 

ln1peotor'1 Nollce 

I expect to be absent from my electlon precinct on the day or s111na1ura and Aegl■trallon 
the election or unable to vote tlfereln by reason or physlcal dis- Verllled u Correct: 
ablllty or other reason provided by law. 

lfill;f-~/N.'~frt;.f,:A , l:.lll Por /1 prannl• 10//cllo una bl/o/1 d9 Dall Depuly Aeglllr■r 
Vot1nre Au1St1re ,,.,. i, fll«;Cl6n lnd/Oadl 

1Jn.l:.~lfrif-2.ill• • ;.f.:A;(Eill•z a 1rr/bl. 

, f!,Jf&fil:lt. , JJJ/J!l ,Jl'JJ;r-A~il. ~ e11n E1p1ro .,,., IUltnll di ml pn■,:into 
1/lclor1/ 1n 11 d/'i d• la tltcc/on o no 

;jltffl , JU:7~~fj.;/j/j'~~ • pod,r wi11r 1//f ff1lc1 u otr• r116n Pfl· 
v/111 pot la lay. 

3, BALLOT TO IE MAILED TO Ml! AT: 
EN VIE ME LA BA LOTA A: ~ 0 I prefer et1ctlon m1ter1111 In Englllh 
ilil!»~.®JJl1frf.'.t*.ATi1I:: □ Pn■lltro m1r1r/llfl .i.ator■/11 •n 11p,lfoi 

D ~~Ui,l\lj:Qfffl 
mHeam 

Zip Code 
Ar11Po1111 

DATE: !Ji1Hi1,H1,~~!j - 4 FECHA: 
BWl SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL 

FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOL.ICITANTE 
5. rti ,f1V, i!f i'i Registered San Francisco Address ol Appllcont 

Oirocci6n d1I 101/ctonto t1Qiott1d• 1n Son Franclaco 
tf1iii//.A:{r:1'f ~i 11 ◊.,;UfilJJIJtz {t:111: 

IF YOU HAVE MOVED Si IJSTED SE HA CAMBIADO ~n~'-ifr.Bilfii} , JJrnf/n{till)F:lH'r.(E 
Complete this section II you have moved and co":foloto osto 111cc16'n ,1 u1t1d 10 ha camblldo y Jt:JlftJt-SIUJ:.ztt:111:, JMJlllttJ1t1>: 
now reside at an address other than that n,1/ o ohoro on otr■ dit1cci6n di1t1nt1 1 /1 qu• ~-shown on your allldavlt of registration. oparaco on au docl1roc16n /ur1da d1 r111111ro. 

I moved on 19_, Mo comb(o ol di 111-· lit etr.- Jt_i,;_JJ __ a ;wm 
My residence address 111 Ml d/1occ/6n 01 'I£ JJl.;(Etf.Jtl::11~:.li! : 

Zip Code 
ArOII Po1!1/ 

!1(1[1,t'il!Qt; 
NOTA: Un votonlo quo II c1mblo d1ntro de /01 211 

NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior diu ont,rloroa • •~to olocc/6n pu•d• l'f.:lt: ~1l:Jlt*il*llli=-t·Jt. El l'·Hlli!l-to this olecllon may obtain an ab- obtanor t1olot1 1u11nt1. Un vot1nto qu• 
sontee ballot. A voler moving more so camblo ontos de 101 211 dill 1nterlor11 ~, 'iif~l~-l~)t,ill!;! • JU~(E 
111110 29 days prior 10 this election do lo olocc/6n y qu1 no ae ,og/arro 1n11, 

Jlt*iX*~if;'lf.il@'Ml:: l·JL fl , iM and who did not re-register prior to do la lac/la I/no/ par11 r,g11rrar11 d1 0111 
tho registration closing date tor this olocci6n no puodo volar. 

:(Eiif.,l!ll-J.t* 11 Wl~Jl:Jllrr.rfr1f(t)r;/I: 
olecllon Is not ellglblo to vote. /lfl:a·, rtMtM*• 

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION 
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE 

!fil\-1.ri;: ROOM 1511, CITY HALL 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 84102 

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN IA $0l/CITUO DEil /IEC/1/IIIE EM lA OlltlflA 1f1 ,fi!J~/,WJW!~•;Ji:(J: Jrll½l I 1::11 zlliJ 
REGISTRAR'S OFFI~~ BY f ~og P.M., Oil IIIOl$T/IAII AMTE$ OE lAI ClltCO lit l'U~TO , ~~ so JJ1w1=r'F110:1M'1ti 
TUESDAY, May , 0 , DE IA rA1101. MA11r11. )I 7 Max,o O 

Jllmut/lfl-TrBit1J114t1&t-1JJ1t 1p,mJ.:m. El $ll'TIMO DIA Altf, ID/I Al 1A DE IA 
7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. ElECCIOlt. I " ,,, .. .,. " '"" .... 

I 
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JAY PATTERSON 
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS 
155 CITY HALl 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
~ON . 558-3061 
=y 558-3417 

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED 

MAILING lillri..__ 
. ADDRESS ,,..-

Ametfctm Independent Party 
Peace & Prudom Party 

Lilli••···- Paty Noa!pCll'lfaal 
11th Auembly Dl1trlct 

. BULK RATE 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco 

Calif. 
Permit No. A 

Third Class 

Applica•tion for absentee ballot 
appears on Page 95 

Aplicacion para papeleta de votante 
ausente aparece en. la Pagina 9 5 
VOTER SELECTION COUPON r.-----------------------------~ I STATE CITY 

I 
I 
I 
I 

lnl 
!I 
~I 

ii 
c,I 
!' cil 
ai: I 
~I 
DC I 
ol 
SI 
ul 

CANDIDATES 

U.S. Pro1ldent 
U.S. Senator 
U.S. Rep, In Congrc111 
State A11embly 

Judge, Superior # 1 
Judge, Superior #2 
Judge, Munl. # 1 _ 

County Central Committee• 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8 .• 
•R1f1r to your uunpl• ballot for tho numb■r of 
County Cenlrol Commlltao Momban lo ba •lodod, 

PROPOSITIONS PROPOSITIONS 
YES NO YES NO 

1 A 
~ B 
3 r. 
4 D 
5 ~ 

6 F 
7 N 

8 I 

9 J_ 
10 If 

11 L 

M 

Wrlto your 
N 

cholco, on thl• 0 
coupon ond p 
bring It to your 
voting booth. It Q 
wlll moko R voting oo,h1r 
for you, ond s 
wlll roduco th11 T tlmo othon 
hovo to wolt. V 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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