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OUTSTANDING POLL WORKERS - MARCH 7, 2000 PRIMARY ELECTION 
Angelica Alcobar Freeman Chee Margaret Gleason Barbara Massey Inez Small 
Patricia Anderson Howard Choy Crystal Guillory Joseph Masslccl George Stoll 
Michael Au Marv Claudio Jovonne Hardy Chenanl Matthews Lashonda Stuart 
Gordon Banchor Novelyn Claudio Paul Haynes Robyn Mcburney Rita Sutton 
Katherine Basconclllo Carlton Collins Hans Helley Holly MIiier Tollnlu Talaltupu 
Adam Bernstein Lisa Cooney Jeanne HIii Laurence Monroe Judy Thomas 
Susan Boeckman Sean Cooney Grace Ho Rose Ozan Forest Thompson 
WIiiiam Brady Petta Cooper Joseph Holmes Peggie Paul Mary Trepanier 
Reuben Brown Vito Corcla Lorraine Holmes Orestes Pierce Leo Trepanier 
Ronald Brown GIibert Criswell Oliva Hylton Elpldio Pinto Lois Walls 
Deloris Brown Joseph Crusoe Dyaisha Jackson Anna Pryor Mildred Ward 
Joe Mann Brown Rita D'Amlco Rafael Jimenez Nicholas Reynoso Barbara Ware 
Jaime Burnowski Christopher Detweller Daniel Johnson Rose Riggs Michael Wheatley 
Alda Burns James Detweiler Evelyn Joplin Naomi Ruff Andre WIider 
Lynne Butcher Samuel Devore Anita Kasch Alaine Sacdalan Gregory WIiiiams 
Forest Cadam Marie Dwan Monique Koller Annalisa Schappert Benjamin Wong 
Paul Cahill David Fagundes Herbert Kraft William Schoux Virginia Wu 
Lula Carter Virginia Ferrero Mark Kunltoml Sallluta Schwenke Earl Yeadaker 
WIiiiam Chan Klflln Flowers Mark Mackler Gilbert Seymore Frank Young 
Stella Chan Gilbert Francis Donald Mark George Sher Elmira Zeinapour 
Doris Charvet Edward Gleason Stephen T. Martin Junius Simmons David Zhang 

Dedication and Commitment 
The Department of Elections wants to take this opportunity to thank the above-listed poll workers for their dedication and 

commitment to our City during the March 7, 2000 Consolidated Presidential Primary Election. Please join us in acknowledg
ing the outstanding community service and personal contribution these poll workers have performed for all of us. 

Volunteer poll workers are needed in your neighborhood for upcoming elections. A poll worker is required to attend a train
ing session before each election. On Election Day, poll workers start at 6:30a.m. and finish at approximately 9:00p.m. The poll 
worker who is responsible for picking up supplies, delivering the ballots and acting as supervisor of a polling site is reimbursed 
$105 for the day. The other poll workers are reimbursed $82 for the day. We urge all of you to make time to volunteer your ser
vices to this fundamental aspect of democracy. 

. EQUAL CIVIC DUTY OPPORTUNITY - SIGN UP TODAY II§ 
~- DEMOCRACY NEEDS You ~- ..:: 

--------- \-----------------------------------------------------------------------------·------------
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTIONS - POLL WORKER APPLICATION 

I am a resident of San Francisco and a REGISTERED VOTER of San Francisco. I hereby request to 
be a poll worker for the Consolidated Presidential General Election to be held on Tuesday, 
November 7, 2000. If I am not currently registered to vote, my registration form is attached. BRING THIS 
FORM IN PERSON TO: Department of Elections, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Rm. 46. 

► I /00 ITJ OJ I 
Today's Date DATE of BIRTH (Month/Day/Year) 

□ FIRST NAME M.I. LAST NAME 

,___..____. _ _.___._.....____.__..___,_--',__-1.........1_-L.---1.-.L--1-_11 San Francisco, CA ._I __. _ _.___.__,__...J 
ADDRESS 

I I I 1-1 I I I I I I I 1-1 I I I I 
DAYTIME PHONE EVENING PHONE 

What language do you speak in addition to English? 

I 

ZIP CODE 

I HAVE A CAR: B Yes 

No 
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Department of Elections One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall • Room 48 
San Francisco, CA 9·4102-4634 
Phone: (415) 554-4375 
Fax: (415)564-7344 

Dear San Francisco Voter: 
_September 12, 2000 

November 7, 2000 Is an Important election for San Francisco. Not only is it'a presidential election year, It Is also 
the first year that San Francisco will be electing the Board of Supervisors under the District Elections system 
adopted by the voters through the passage of Proposition G In 1996. Further, the Year 2000 Is the year that the 
Department of Elections will debut Its new voting technology, 

THE EAGLE HAS LANDED! 

We are proud to make avallable to you San Francisco's new optical scanning voting technology! The "Eagle" 
optical scanning vote counting machine will be located In each of San Francisco's precincts In the November 7, 
2000 General Presidential Election. 

HOW TO MARK YOUR BALLOT: 

Marking your paper ballot Is simple: using the special pen provided by the poll worker vote by drawing a line con• 
nectlng the head and tall of the arrow that points to your choice: 

PRESIDENT 
VotoForOne 

THOMAS A, EDISON 

ALBERT EINSTEIN 

HELEN KELLER 

FLORENCE NIGHTINGALE 

BOOKERT. WASHINGTON 

Wrftl.ln 

NP 

NP 

NP 

NP 

NP 

DISTRICT ELECTIONS 

.. ... .. .. 
fl, 

Under District Elections, the biggest difference for-Individual voters will be that Instead of voting for several candidates for 
Supervisor to represent the whole City, each voter may vote for only ONE cahdldate for Supervisor for their own 
district. 

If you write lo the name of a candidate for supervisor who Is running In a different district, or If you vote Jo a 
polUng place lo a different supervisorial district than the address where you are registered to vote. your yote for 
supervisor may not be counted. 

That Is why It Is so Important this year for San Francisco voters to vote In their own assigned polling place. To find 
your polling place, just look on the back cover of this Voter Information Pamphlet. You can also look up your supervlsori
al district and polling place location on our website: www.sfgov.org/electlon 

Our staff at the Department of Elections is working hard to prepare for these changes In this upcoming election. Please 
feel free to call us If you have any questions about how we can help you . 

. PLEASE VOTE ON NOVEMBER 71 

~~ 
Patricia Fado 
Director, San Francisco Department of Elections 
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Ballot Slmpllflcatlon Committee 

John M. Odell, Committee Chair 
National Academy of Television Arts and Sciences, 
Northern California Chapter 

Mary HIiton 
League of Woman Voters 

Dr. Anthony Ramirez 
San Francisco Unified Sct,ool District 

Betty J. Packard 
Northern California Broadcasters Association 

Thomas J. Owen, !Ex officio 
Deputy City Attorney 

Patricia Fado, Ex officio 
Director of /Elections 

Citizens Advisory Committee on Elections 

Mayoral appointees: Ed Canapary, Kathleen Grogan, 
Su~an Horsfall, and Marcel Kapulica. 

Board of Supervisors appointees: Chris Bowman, Joan 
Lewis; Anne Pollteo, and Samson W. Wong. 

!Ex officio members: Thomas J. Owen, Deputy City 
Attorney and Patricia· Fado, Director of Elections. 

Appointed members represent political organizations, polit
ical parties, labor organizations, neighborhood organiza
tions, business organizations and other citizens groups 
Interested In the political process. 

· t1!J Mail Delivery of Voter Pamphlets 
The San Francisco Voter. Information Pamphlet and Sample 

Ballot Is scheduled to be mailed at the end of September. If 
you registered to vote on or before September 5, 2000 you 
should receive your Voter Information Pamphlet by the mid
dle of October. 

The Ballot Simplification Committee prepares 
summaries ("The Way It Is Now," "The Proposal," 

"A Yes Vote Means:• and "A No Vote Means") of 
measures placed on the ballot each. election. The 
Committee also prepares a table of contents, an index of 
candidates and measures, a brief explanation of the ballot 
pamphlet, definitions of terms in the pamphlet, a summary 
of voters' basic rights, and. a statement as to the term, 
compensation and duties of each local elective office. 

T. he Citizens Advisory Committee on Elections 
studies and makes advisory recommendations to the 
officers of the City and County on all matters relating 

to voter registration, elections and the administration of the 
Department of Elections.· 1t Investigates compliance with 
the requirements of Federal, State and local election and 
campaign reporting, disclosure laws and other statutes 
relating to the conduct of elections In San Francisco, 
promotes citizen participation In the electoral process, and 
studies and reports on all election matters referred to it by 
various officers of the City and County. 

If you registered to vote or changed your registration after 
September 5, your Voter Information Pamphlet will be malled 
after October 16. 

If you do not receive your Voter Information Pamphlet In a 
timely manner, please notify your local Post Office. 

• PURPOSE OF THE VOTER INFORMATION PAMPHLET 

This Voter Information Pamphlet provides voters with information about the November 7, 2000 Consolidated 
Presidential General Election. The pamphlet includes: 

Page 
1. A Sample Ballot (a copy of the ballot you will see at your polling place or when you vote by mail). . . . after'page 32 
2. The location of your polling place .................................... (see the label on the Back Cover) 
3. An appllcatlon for an Absentee (Vote-by-Mail) Ballot and for permanent absentee voter status . .... (Back Cover) 
4. Your rights as a voter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . ..... 6 
5. Information for disabled voters . . . . . . . ........................................................... 7 
6. Definitions of the words you need to know; and .............................................•..... P-2 
7. Information about each local ballot measure, including a summary, how the proposition got on the ballot, 

the Controller's Statement; arguments for and against the measure, and the legal text begins on page . . . . P-3 
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WHAT IS DIFFERENT ABOUT DISTRICT ELECTIONS? 

The biggest difference for lndlvldual voters Is that Instead of voting for several candidates for 
Supervisor to represent the whole City, each voter may vote for only ONE candidate for Supervisor for 
their own district. 

If you write In the name of a candidate for supervisor who Is running In a different district, or If you 
vote In ·a polling place In a different supervlsorlal district than the address where you are registered 
to vote, your ballot may not be counted. 

HOW DO J KNOW WHICH IS MY 
DISTRICT? 

r:V1il7:t\1S~i'.lf ~1\f Jij'.~J(}lif/J\:r;:_:_;r~:-:--:~:t;:~·-?~(1!· !•'\~. "'i ::~ir~_:: ;:;\'.~\!1 ;:.·· . ·-: !t: 'i:-'• I. . 
11··,l-·f·t1\,·'il· . .,.,,, ,,,,.,,i ' (1, .• ,, ,·,\ ... ,,.,' ·•. 

;11~0~11r ::::---,1~!!\;;l:t,t~~ 
• Ydu can find the Dis,rict Map: 

I • • I 
: 1'' On page 20 of the September, 2000 edition of 

the San Francisco Yellow Pages. 
.1 • \ 

1 r ... ·., 

On the internet through the Department of i,ti), 
1,1\ 

. Elections website: www.sfgov.org/election 
Posted in libraries and other public places; or 

:;\;) ·-· 

• Call the Department of Elections at 415-554-4375 
and we can help you locate your 

hti; ,i,-......,_;:;....;;::.f={ 
;·\1 
,,.)r 

1J: 
·,;;: supervisorial district. 

iQUE HAY DE DIFERENTE EN CUANTO A 
LAS ELECCIONES DE DISTRITO? 

,t1•t 
. , : ~ 
i' ilJ~~ 

La dlferencla mas grande para las electores lndlvlduales 
es que en luger de voter par varlos. candldatos para 
Supervisor que representen a toda la Cludad, cada elector 
puede voter solamente par UN candldato para Supervisor 
para su proplo dlstrlto. 

SI usted ascribe . el nombre de un candldato para 
Supervisor que se esta presentando en un dlstrlto 
dlferente, o sl vota en un lugar de votaclon sltuado en un 
dlstrlto de Supervlsores dlferente al que corresponde a la 
dlrecclon donde usted esta reglstrado para votar, es 
poslble que no se cuente su balota. · 

iC6MO SE CUAL ES Ml DISTRITO? 

• Puede encontrar el Mapa de los Distritos: 

• En la pagina 20 de la edici6n de septiembre de 2000 de. las 
Paginas Amarillas de San Francisco. 
• En Internet, por medic del sitio web del Departamento de 
Elecciones: www.sfgov.org/election 

• En las carteleras de las bibliotecas y otros lugares publicos; o 
Liamando al Departamento de Eiecciones al 415-554-4375; 
ya qua podremos ayudarle a localizar su distrito de 
Supervisores. 
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NEW VOTINO TECHNOLOOV IN SAN FRANCISCOI 
r:r IF YOU MAKE A MISTA·KE WHILE VOTING simply request another ballot. 

:.:. ,':' ' . .. : ... 

:HQW TO MARK YOUR BALLOT .·· · 
: 1·. You' wnt vot~ ori paper ballot 'pages that are prli1ttKI. on 
; ~lh'•~d~a. of thi page. ae·sure to ·vote on both_ sides. 
l.~f the·pagel ' ·.• : ' . . . . . . ' .. ' 
L~~ ·U~lng ,the pen prov,ldad by the poll w~rker, mark 'the' 
:· l)allotby drawlng,a: llne ~tween the head and tall of an 
! :~rrow that point$ t~ your choice: 

I 

: 3~ Feed your ballot pages, one by orie; Into the slot In the 
front of the 11Eagle:' 

PRESIDENT 
VoteForOne 

THOMAS A, EDISON 

ALBERT EINSTEIN 

HELEN KELLER 

FLORENCE NIGHTINGALE 

BOOKER T. WASHINGTON 

Write-In 

NP • • • 
NP • • 
NP 

fl, NP 

NP 

1NUEVA TECNOLOGfA DEVOTACl6N EN SAN FRANCISCO! 

SJ SE EQUIVOCA AL VOTAR, simp/emente plda otra balota. 

COMO MARCAR SU BALOTA 

1. Votara en hojas de papel con la balota impresa a ambos lados de la 
pagina. 1Asegurese de votar en ambos lados de la paginal 

2. Usando la pluma provlsta por el trabajador del lugar de votacl6n, 
marque la balota dibujando una lfnea entre la cabeza y la cola de la 
flecha que apunte a su selecci6n; 

3. Ponga sus paginas de balota una por una en la ranura de la parte 
frontal del "Eagle". · 

.:HOW TO VOTE FOR A WRITE-IN CANDIDATE 
• "1'0 vote for a candidate not Hated on the ballot: 
• · (Do not write In votes for candidates already on the ballot) 

: 1'. Write the name of the write-In candidate In the space,marked 
· .11Wrlte-ln." · · · · 

2. You must draw a llne connecting the head and tall of the arrow 
· that ,points at the "Write-In'.' space for your-write-In vote to be 
' counted. . , . 

.REMEMBER: Only write-In votes tor qualified write-In candidates 
· will be counted. Write-In votes for supervlsorlal candidates who 
.are not. running In your district_ wlll not be counted. 

. GOVERNOR 
Vote For Ono 

GEORGE WASHINGTON Dem. .. II 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN Rep... 111 
Jim Jliams, Pru. 

Wrlle-ln 

:h:t;:R I J\. {WRITE-IN) ffiilV,A~Jil ,I 

iii * 1dt l1Jr ill ~ #H! A :f ,ff. ilULJ:. • it 
-it ,-x "f 41N', .flt .,J : 

COMO VOTAR POR UN CANO/DATO NO LISTAOO 

Para volar por un candldato no iistado en la baiota: 

(No escrlba en la balota los votos para los candidates) 
(-1-... e. .tLil~ J:. (r/J ~ill A.. ... !l A. ii~ ~4ll) 

1. M-)t J\.~ilA ~ ,t !f I ,tf.lfJ{lI rite-In" 
~ Y-:1.!i...l:. 0 

1. Escriba el nombre de candidate no llstado en el espacio lndlcado 
"Write-In" (No Llstado). 

2 •~m•n~•111r•~•A••A 
~ -f jji •-i :i! * 0 

~ : R ;fi ;t ¼ #>: %PdfdJ1 A. l'l!J .ilt .$ ;;J· -t 
M#S4~ 0 am••••mA..~•~* 
••~tf•~&l'l!J~l'l!JM.iltA..el~M 
.ilt A. jft ;JJt , 1t. l'l!J - $ • ~ -t :/tUl jf: 0 

2. Traze una lfnea conectando la cabeza y la cola de la fiecl,a que apun
ta al espacio "Write-In" (No Llstado) para asegurarse de que se cuente 
su voto para el candldato no listado. 

RECUERDE: Solamente se contaran los votos para candidatos no lista
dos siempre y cuando sean candidatos no listados calificados. No se 
contaran ios votos para candidates no iistados para el puesto de 
Supervisor que no se esten representando su distrito. 
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Your Rights as a Voter 
by the Ballot Simplification Committee · 

Q - Who can vote? 
A- U.S. citizens, 18 years or older, who are registered to 
vote in San Francisco on or befc;,re October 10, 2000. 

Q - II I don't know what to do when I get to my pol/Ing 
place, Is there someone there to .help me? 
A - Yes, the poll workers at the polling place will help you. 

Q - My 18th birthday Is after October 10, 2000 but on 
or before November 7. May I vote In the November 7 Q - Can I take my sample ballot or my own written //st 
election? Into the voting booth? . 
A-Yes, if your 18th birthday is on or before November 7, A- Yes. Deciding your votes before you get to the polls 
but after October 1 O, you can register to vote on or before will help. You can locate your sample ballot In the center 
October 1 o and vote November 7 - even though you were · section of this voter pamphlet. · 

. not 18 at the time you registered to vote. 

Q - /I/ was arrested or convicted of a crime can I st/II 
vote? 
A - You can vote as long as you are not 
In prison or on parole for a felony convic
tion. You must be registered to vote. 

Q - Is there any way to vote Instead .of going to the 
po/ling place on Elect/on Day? 

A - Yes, you can vote before 
November 7 If you: 

Q - / have Just become a U.S. citizen. 
Can /.vote In the November 7 election? • 
A - If you became a U.S. citizen on or 
before October 1 o, you may vote In the 
election, but you must register to vote by 
October 10. · 

A - U.S. citizens, 

Fili out and mail the Absentee 
Ballot application printed on the 
back cover of this book. Within 
three days after we receive your 
request, a vote-by-mail ballot will 
be sent to you. Your request must 
be received by the Department of 
Elections no later than October 31, 
2000; 

OR 18 years or older, who OR 

If you became a U.S; citizen after 
October 1 o, but on or before October 31, · 
you may register and vote at the 
Department of Elections office with proof 
of citizenship and proof of San Francisco 
residency. 

are registered to vote Go to the Office of the 
Department of Elections at City 
Hall, One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett 
Place, Room 48 from October 1 o 
through November 7. The office 

in San Francisco on 

or before October 1 o, 
2000. hours are: from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 

p.m., Monday through Friday; from 
10 a.m. to 4 p.m. every weekend 
starting October 14; and from 7 

' 
Q · - / have moved within the county 
· but have not re-registered. Can I vote 
In this elect/on? 
A - Yes, but you must go to your new polling place and 
show proof of current residence. 

Q - When do I vote? 
A - Election Day is Tuesday, November 7, 2000. Your 
polling place will be open from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. 

' Q - Where do I go to vote? 
A - Go to your polling place. The address Is on the back 
cover of this book. 

Q - What do I do If my polling place Is not open? 
A - Check the label on the back of this book to make sure 
you have gone to the right place. Polling places often 
change. If you are at the right place, call the Department 
of Elections at 554-4375 to let them know the polling place 
is not open. 
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a.m. to 8 p.m. on Election Day, November 7. 

Q - II I don't use an application form, can I get an 
Absentee Ballot some other way? 
A - You can send a not!:!, preferably on a postcard, to the 
Department of Elections asking for a ballot. This note must 
include: your printed home address, the address where 
you want the ballot mailed, your birthdate, your printed 
name and your signature. Mall your request or fax It to 
(415) 554-4372. Your request must be received by the 
Department of Elections no later than October 31, 2000. 



Early Votin•g 
(In person or by mail) 

EARLY VOTING IN PERSON 

Office hours for early voting are as follows: 
• · 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
(beginning October 1 O at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. 
Goodlett Place, Room 48); 
• 1 O a.m. to 4 p.m;, every Saturday and Sunday start• 
Ing October 14.and 15, through November 4 and 
Novembers; 
• 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. on Election Day, November 7 at City 
Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 48. 

EARLY VOTING BY MAIL 

Any voter may request an absentee ballot. You can 
request a ballot by mail, using the application form 
provided on the back of this pamphlet. You may also 
request a ballot by sending a short note or postcard to the 
Department of Elections. When making such a request, 
remember to include your home address, the address to 
which you want the ballot mailed, your blrthdate, name and 
signature. Your signature must be Included! 
(Mall your request or fax it to (415) 554-4372.) 

NOTE: You no longer need a reason such as illness or travel to qualify to cast 
your ballot prior to Election Day. Any registered voter may vote early. 

HERE'S HOW TO GET YOUR BALLOT BY MAIL·: 
To request an absentee ballot by mail, complete. the application card on the back 
cover of this pamphlet and return it to the Department of Elections so that it is 
received no later than October 31, 2000. Within three days after we receive your 
request, a vote-by-mail ballot will be sent to you. 

Access for the Disabled Voter 
by the Ballot Simplification Committee 

ABSENTEE VOTING·- All voters may request that an absen
tee ballot be malled to them, or they may vote in person at the 
Department of Elections, City Hall, One Dr. Carlton B. 
Goodlett Place, Room 48, from October 10 through November 7. 
The office hours are: 

, 8:00 a.in. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday; 
, 1 o a.m. to 4 p.m., every Saturday and Sunday, 
starting October 14 and 15 through November 4 and 5. 
, 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. on Election Day, November 7. 
In addition, voters with at least one of the specified 

disabilities listed on page 8 may apply to become Permanent 
Absentee Voters. Ballots for all future elections will 
automatically be malled to Permanent Absentee Voters. 
TAPE RECORDINGS - The San Francisco Public Library 
for the Blind and Print Disabled, 100 Larkin Street, 
distributes tape-recorded copies of the Voter Information 
Pamphlet for use by visually impaired voters. 
TDD (TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVICE FOR THE DEAF) -
Hearing-Impaired or speech-impaired voters who have a 
TDD may communicate with the San Francisco 
Department of Elections office by calling 554-4386. 

ASSISTANCE - Persons unable to complete their ballot 
may bring one or two persons with them Into the voting 
booth to assist them, or they may ask poll workers to 
provide assistance .. · 
CURBSIDE VOTING - If architectural barriers prevent an 
elderly or disabled voter from entering the polling place, 
poll workers will bring the necessary voting materials to the 
voter In front of the polling place. 
PARKING - If a polling place is situated in a residential 
garage, elderly and disabled voters may park in the drive
way while voting, provided they do not block traffic. 
READING TOOLS - Every polling place has large-print 
instructions on how to vote and special sheets to magnify 
the type on the ballot. 
SEATED VOTING - Every polling place has at least one 
voting booth which allows voters to vote while sitting In a 
chair or a wheelchair. 
VOTING TOOLS - Every precinct has an easy-grip pen for 
signing the roster and an easy-grip special pen for marking 
the ballot. 

7 



Permanent Absentee Voter Qualifications 
' ' ·. 

(Permanent Vote-by•M!:lll Qualiflcatlons) 

· ~ If you ar~ physically disabled, you may apply to be a permanent absentee voter. Once you are · . /Yon our permanent absentee voter mailing list, we will mall you an absentee ballot automatically for 
· 1/ · every election until you move, re-register, or do not vote. If you do not vote In a statewide election, you 

will no longer be a permanent absentee voter; however, you will remain on the voter roll unless this office has 
. been Informed that you no longer live at the address at which you are registered. 

To qualify as a .. Permanent Absentee Voter:• you must meet at least one of the following conditions: 

I. .• Have lost use of one or more limbs; 
• Have lost use of both hands; 

1 • Be unable to move about without the aid of an assistance device (e.g. cane, crutches, walker, wheelchair); 
• Be suffering from lung disease, blindness, or cardiovascular disease; · 
• Have significant limitation in the use of the lower extremities; 
• Be suffering from a diagnosed disease or disorder which substantially impairs or interferes with mobility; 

or 
• Be a spouse or family member who resides with and is the primary caregiver to a voter with any of the 

conditions described above. · · 

To receive an application for permanent absentee voting status, complete the Absentee Ballot application on the back 
cover and return It to the Department of Elections or call for an application at (415) 554-5665. Be sure to check the box 
that aye, "Please send me a Pennanent Absentee Voter Application" and sign your name where It says, "Sign Here", 

If you move, re-register, _or do not vote, you will need to re-apply for permanent absentee voter status. In all other 
cases, you do not need to re-apply. 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO P,ERMANENT ABSENTEE VOTERS 
If you have already registered as a permanent absentee voter, your ballot will be malled by October 1 o. To find out 

If you are reslstered as a permanent absentee voter, please call the Departmenrof Elections at 554-4411. If you have 
not received your absentee ballot by October 20,. please call 554-4411. • 

How to Locate Your Polling Place 
!Back cover of this pamphlet (lower left corner): I 

NOTE: 
Your polling place address Is 
located In · the lower left-hand 
corner of the back cover of this 
pamphlet. Please make a note of It. 
Even If you send In for an absentee 
ballot, you may stlll wish to turn In 
your ballot at your polling place on 
Election Day. · 

Your precinct number 

8 

100 Collingwood Street . 
Eureka Valley Playground 
P12345678 NP 
PCT-3623 
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. CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
OFFICES TO BE VOTED ON THIS ELECTION 

MEMBER, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . 
The _Board of Supervisors is the governing body for the City and County of San Francisco. Its 

members make laws and establish the annual budget for City departments. 
The term of office for members of the Board of Supervisors for this election will be either two or four 

years. Because this Is the first election under district elections, the term of office will be determined 
when the new board takes office. Supervisors are paid $37,585 a year. There are eleven members of 
the Board of Supervisors. Voters will select one member from their district this election. · 

MEMBER, BOARD OF EDUCATION 
The Board of Education is the governing body for the San Francisco Unified School District. It directs 

kindergarten through grade twelve. . 
The term of office for members of the Board of Education is four years. They are paid $6,000 a year. 

There are seven members of the Board of Education. Voters will select four members this election. 

MEMBER, COMMUNITY COLLEGE. BOARD 
The Community College Board is the governing body for the San Francisco Community College 

District. It directs City College and other adult learning centers. 
The term of office for members of t.he Community College Board is four years.· They are paid $6,000 

a year. There are seven members of the Community College Board. Voters will select four members this 
election. 

STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS 
LOCAL CANDIDATES 

On the following pages are statements of qualifications from local candidates. They have been 
printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 

The statements are submitted by the candidates. They have not been checked for accuracy by 
any City official or agency. 

♦ THE ABOVE CANDIDATE HAS AGREED TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 
The above statement preceded by the diamond indicates candidates who have adopted voluntary 
campaign spending limits according to the Campaign Finance Reform Ordinance (CFRO) section 
1.128. This information also is indicated next to a candidate's name on the ballot. 

■ 
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Candidates for Board of Supervisors - _District ·1. 

ROSE.TSAI 

My occupation Is Neighborhood Advocate/Radio Host. 

My qualifications are: 
I am a graduate of NYU and U.C. Hastings College of the 
Law.. I have lived In the Richmond district for15 years with 
my husband and two sons. I know our neighborhood and I 
understand our Issues. · 

We have a crltlcal housing shortage, our school system Is 
In chaos, traffic Is a mess, and parking Is Impossible. We 
must find sol_utlons to these long-standing problems. 

The Mission of the Board of Supervisors Is to respond to 
the needs of the people. But despite the fact that our city 
budget has Increased from 2.9 billion dollars In 1996 to 
4.4 billion today, our needs are not being met. It's time for 
the Richmond to get Its fair share. 

Let's hold City Hall accountable. Don't let the same old 
· polltlclans play the same old game. Walk a new path with 
me. As Supervisor, I will represent you with honesty and 
Integrity. I will help bring back Independence, leadership, 
and a sense of pride back to the Board of Supervisors. 
Together we can get the job done In City Hall. 

Endorsers 

Clint Reilly 
Supervisor Leland Yee 
Hayden Lee 
Matt Fong 

Rose Tsai 

Mara Kopp 
Roland Quann 
Lee Dolsen 
Winchell Hayward 

♦ T/fli AOOVli CANO/OAT!: IIAO AORliEO TO VOLUNTARILY UM/T CAMPA/ON 6PENO/Na, 

JASON Z. JUNGREIS 

My occupation· Is Attorney. 

My qualifications are: .. 
Website: members.phoenlxdsl.corn/~Jungrels 
E_mall: Jasonjungrels@phoenlxdsl.com . 
Personal: Married homeowner with two young children; 

Judge Pro Tern of Superior Court. 
Campaign: Solely through Website, Voter Pamphlet, civic 

organization appearances. 
Full Platform, Endorsements: please see Website. 
Fiscal Responsibility 

• No bond measures. 
• Municlpallze city's electrical power. · 
• Require true proof~of-San Francisco-residence for 

General Assistance. 
• Rigorous Muni negotiations. · 
• Encourage City Attorney consumer-oriented litigation. 
• Limit Mayor hiring "aides." 

Quality Of Life 
• Timed traffic lights. 
• Street resurfacing after repairs. 
• Public organization, promotion of daycare services. 
• Severely regulate guns, ammunition. 
• Track homeless criminal activities, utilization of services. 
• Increase classroom funding by making after-school 

programs self-funding, thereby encouraging middle
class use of city's public schools. 

• Decriminalize soft drugs - enforce personal, property, 
quality-of-life laws. 

• Legalize severely restricted prostitution - prohibit Illegal 
prostitution. 

• Create east shore public beach. 
• Hydrant parking at own risk. 
• Preserve Central Freeway. 
• Allow late-night dance clubs. 
• Modify parking laws for mopeds, motorcycles, small 

electrical vehicles. 
• Taxi central-dispatch. 
• Close G.G.P.'s JFK Drive weekends to Ocean Beach. 

Environmental Conservation 
• Prevent SFO landfill runways. 
• Energy policy mandating conservation. 
• Residential, business recycling. 
• Promote biking, telecommuting. 

Planning For The Future 
• High-tech industry. 
• East shore development. 
• Downtown high-rise apartments. 
• Treasure Island Burning Man exhibit, festival. 

Jason Z. Jungreis 

♦ TIii! AOOV6 CAND/OAT6 I/AS AOREED TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPA/ON BPEND/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by the. candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Board of Supervisors - D.istrict 1 

JAKE McGOLDRICK 

My occupation is College English Teacher. 

My qualifications are: 
I have lived in the Richmond and been active in 

protecting and improving our neighborhood for 25 years. 
I have taught at USF for 12 years, and been an off leer of 
the Richmond Community Association, the Coalition fot 
San Francisco Neighborhoods, and the San Francisco 
Housing and Tenants Council, and member of the Coalition 
for Jobs, Arts, and Housing. As city Rent Board 
Commissioner, and as President of my bargaining unit 
(American Federation of Teachers, Local 4269), I have 
earned a reputation for fairness. My two children graduated 
from Richmond District public schools. 

I am the only candidate running who will be neither a 
rubber stamp nor an obstructionist to the current Mayor. As 
your Supervisor, I will judge each issue on its merits, 
responding to your wants and needs. 

As a father, renter, and educator, I will continue to work 
for educational opportunities for all our children, housing 
which ordinary, working families can afford, a city bureau
cracy responsive to our concerns, and parking and traffic 
which meets the needs of Richmond families and 
merchants. 

My supporters include: San Francisco Tenants Union, 
Richmond Community Association; many friends and 
Richmond neighbors: Margaret Brady, Eric Mar, Tony 
KIiroy, Kathy DeVincenzi, Sidney Heller, and others. 

' 

Jake McGo/drick 

♦ T/IE ABOVE CANDIDATE IIA9 AGREED TO VOLUNTAnlLY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 

RON "DR. K" KONOPASKI 

My occupation is Dentist - Retired. 

My qualifications are: 
The Richmond District has been my home since 196_9. 

We . raised our family here. I retired after 30 years, 
pioneering Preventive Dentistry and being active In the 
Dental Society. I employed Scientific Methods to achieve 
innovative results. This process applies equally to City 
Government..... · 

• Examination 

• Identify problems 

• Create solution options 

• Set goals 

• Monitor progress 

• Install maintenance systems 
Entering the 21st Century, it's time to discard 19th 

Century thinking, political infighting and cronylsm; and 
work together to preserve our rich history, and plan a well 
functioning city of the future. 

My only political ambitions are accomplishing these 
goals. 
I am not beholden to any · politicians, lobbyists, or 
pressure groups. 
Nearly 2400 District One voters helped place me on the 
ballot. 
I am honest and hardworking. 

I will provide the can do leadership that San Francisco 
and District One deserve. 

My endorsers are people like you,· who want San 
Francisco government to honestly and straightforwardly 
solve the problems facing our citizens. 

Polly Arzaga Charles LaMere 
Eli:z:abeth Bain Gertrude Lee 
Pat Barbagelata Jeanne Lynch 
Chief Thomas Cahill Diane Meiswinkel 
Susan Chin Yelena Oks 
Francis Chow George Omura 
Rev. Charles Durkin Benjamin Peralta 
Mary Johnson Ernestine Perotti 
Brian Kavanagh Galina Shaposhnik 
Eugene Keller Brian Tickler 

Ron "Dr. /(" l(onopaski 

♦ TIIE ACIGVE CANDIDATE I/AS AGREED 10 VOLVNTA/1/LY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Board of Supervisors - District· 1 

MICHAEL VAKI 

My occupation Is .Member, Board of Supervisors. 

My qualifications are: 
As a Richmond District resident for over a decade and as 
Member of the Board of Supervisors,· It has been my 
privilege to represent you.for the past 4 years. . . 
Neighborhood Experience: 
• Enhanced safety of children and seniors by placing new 

stop signs and signals around schools, shopping areas, 
and dangerous Intersections; 

• Targeted $500;000 In new funds for programs serving 
children, elderly, disabled, and.immigrant populations; 

• Expanded parking opportunities; 
• Created a day camp for underprivileged kids; 
• Improved recreational areas and bicycle paths; 
• Banned tour buses from residential streets. 

City Leadership: 
• Co-authored Prop E to put the needs of MUNI riders 

first; 
• Increased funds for ·new housing; 
• Authored PacBell Park and Mission Bay legislation; 
• Required employers to give preference to San 

Franciscans In hiring; . 
• Fought the oil companies' gas gouging practices; 
• Stood up to ·the gun lobby by banning wsat1,1rday Night 

Specials;" 

My experience and record of · effectiveness means that 
continuing my work with PAR, the Richmond Neighborhood 
Coalition, the Geary and Clement Street merchants' 
associations, senior and children"s organizations, and 
neighbors like you, we can keep the Richmond a special 
place to live In this great City. 

Michael Yak/ 

♦ Tiffi ADOVfi CANOIDATli I/AS AaREEO ro VOLUNTAfl/LY UMrT CAMPAIGN BPENDINa, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candi_~ates for Co-mmunity College Board 
JUSTIN TIN . ' 

My occupation is Dentist. 

-MY qualifications are: 
My City College education opened a wt.ole new world 

of opportunities for me. As an Immigrant and now a dentist 
I want to assist other San Franciscans of all backgrounds 
In achieving the _success for which I· am so grateful. 

As a City College student I ~ecame aware of problems 
that I intend to address as a member of the ·Community 
College Board. I'm committed to: 

• Expanding English as a Second Language 
opportunities to maximize students' ability to enter the Bay 
Area's booming job market. 

• Increasing the number of classrooms and reducing 
the number of students per class, to make education more 
personal and enriching. 

CHRIS FINN 

My occupation is Train Operator. 

My qualifications are: . 
As former Student Vice-President, I'm running on the 
Progressive Left Slate with and endorsed by College Board 
candidates Abel Mouton and Erin. Brown, Supervlsorlal 
candidates Carlos Petronl and Lucrecia Bermudez and 
School Board candidate Marla Dolores Rinaldi. We have a 
comprehensive, working class platform to save San 
Francisco from gentrification, displacement of people of 
color and the pro-corporate policies of the local political 
machine. We support Ralph Nader for President, and we 
are for an organization of workers and the oppressed 
against the bipartisan system. For the full text of our plat
form or to volunteer, please call (415) 452-9992. 

• Increasing the number of tutors and counselors, to ·• A free CCSF 
better meet the individual needs of students in all areas. • Adequate childcare for student parents 

• Expanding on-line education. 
• Making City College and other campuses throughout • $14 per hour for student workers 

San Francisco safer and more secure, especially for • An end to exploitation of part timers: 
evening class students. • Pro-rated pay and Job security fpr part-timers 

• Expediting construction of the new Chinatown / North 
Beach and Mission campuses. • At least 80% full time faculty 

I am proud to have the support of: • Administrative raises to be tied to raises of equal 
percentage for faculty, staff and student workers Mayor Brown; Assemblymembers Migden, Shelley; 

Supervisors Yaki, Becerril, Teng, Leno, Brown, • 
Kaufman; Sheriff Hennessey; City Treasurer Leal; 
School Board President Hernandez 

I would be honored to have your trust and your vote. 

Justin Tin 

♦ TIIE AOOVE CANO/DATE I/AS AGREED TD VOLUNTAntLY uMrr CAMPAIGN SPENO/NO, 

Replacing the present College Board with a board 
composed of and elected by students, faculty and staff. 

As the first steps in this direction, we propose: 

• Extending district elections to College Board 
• Electing representatives of students, faculty and staff 

to the College Board 

Chris Finn 

♦ TIIE ADOVE CANDIDATE I/AS AGREED TD VOWNTAntLY LIMrr CAMPAIGN SPENO/Na, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by-any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Community College Board 
CHRISTINE GADDI 

My occupation Is Student and Non-Profit Volunteer. 

My qualifications are: 
Digital divide, transfe'r rates, welfare to work, and dis

placement: four critical issues that affect the San Francisco 
community. The Board of Trustees has failed to set policy 
that addresses these concerns; therefore, City College's 
report card In these areas Is falling: As a Board member, 
I will form partnerships with high-tech companies to narrow 
the digital divide. I will prioritize the success of underrepre
sented students, whose primary access to four-year 

. universities Is via CCSF. I will eliminate programs that track 
student parents fnto low-paying jobs and offer job training 
and education that lead to a real living wage. 

Since 1996, I have worked side-by-side With other stu
dents to lead our community towards the path of social and 
economic justice. Through our joint efforts, we successfully 
sued the district for taking $2.5 mllllon of student money, 
built a child-care facility for single student parents, and 
enhanced a book loan program for low-Income students. It 
Is time to make a difference from the "other side" - we need 
new voices on the Col!ege Board. 

Endorsed by: 

· Supervisor Tom Ammlano 

Supervisor Leland Yee 
JIii Wynns, Board of Education 
Mauricio Vela, Candidate, Board of Education 
Phillip Babcock 
Criss Ramero 
Renee Saucedo 

Christine Gadd/ 

♦ T//E AOOVE CANO/DATE //AB AOREEO TO VOLUNTARILY UMIT CAMPAIGN BPENO/NQ, 

JULIO J. RAMOS 

My occupation Is Consumer Rights Attorney. 

My qualifications are: 
I am currently an attorney with a California state agency 
where I fight with utility companies to lower your utility bills. 
I graduated with a B.A. in Political Science from Pitzer 
College and received my law· degree from Columbia 
University. After law school, I was a litigator with a large 
law firm where I specialized in representing non-profit 
community based organizations and poor persons In need 
of adequate housing. In San Francisco, I am on the Board 
of Directors of La Raza Lawyers and the Housing 
Conservation and Development Corporation (HCDC). I am 
also on the steering committee for the Southwest Voter 
Registration Project. 

I am personally dedicated to the Community College 
system. It is there that my mother obtained her A.A. degree 
which gave her employment opportunities that greatly 
improved the quality of my family's life. Her example 
showed me the extreme importance of education In today's 
society. My younger brother is now a student in the City 
College and I am determined to make sure that the City 
College prepares him and his fellow students to meet the 
challenges of the 21st century and gives them the 
opportunity to fulfill their dreams. 

Email: Ramosfortrustee@Yahoo.com 

Julio J. Ramos 

♦ TIIE AOOVE CANO/DATE I/AS AOneeo TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENO/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Community College Board 
RODEL E. RODIS 

My occupation Is Member, Community College Board. 

My qualifications are: _ 
I have been actively Involved In an l.lnprecedented 

dynarrilc partnership. of trustees, educators, students, 
classlfled staff, administrators and a new chancellor. 

• Together, we'Ve made City College affordable, accessible 
and one that meets the life-long educational and tech
nological needs of our diverse communities. 

• Together, we've made City College first in California In 
Associate of Arts degrees conferred and second in. 
America In Associate of Arts degrees awarded to 
minority students. 

JOAN E. McCLAIN 

My occupation Is Classified Employee at City College of 
San Francisco. 

My qualifications are: 
Native San Franciscan, born in the Mission. Re-entry 
student and graduate of City College. Currently employed 
at City College In EOPS Department, a program for low 
income educationally disadvantaged students. 

Founding member and first president, CCSF Classified 
Senate. Former SFCCb representative to SEIU Local 790 
Executive Board. Member of three contract negotiation 
teams representing Classified Staff. Former Bay Area 
representative to California Community College Classified 
Senate. 

• Together, we've enabled City College to graduate a Serve on the College Planning and Budgellng Committee. 
higher percentage of junior transfers (75.5%) than Member of City College Advisory Committee. 
other community colleges (58.9%). 

• Together, we've created an environment of significantly 
improved morale, unencumbered by the divisiveness of 
the past. 

As my contribution to this partnership, I secured the 
transfer of the 15-acre South Balboa Reservoir to City 
College to provide more space for our densely populated 
Phelan campus. I worked to obtain sites for our 
Chinatown/North Beach and Mission campuses, establish 
a· chlld-care faclllty, and provide the entire district with a 
state-of-the-art fiber-optic network Infrastructure. 

• Together, we will maintain City College as a leading 
center for teaching and iearnlng, providing students of 
all backgrounds with access to quality, affordable 
programs. 

I rli!spectfully ask for your vote. 

Rode/ E. Rodis 

♦ Tllli ADOV6 CANDIOAT6 //AS AGREED TO VOLUNTARILY UMfT CAMPAIGN SPEND/NG, 

My pr.lorlties are to make CCSF a more student friendly 
college, to strengthen and expand our vocational 
programs, to recruit and encourage a more diverse faculty 
to more closely reflect the population of both the college 
and the city, and to see that the College serves the needs 
of all San Franciscans. 

My Sponsors are: 

Community College Board President, Anlt@ Grier 
Members of the Board: 
Natalie Berg Robert Burton 
Rodal Rodis Robert Varni 

Student Trustee: Toni Hines 
Former Student Trustee: Scott Brown 

Jim Mayo 
Lawren.ce Wong 

Former Associated Student President: Christine Gaddl 

Thomas J. Cahill Ruben Garcia 
Mary L Callanan Margaret Keohane 
Jose M. Cisneros Sodonia M. Wilson 

Joan E. McClain 

Anita Martiniz 
Criss Romero 
Alice Munoz Shvarts 
Claire Zvanski 

♦ TIIE ADOVE CANDIDATE I/AS AGREED TO VOLUNTARILY L/MfT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Community College Board· 
MILTON MARKS Ill 

My occupation Is Non-Profit Executive Director. 

· My qualifications are: · . 
City College Is a tremendous resource for tens of thousands 
of San Franciscans. It gives people opportunities to 
achieve academic and vocational goals at a reasonable 
price, often while living at home and working. We should be 
proud of It, and make It even stronger. 

We need to serve students better by Increasing certificates 
and degrees awarded, raising transfer rates, and providing· 
stronger.guidance In maneuvering through the system. 

Key to student. success are faculty and staff who feel 
appreciated and energized. Good pay, working conditions, 
and professional development opportunities will attract and 
retain high-quality faculty and staff. 

. ABEL MOUTON 

My occupation Is Investigative Journalist. 
My qualifications are: 
I'm-running on the Progressive Left Slate with and 
endorsed by College Board candidates Chris Finn and Erin 
Brown, Supervlsorlal candidates Carlos Petron! and 
Lucrecia Bermudez and School Board candidate Marla 
Dolores Rinaldi. We have a comprehensive, working class 
platform to save San Francisco from gentrification, 
displacement of people of color and the pro-corporate 
policies of the local political machine. We support Ralph 
Nader for President, and we are for an organization of 
workers and the oppressed against the bipartisan system. 
For the full text of our platform or to volunteer, please call 
(415) 452-9992. 

· Our ProgralT) calls for: 

• A free CCSF 
I have significant management, supervisory, and fiscal • Adequate childcare for student parents 
experience, and am known for Identifying and resolving 

· sensitive core Issues through resourceful .solutions. • $14 per hour for student workers 
• An end to exploitation of part timers: 

I care deeply about San Francisco, and want City College • Pro-rated pay and job security for part-timers 
to be even more_ solid and successful. 

My supporters Include: 

Mayor WIiiie Brown 
Supervisor Sue Bierman Dan Sullivan 
Supervisor Leslie Katz · Sululagl Palega 

. Supervisor Mark Leno Abby Snay 
Supervisor Gavin Newsom Bob• Planthold 
Supervisor Michael Yakl Rose Tsai 
Treasurer Susan Leal Sonia Melara 
Assessor-Recorder Doris Ward James Lee 
City Attorney Louise Renne Stephen Cornell 
Community College Trustee Robert Varn! 
School Board Member JIii Wynns 

www.mlltonforcollegeboard.com 

MIiton Marks Ill 

♦ TH/i ABOVfi CANOIOATfi I/AS AORli/iO TD VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPAtaN SPENO/NO, 

• _ At least 80% full time faculty 

• Administrative raises to be tied to raises of equal 
perce~tage for faculty, staff and student workers 

• Replacing the present· College Board with a board 
composed of and elected by students, faculty and staff. 
As the first steps In this direction, we propose: 

• Extending district elections to College Board 

• Electing representatives of students, faculty and staff 
. to the College Board 

Abel Mouton 

♦ Tl/EI AOOVE CANDIDATE IIAS AOREEO TD VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPA/ON SPENO/NO, 

· Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candid~tes for .Cof!}munity College Board 
CALVIN Y. LOUIE 

My occupation I~ Certified Public Accountant (CPA). 

My qualifications are: 
I am a City College graduate and a Certified Public 
Accountant. I will be the only member of the board with 
financial and business experience. We have all read about 
.the terrible business and accounting problems of the San 
Francisco Unified School District. City College also has 
financial problems, and· has been placed on probation by 

JOHNNIE CARTER 

My occupation is Senate District Representative and 
Education Liaison. 

My qualifications are: 
As a product of both ,the Community College and 

California State University systems; my objectives have 
been to ensure an environment which meets the needs of 
students, faculty, and the community while exceeding · 
expectations. I respectfully request your support for my 
continued efforts In this new capacity to: Its accrediting agency. The programs,. services and edu• 

catlonal and life opportunities we offer our young people 
depend on strong financial oversight of our educational • 
establishments. 

Promote business educational, financial, and job . 
placement Involvement. 

• 
City College gave me my start, as it does for so many of 
our youth. I want to help City College continue to provide • 
those kinds of opportunities for all San Franciscans, 
regardless of income. I want to continue my service to this • 
community, which includes service as a Human Rights • 
Commissioner, an Advisor to the Mexican Museum, an 
elected representative to the White House Conference on • 
Small Business, and a Board member of the Chinese • 
America Citizens Alliance and the San Francisco School of 
Circus Arts. 

Maximize state funding for our 'fair share' of capital 
outlay. at all campus sites · 
Address the technological and facility needs of campus 
sites . 
Resolve issues of accessibility and child care 
Strengthen the college's accountability through periodic 
audits 
Ensure appropriate compensation to faculty and staff 
Increase number and diversity of educators to reflect 
student demand 

· I am supported by Assemblywoman Carole Mlgden, former 
College Board President Lawrence Wong, and dozens of 
ordinary and extraordinary San Franciscans I have worked 
with on community projects over the last twenty five years. 

Calvin Y. Louie 

♦ T/IE ABOVE CANDIDATE I/AS ACIREED TO VOLUNTAfl/LY UMfT CAMPA/ON SPENO/NCI, 

It's time to make the commitment to the system that has 
helped so many of us in achieving our dreams. 

Partial list of supporters Include: 
• Congresswomah Nancy Pelosi 
Assemblymembers Carole Migden, Kevin Shelley 
Mayor Willie Brown 
Assessor Doris Ward 
Supervisors Gavin Newsom, Leland Yee, Sue Bierman 
Board of Education Members Mary Hernandez (President), 

Steve Phillips 
Community Collage Members Natalie Berg, Robert Burton, 

James Mayo 
Former SFCC Director, Dale Shimasaki 
Assistant Superintendent SFUSD, Dr. Anthony Anderson 
Women's Advocate, Elmy Bermejo 
State Senator John Burton 

Johnnie Carter 

♦ Tllfi ABOVE CANDIDATE IIAS AOREE/J TO VOLUNTAfl/LY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENO/NCI, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 

17 

' 



·candidates for Community College Board 
R .. SCOTT BROWN 

My occupation Is Non-Profit Employee/Student. 

My quallflcatlons are: 
City College was founded as a place of promise, a promise 
that all of San Francisco could have a place to realize their 
dreams. The college has fallen far short of this promise. 
The politically ambitious members of the Board have 
placed the dreams of the students and faculty a distant 
second to their own self-Interests. While attending City 
College, I saw firsthand the Indifference and hostlllty which 
prevented hard working students from achieving success. 
Much of this environment was created by the elected Board 
of Trustees. As the Student Trustee, I worked with student 
groups to bring much-needed services to the students: 
book loans for low-Income students, a family resource 
center for student parents and a lawsuit to protect working 
students from overpriced textbooks. Now more than ever, 
given the crisis In San Francisco, It Is vital that City College 
deliver on Its promise to the community. 

Endorsed by: 

Supervisor Tom Ammlano 
Supervisor Leland Yee · 
JIii Wynns, Board of Education 
Mauricio Vela, Candidate, Board of Education 
Phillip Babcock 
Criss Romero 

R. Scott Brown 

♦ Tltli AOOVli CANDIDATE //AS AORliliD TO VOLUNTARILY UMIT CAMPA/ClN SPEND/No, 

ERIN BROWN 

My occupation Is Immigrant Rights Organizer. 

My quallficatlons are: 
I'm running on the Progressive Left Slate with and 
endorsed by College Board candidates Abel Mouton and 
Chris Finn, Supervlsorlal candidates Carlos Petronl and 
Lucrecia Bermudez and School Board candidate Marla 
Dolores Rinaldi. We have a comprehensive, working class 
platform to save San Francisco from gentrification, 
displacement of people of color and the pro-corporate 
policies of the local polltlcal machine. We support Ralph 
Nader for President, and we are for an organization of 
workers and the oppressed against the bipartisan system. 
For the full text of our platform or to volunteer, please call 
(415) 452-9992. 

Our Program calls for: 

• A free CCSF 
• Adequate childcare for student.parents 
• . $14 per hour for student workers 

• An end to exploitation of part timers: 
• Pro-rated pay and job security for part-timers 
• At least 80% full time faculty 
• Administrative raises to be tied to raises of equal per

centage for faculty, staff and student workers 

• Replacing the present College Board with a board 
composed of and elected by students, faculty and staff. 
As the first steps In this direction, we propose: 

• Extending district elections to College Board 

• Electing representatives of students, faculty and staff 
to the College Board 

Erin Brown 

♦ Tl/Ii AfJOVE C/IND/0/ITE II/IS IIOREEO TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CIIMP/1/0N SPEND/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Community College Board 
· NATALIE BERG 

My occupation is Incumbent. 

My qualifications are: 
I served City College for over 30 years as a teacher and 
administrator where I compiled a record as an effective 
problem solver, mediator, and dean. Beyorid my professional 
responsibilities, I am active in local/state/national politics 
and serve· on the boards of the Jewish Community 
Relations Council and various community-based organizations: 
My past four years as a trustee have deepened my 
perspective on the needs and possibilities of this vital 
institution. I want to continue to pursue the goals I set for 
the college four years ago: to forge the diverse elements of 
City College into an institution that will best serve the 
students; to develop imaginative policies that will provide 
students with the skills necessary to compete in an 
increasingly complex Job market; and to ensure that City 
College operates In an effective, efficient manner. 
My supporters Include the following: 

Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi 
Mayor WIiiie L. Brown, Jr. · 
State Senator John Burton 
Assemblyperson Carole Migden 
Assemblyperson Kevin Shelley 

Natalie Berg 

♦ T/IE ABOVE CANDIDATE I/AS AGREED TO VOLUl'frARILY UMrr CAMPA/ON BPEND/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for. Board· of Education 
MARK SANCHEZ 

My occupation Is Public School Teacher. 

My qualifications are: 
I've just concluded seven years of teaching In the San 
Francisco Unified School District. I am pursuing a graduate 
degree at U.C. Berkeley In Education Polley, with an 
emphasis on urban school finance. As a teacher I've 
witnessed firsthand the fiscal mismanagement of SFUSD. 
My priority as a school board member will be to ensure that 
district resources reach the classroom equitably and directly. 
San Francisco must retain the qul;lllty educators It Is now 
losing In unprecedented numbers. This means teacher 

· compensation must at the very least match surrounding 
districts' pay schedules. The academic, achievement of our 
students depends on a strong and stable !eachlng force. 

1 As a founding. member of Teachers4Change I've worked to 
provide equitable distribution of the district's resources by 
fighting for more budgeting for basic classroom materials 
and supplies. As a direct result of the group's efforts 
SFUSD has doubled Its supplies budget. I strongly oppose 
the prlvatlzatl on of San Francisco public schools and will 
actively seek to revoke the charter of the corporate-run 
Edison Project. · · 

As a school board member I will draw on my experience as 
a decision making member of the San Francisco Building 
Inspection Commission. 

Elect a Teacher 4 Change November 7th! 

Mark Sanchez 

♦ T11s AB_ovs CANOIOIITS I/AB AQRliSO TD VOLUl(TAR/LY UM/T CAMPA/QN BPliND/NQ, 

JILLWVNNS 

My occupation Is School Board Member. 

My qualifications are: 
In two terms on the Board, I have been the voice. of fiscal 
responsibility and accountability, vigorously opposing the 
risky financial policies and practices of the Rojas 
administration, blocking the Irresponsible buying and 
selling of properties and leading the fight against
privatization and commerclallzatlon of our schools. 
As an experienced child advocate and the most accessible 
Board. member, I have consistently supported students, 
parents and teachers, fighting to Increase funding, 
decrease class size and expand services 
I played a key role In bringing Superintendent Ackerman to 
San Francisco. 
I am a'coalltlon builder, and will work with a new School 
Board to continue academic improvement and clean up our 
financial mess. 
As a leader of state and national education organizations, 
I have worked hard to effectively represent San Francisco 
and to bring the information and experience I have gained 
back to our schools. 

My endorsers Include: 
Mayor Brown 
Congresswoman Pelosi 
Senator Burton 
Assemblymembers Migden and Shelley 
Supervisors Ammlano, Bierman, Kaufman, Leno, 

Newsom, Teng, Yakl and Yee 
School Board Members Chin and Kelly 
City Attorney Renne 
Sheriff Hennessey 
Assessor Ward 
BART Director Radulovich 
United Educators of San Francisco 

And a broad range of community leaders. 

I would appreciate your vote. 
www.Jillwynns.com 

Jil/Wynns 

♦ Tllli ADOVS CAND/OATli I/AB AQREED TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CM/PA/ON SPEND/NQ, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed _as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candi·dates for Board of Education 
RUFUS N~ WATKINS 

My occupation is Newspaper Support Staff. 

· My qualifications are: 
My education began in the public· school system. 

Later, I transferred to Baylor University, where I earned. a 
degree in Speech. Several members of my family also 
graduated from public schools in the city, and three of my 
nieces also began their educational careers in the SFUSD. 

My early years in the SFUSD taught me fundamental 
skills that laid the foundation for future success. Now It is 
my turn to give your children the same opportunity. 

For the past 14 years, I have been affiliated with city 
government in various capacities: 

• President, Junior .Chamber of Commerce (1992-1993); 
• Counselor, Mayor's Summer Youth Jobs Program 

(1984-1987); 
• Member: San Francisco Jobs for Your Advisory 

Committee ((1996-Present); 
• Member: San Francisco Human Rights Commission 

Youth and Education Committee (1996-Present). 

MARIA DOLORES RINALDI 

My occupation is Immigrant Rights Organizer. 

My qualifications are: 
I'm running on the Progressive Left Slate with and 
endorsed by College Board candidates Abel Mouton, Erin , 
Brown and Chris Finn and Supervlsorial candidates Carlos 
Petroni and Lucrecia Bermudez. We have a comprehen
sive, working class platform to save San Francisco from 
gentrification, displacement of people of color, and the pro
corporate policies of the local political machine. We are for 
an organization of workers and the oppressed against the 
bipartisan system. For the full text of our platform or to 
volunteer, please call (415) 452-9992. · 

• The Superintendent of Schools should be elected 
• Wages for teachers that will allow them to live in San 

Francisco, smaller classrooms, and full funding for 
class functioning. 

• 

• 

Progressive taxation on downtown corporations and 
the creation of the Bank of the City to invest City 
money in affordable housing, health care, education 
and neighborhood economic development. 

If elected to the SFUSD Board of Education, my first and 
foremost objective would be to increase parental • 
involvement in the schools. Children need to be prepared 

Defense of Affirmative Action, Integration of schools 
and bilingual education 
Elected Board of students, parents, and staff to decide 
curricula and administer budget. 

for the changes that will come with the 21st Century: • 
parents, administrators and students need to work together 
to create an environment that Is both cutting edge and safe. 
San Franciscans need to take pride in their public schools. • 
If elected, I will lead the way. 

No more corruption, misspending, or budget approved 
without discussion or public Input. 
Extending district elections to school and . college 
board 

• The right to vote In local elections for non-citizens 
www.rufuswatkins.com 

Rufus N. Watkins 
Maria Dolores Rinaldi 

♦ TIii, AOOVE CANDIDATE I/All AOllEEO TO VOLUNTARILY LIMFT CAMPAIGN SPEND/NO, ♦ TIii: AOOVE CANDIDATE I/AS AallEED TO VOLUNTARILY L/MfT CAMPA/ON SPENO/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any offici.al agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Board of Education 
ERIC MAR· 

My occupation Is Parent/Educator/Attorney. 

My qualifications are: 
Committed father; instructor at SF State since 1992; past 
director, Coalition for Immigrant Rights; past Assistant 
Dean, New College Law School. . 

As a lpngtime community activist in low-income communities, 
I will advance the equal educational opportunities for all our 
students. To accomplish these goals we must restore 
financial well-being and democratic functioning of our 
public school system. · 

We must work together to hold the district accountable to 
strict financial oversight and counter the growing privatization, 

· inequality and 'resegregation' of our public schools. The 
needs of Black, Latino and Immigrant students must be 
given a greater priority. I will advocate for crucial state fund· 
Ing to ensure that strong academic standards and perfor
mance are maintained and that the district attract and 
retain the highest quality teachers. 

A. TONI YOUNG 

My occupation is Organizational Development Consultant. 

My qualifications are: 
I have more than 15 years of community commitment and 
involvement. I need your vote on Election Day so that I can 
work to protect one of our most important resources-the 
students of the San Francisco School District. As the only 
African American female candidate and a lifelong community 
advocate, on l.GBTQ and other Issues, I want to ensure 
diversity on the Board and In education;, I-want to bring 
about change using my skills in organizational development, 
community organizing and consensus building. 

For many years I have worked to develop partnerships In 
diverse communities, including areas where none existed. 
It is vital that no student, teacher, or parent feel that he or 
she ls ·atone but rather that. they have a partner In 
education. I will 'take my advocacy experience from the 
federal, state and local level and my grassroots organizing 
skills to help bring our public schools up to a proud standard. 
As a member of the School Board I will advocate for: 

Let's build a democratic movement of parents, teachers, • Greater parental Involvement 
school staff and communities that will share the • Greater Board accountability 
responsibility of strengthening our public schools for • A living wage for our teachers 
generations to come. • Strong partnerships between the board, superintendent, 

Supporters Include: 

Assemblymember Kevin Shelley 
Supervisor Tom Ammiano 
Supervisor Leland Yee 
Harry Britt • 
School Board Member Jill Wynns 

UESF President Kent Mitchell 
Esther Marks, Henry Louie, Betty Traynor, Mauricio Vela, 
Angle Fa, BIii Sorro, Steve WIiiiams, Eric Quezada, Judith 
Stevenson, Sandra Chin-Mar, Derrlyn Tom, Lily Gee
Hickman, Jake McGoldrlck 

Eric Mar 

♦ TUii ADOVli CANO/DAT6 //AS AORliEO TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 

. parents, teachers, students and community 

It's time our schools measure up! 

A. Toni Young 

♦ T//E A!JOVE CANO/OATE I/AS AOREEO TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPA/ON SPEND/Na, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Board of Education 
MARY T. HERNANDEZ, ESQ. 

My occupation Is Incumbent/Mom. 

My qualifications are: 
Graduate, Harvard/Stanford universities; Adjunct Law 
Professor, Hastings. Mother of young children In public · 
schools. 

Four years ago, you elected me to reform our schools. I've 
delivered a mother's perspective-empowering parents; 
fighting for. academic achievement; Insisting on fiscal 
responslblllty-and currently serve as School Board 
President. 

I helped secure ten mllllon dollars to improve science/math 
programs; led the national search hiring our first. woman 
superintendent; helped restore excellence to early 
childhood programs; helped establish the parent outreach 
office; and sponsored legislation calling for internal audits 
and fiscal· accountability. 

I'll continue to articulate a strong parent perspective by: 

• Demanding strict fiscal accountability, oversight, and 
public audits; ' 

• Slashing administrative overhead, redirecting dollars 
into our classrooms; 

• Empowering parents through training and school• 
based parent centers; 

• Continuing the fight to raise student achievement and 
lower drop-out rates; 

• Retaining and supporting quality teachers; 
• Strengthening math/science/reading and safeguarding 

early childhood programs. 

Help me make school reform a reality. Keep a mom on the 
School Board. 
Visit VoteMaryHernandez.com. 

Endorsed by hundreds of parents and: 

Nancy Pelosi 
Carole Migden 
Louise Renne 
Frank Chong 
Juanita Owens 
Rodel Rodis 

John Burton 
Willie Brown 
Susan Leal 
Steve Phillips 
Natalie Berg 

Mary T. Hernandez, Esq. 

♦ T/lfi ADOVE CANDIDATE I/AS ACl/lEEO 7ll 1/0LUNTARILY UMIT CAMPAIGN SPENOINCl, 

STEPHEN HERMAN 

My occupation is College Fiscal Administrator. 

My qualifications are: 
San Francisco's schools desperately need fixing. 28 

years in both public and private education give me the 
maturity and experience needed to make well-informed 
decisions to improve educational quality and fiscal 
accountability: 

• a· years, Presidio Middle School; supervised student 
activities 

• 12 years, teacher--Clty College (evenings): Creative 
writing, English as a Second Language, GED•-Marina 
Middle and Galileo High Schools--buslness/colT)puter 
instructor 

• p years, teacher--University of San Francisco 
• 2 years, teacher--Heald Business Cpllege 
• 16 years, senior administrator•·Clty College: student 

services, curriculum development, fiscal administration 

Newspaper headlines scream: "School finances out of 
control--money wasted, classrooms lack supplies, educa
tion programs cut, teachers' salaries Inadequate." Priority: 
Fix fiscal controls; ensure that spending benefits students 
and teachers-not ,bureaucrats. 

I strongly support preschool/child development pro· 
grams, bilingual education, and expanded nutrition, health 
and counseling services. Quality education must start 
early to reduce the need later for costly, less effective 
remedial education. 

Our schools must prepare students of every ethnic, 
racial and cultural background to succeed in the new glob• 
al economy. Gay/lesbian students and teachers deserve 
safe, supportive schools, not discrimination and harass
ment. Disabled students deserve better access to build· 
ings and programs. 

Stop school vouchers. Together let's fix our schools! 

Stephen Herman 

♦ TIIE ADOVE CANO/DATE //AS AGIIEED 7ll VOLUNTA/1/LY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENO/NG, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Boa-rd of Education 
DAVID A. EISENBERG 

My occupation Is Business Owner. 

My quallflcatlons are: 
I am a native San Franciscan educated (K-12) In San 
Francisco's public schools and have a BA In Economics 

· and an MBA In Flnarice from the University of 
Pennsylvania's Wharton School of Business. 

For 5 years, I worked for non-profit corporations In 
Brooklyn and Alaska making venture capital loans to 
minority businesses. Thereafter, for 25 years I have 
managed my family's business In Hunters Point with sales 
growing· 4000%. 

My children attend San Francisco's public elementary 
schools and I have served as an officer of their elementary 
school Parents Club and as Chairman of its School Site 
Council. 

ROBERT VARNI 

My occupation Is Member,• Board of Trustees • San 
Francisco Community College District. 

My qualifications are: 
I am completing my third term as an elected member of the 
Board of Trustees of the San Francisco Community 
College District. During those twelve years, I have served 
eleven years as Chairman of the Finance Committee. 
During my career I have worked as a teacher and have 
served on the Board of Directors of a high-tech educational 
_corporation. · · 

Throughout my t~irty year business career I have had 
prime responsibility for fiscal and operational management. 
I see a great need to apply fiscal and operational dlscl
pllnes to the management of the San Francisco Unified 
School District. 

My background In finance, management and academia 
I have the skills arid experience to help restore confidance make me a strong candidate for this position. 
In the SFUSD and to provide every child an excellent 
education. I am a graduate of City College of San Francisco and the 

University of California - Berkeley. 
If elected, I will work to: 

1. Increase school funding. 
2. Focus limited resources on necessities-buildings, 

books to take home, adequate copiers, fair teachers 
compensation and smaller class sizes for grades 4/5. 

3. Increase parental involvement by assigning children to 
their neighborhood elementary school. 

4. Increase Black and Hispanic enrollment at Lowell by 
admitting the top 5% of all middle school graduates. 

It is my goal to see the San Francisco Unified School 
District becomes the best School District in California. It Is 
my goal to see that the students who graduate from San 
Francisco schools are the best educated students in 
California. 

For more Information on me and my aspirations for 
. San Francisco schools, visit my web site at 
"www.RobertVarnl.com". 

Please contact my Website: www.davideisenb'erg.com or I ask for your vote. 
phone me at 664-2891. 

Thank You. 
Thankyou .. 

Robert Varni 
David A. Eisenberg 

♦ T/lli AOOVl1 CAN0/0/tTli I/AS A0/1/iED TO VOLUNTA/1/LY UMfT CAMPAIGN SPEND/NO, ♦ TIii! AUOV/i CANO/OATH IIA9 AGIIEliD TO VOLUNTA/1/LY LIMIT CAMPl'l/aN DPliND/NO, 

Statements are volunteered by tho candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency, 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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Candidates for Board of Education 
MAURICIO E. VELA DAVID PARKER 

My occupation is Executive Director. My occupation is Uncle / Criminologist / Volunteer. 

My qualifications are: My qualifications are: 
.· Our City's students deserve the best education we can This is a Jime to succeed for San Francisco 

provide but our school district is in fiscal crises. Our schools. I will commit to the following: 
students and teachers do not have the textbooks and sup- • Accountability. I will push In eliminating financial 
plies they need for teaching and learning. Over the past 12 mishandling and make the Board accountable to you. 
years, I, have· been an active parent in my childrens' • Community involvement. I will personally meet with 
schools, Buena Vista, Horace Mann, and J.,owell. As a you, the citizens to address your concerns, understand, 
community leader, I have supported our local schools and and be a champion to resolve them. 
have provided jobs, counseling, and after school support • Great educators. I will work hard to give our educators 
for our students. As your school board member I will develop: a great salary! f) 

• A budget system with accountability • Mentoring. I advocate mentor/Internship programs. 
• Improved parent Involvement • Create safer schools for our students 
• Adequate compensation to attract and retain teachers 
• High academic standards for all students 
• Thriving partnerships· that support our· students' 

aspirations and prepare them for college and career 

My supporters Include: . 
Mayor Willie Brown, and Former Mayor Frank Jordan 
Supervisors Ammlano, Becerril, Bierman, Katz, Leno, 

· Newsom, Teng, Yaki and Yee 
Senator John Burton 
Assemblymembers Mlgden and Shelley 
School Board Members Chin, Kelly, Phillips and Wynns 
City Attorney Renne 
City Treasurer Leal 
Sheriff Hennessey 
Teacher's Union President Kent Mitchell 
Community Leaders Eric Mar, Diarmuid Philpott, Renee 

Saucedo, Marybeth Wallace 

A vote for Vela is a vote for our students! 

Mauricio E. Vela 

♦ THE AUOVE CANDIDATE //AS AGREED TO VOLUNTARILY UMIT CAMPAIGN SPENO/NG, 

I am a product of the public school system and my children 
will attend San Francisco schools, but like you, I want and 
expect the best for our school district. I have secured the 
support from all of our diverse communities. 
Please join me in my joint mission with teachers, parents 
and most importantly students, to helping us achieve suc
cess for our schools by electing me to this important posi
tions. 

Thank you. 

My supporters: 
Mark Leno, SF Supervisor 
Myrna Lim, Candidate, member, National Women's 

Political Caucus 
Joe- and Eileen Ayala, members, Mexican-American 

Political Association 
Kevin Jones, Child abuse Investigator 
Julio Ramos, Candidate, CCSF Board 
Marcel Miranda, HIV/AIDS Educator 
Sascha Bittner, Students with disabilities activist 
Stephen Fong, Political Analyst 
Pat Solis, Parent 

EDavidParker@Juno. Com 

David Parker 

♦ TIIE AUOVE CANDIDATE HAS AGREED TO VOLUNTARILY LIMIT CAMPAIGN SPENDING, 

Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
Arguments are printed as submitted. Spelling and grammatical errors have not been corrected. 
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PLEASE VOTE EARLY 

Polls are open on Election Day from 7 am to 8 pm. 

Your polling place is listed on the 
back cover of this pamphlet 

For more information 
www.sfgov.org/election 

or call 415-554-4375~ 

San Francisco Department of Elections 
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Just complete· the arrow that points to 
your choice, using the pen supplied at 

your polling place. 

MY CHOICE 
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SF Environment 

ENVIRONMENTAL TIPS 
Brought to you by San Fran~isco's Department of the Environment 

California is having a serious energy crunch. Demand for energy is so high that many communities; from 
Southern California to San Francisco and north, have been experiencing rolling blackouts. 

There are easy things that we can do. to reduce the amount of electricity we use, and to save serious money on 
our utility bills. These are smart things to do all year around, but are especially important during periods of 
high energy-demand. · 

10 SIMPLE THINGS YOU CAN DO TO CONSERVE ENERGY 

1) Turn off non-essential lights. 

2) Adjust air conditioning to 78 degrees or higher, heater thermostat to 68 degrees or lower 

3) Turn off all office equipment (computers, copiers, etc.) when you go to a meeting, take a break, or go to 
lunch - and especially when you leave work at the end of the day. · 

4) During wram weather, close all blinds and drapes to reduce heat coming in from the sun. 

5) Use appliances (iron, washer/dryer, dishwasher, etc) only in the early morning or evening. 

6) Keep your office equipment and home appliances in good repair. Change your furnace filters regularly and 
make sure your refrigerator door closes tightly. 

28 

7) When you need to replace appliances, purchase energy-efficient models. Look for the EnergyStar label. 

8) Replace incandescent bulbs with compact fluorescent lights. 

9) Do not drive your car. on "Spare the Air" days. 

10) Take public transit! 

COMING SOON!! 



BE APART 
:::-:'-OF THE '' .. i' 

I • 

PROCESS ... 

BEA POLL 
WORKER 

The next election will be: 

' ·-, . . .-1 Tuesday, November 7; 2000 
,W.;,~:,,,.;1 

CO~SOLIDATED PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION w . . 
{ \ 

Who may apply: 
* U.S. Citizen 
* Resident of San Francisco -1 

* At least 18 years old at the time of the election 
* High SGhool Students who are between 16-17 years of age ... 

Positions available: 
* Clerk 
* Inspector (you must have tra~,~J?:?rtation and leadership capabilities) 

,1••·:•'•·'.:,.':;{ ... t· .. 

Compensation: ! 

* Inspector $105, Clerk $82 for the day :/ 

If you are not currently registered to vote, you will need to fill out an affidavit 
.. :Ji~(of registration before you can apply to be appointed as a .Poll Worker. ••If~~ 

Applications and registration forms are availabl~ it the Department of Elections 
at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 46. )~~{" · 

,. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION CALL 554-4395 
. -
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The Department of Elections makes every effort to 
print Candidate Statements and Proposition 

Arguments exactly as submitted - mistakes 
and all. 

However, with all the items that are included 
in the Voter Information Pamphlet, it is 
possible that we ourselves have made a 
mistake of some kind in the printing and 

layout process. If we learn of any 
substantial errors on our part after the 

pamphlet has been printed and mailed out, 
:1t. we will publish a correction notice in three 
•ftnr:;w:n:Jriw•,,,local newspapers in the days preceding the 

election. 

Watch for our correction notices October 27,• 28 & 29 in the Public 
Notices sections of the San Francisco Chronicle, San Francisco Examiner 
and San Francisco Independent. 



11 Telephoning the Department of Elections 

The Department of Electlons has special 
telephone fines for specific purposes: 

• To register to vote, call 554-4375; 
• To request an Absentee Ballot appflcatlon, 

call 554-4375; 
• For Information about becoming a Poll Worker, 

call 554-4385; 
• For election results on Election Night, 

call 554-4375; 
• For election Information, Including Election 

Night results, vi sit the Department of Elections 
web site at: ·-www.sfgov.org/election 

For your convenience and because of the huge number of 
calls during the weeks leading up to the election, the 
Department of Elections uses automated information lines 
In addition to regular operators. If al/ operators are busy, 
callers may hear recorded messages which will direct them 
to leave their name, address and telephone number. 
Callers with touch tone phones may be asked to press 
numbers to direct their calls to the right desk. Callers with 
rotary phones may wait on the line for an operator or to 
leave a message. 

• For all other Information, call 554-4375 

Avoid Long Lines - Vote by Mail 

It's as easy as 1-2•3, 

~ 1. Complete the application on the back cover of this pamphlet. 

~ 2. Put sufficient postage where indicated. 

~ 3, Drop your completed application into a _mailbox. 

Applications must be received by the Department of Elections no later than 5:00 p.m. on 
Tuesday, October 31, 2000 

Cheak the 1,ottom loft oonter of 
tho •aok eover of your voter 
pamphlet for the loaatlo• 

of y11r Polll119 Plan. 

Your Polling Place Has Probably Changed 
We urge you to double-check the location of your polling place printed on the back 
page _of this pamphlet. 
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An Overview of San . Francisco's Debt 
BACKGROUND · 
WHAT IS BOND FINANCING? Bond financing Is a type of long-term borrowing used to raise money for projects. The, 
City receives money by selling bonds to Investors. The City must pay. back tile amount borrowed plus interest to those 
Investors. The money raised from bond sales Is used to pay for large capital projects such as fire and police stations, 

. affordable housing programs, schools, museums and other city faclllties. The City uses bond financing ,because these 
buildings will last many years and their large dollar costs are difficult to pay for all at once. 

Types· of Bonds. There are two major types of bonds--General Obllgatlon and Revenue. 
General obligation bonds are used to pay for projects that benefit citizens but do not raise revenue (for example, 
police stations or schools are not set up to pay for themselves). General obllgatlon bonds must be approved by a two
thirds vote. When they are approved and sold, they are repaid by property taxes.· The Branch Library bond on this bal
lot Is a general obligation ,bond. 

Revenue bonds are paid back from revenues gene~ated by bond-financed projects. For example, the airport can 
finance a major expansion through revenue bonds that will be paid back from landing fees charged to airlines that use 

· the improvements. There are no revenue bonds on this ballot. 

WHAT DOES IT COST TO BORROW? The City's cost to borrow money depends on the interest rate on the debt and 
the number of years over which it will be repaid. Large debt Is usually paid off over a period of 1 o to 30 years. Assuming 
an average Interest rate of 6%, the cost of paying off debt over 20 years is about $1.74 for each dollar borrowed-$1 for 
the dollar borrowed and 74 cents for the Interest. These payments, however, are spread over the 20-year period. 
Therefore the cost after adjusting for Inflation reduces the effective cost because the future payments are made with 
cheaper dollars. Assuming a 4% annual inflation rate, the cost of paying off debt In today's dollars would be about $1.25 
for every $1 borrowed. 

THE CITY'S CURRENT DEBT SITUATION 

Legal Debt Limit. The City Charter imposes a limit on the amount of general obligation bonds the City can have out- . 
standing at any given time. That limit is 3% of the assessed value of property In the City-or about $2.1 billion. Voters 
give the City authorization to issue bonds. Those bonds that have been Issued and not yet repaid are considered to be 
outstanding. As of July 1, 2000, there are $916 mllllo.n In general obligation bonds outstanding, which is equal to 1.3% 
of the assessed value of property. There are an addltlonal $955 mllllon In bonds that are authorized but unlssued. If all 
of these bonds were Issued and outstanding, the total debt burden would be 2.6% of the assessed value of property. If 
voters approve the Library bond on this ballot, the total authorized debt ratio would Increase by 0.15% to 2.75% 
- stlll within the 3% legal debt llmlt. Since many projects are planned over a number of years, It Is extremely 
unlikely that the City would Issue all, the authorized debt at one time. 

Debt Payments. During 2000-01 tt1e City will pay $101.2 mllllon of prlnclpal and Interest on outstanding general obliga
tion bonds. This amounts to 12.9 cents per $100 of assessed valuation or $387 on a home worth $300,000. 

Prudent Debt Limit Even though the City Is well within Its legal debt limit In Issuing general obligation bonds, there Is 
another "prudent" debt calculation used by bond rating agencies when they view the City's financial health. These agen
cies look at all debt using the City's tax base--our general obligation bonds, lease revenue bonds, and redevelopment 
agency debt. They then take that debt as a percentage of assessed value and the resulting percentage is called the debt 
ratio. Large cities In the United States have a median debt ratio of 4.7%--meanlng half of the cities have less debt, half 
have more. The City currently has a debt ratio for all overlapping debt of 2.9%. While this Is under the median debt 
ratio of large cities, the City needs to set priorities for future debt to continue to maintain good credit ratings 
that, In ~urn, are a sign of good financial health. . 

Prepared by Ed Harrington, Controller 
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Sample Ballot 
Balota de Muestra 

'BB1:EE'-J::¥:-k
~;J":::lj7.f<./+'-

City and County of San Francisco 
Consolidated Presidential General Election 

November 7, 2000 

Notice to Voters: The Sample Ballot in this Voter Information Pamphlet is a 
20% reduction in size of the Official Ballot. 

Aviso para Votantes: La Salata de Muestra en este folleto esta reducido 
el 20% de la Balota Oficial. 

Ji ~ :wi :1-11 : tut D1 ~ W t+-l· -JIJJ· rJ.J 6!J tl ..f-D1 ~ 6!J :k. ,J, J:t. 1~,J 
J:t. iE A 6!1 m ii t.m ,J, r 20% 0 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE 

RESIDENTIAL CONFIRMATION POSTCARD 

WIii you vote in the upcoming election? 

When people don't vote, we begin to think they no longer live in San Francisco. 

When our records contain people who no longer live in San Francisco, valuable tax money is spent in 
maintaining records, mailing election materials, and preparing to count votes that are never cast. 

In January 2001, we will be cleaning our records, but we do not want to lose track of anybody still living 
in San Francisco just because they haven't voted in awhile. 

We will be mailing several thousand postcards that voters should mail back to us to confirm their resi
dential and mailing addresses. If you receive one of these postcards, please take the time and mail it 
back to us within 15 days of receipt. If we don't hear from you we will inactivate your voter 
registration. 

The people who will receive these postcards are those who 
♦ have not voted in the past 4 years in any election, or 
♦ have not responded to previous postcards or letters from the Department of Elections. 

Voters whose files are inactivated 
♦ will not receive a Voter Information Pamphlet for future elections, and 
♦ may be required to show proof of residence before a ballot is issued to them at the poll, and 

FURTHERMORE, IF YOU DO NOT VOTE, WE MAY CANCEL YOUR VOTER REGISTRATION. 
Under state election laws, all people who receive this card and who do not vote between the 
date of this notice and the second federal general election that follows the date of this notice, 
their registration may be cancelled. 

ALL CANCELLED VOTERS WILL HAVE TO RE-REGISTER TO VOTE IN FUTURE ELECTIONS 

So, let us know if you still live in San Francisco and want to remain on the active voter roll. PLEASE 
take the time to vote, respond to one of our mailings, or, to write and let us know that you want to stay 
on the active voter roll. If you decide to write to us, please sign your letter and include the date, your 
current San Francisco residential address, your mailing address - if different from your San Francisco 
residential address, your birthplace, and your date of birth. 

We thank you in advance for your cooperation! 

DEPARTMENT OF ELECTIONS VOTER SERVICES DIVISION 
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NEW VOTIN8 TECHNOLOCV IN SAN FRANCISCOI 
r:JF IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE WHILE VOTING simply request another ballot. 

HOW TO MARK YOUR BALLOT 
PRESIDENT 

1. You will vote on paper ballot pages that are printed on 
both sides of the page. Be sure to vote on both sides 
of the page! 

Volo For One 

THOMAS A. EDISON 

ALBERT EINSTEIN 

NP 

NP 
• • • • 

2. Using the pen provided by the poll worker, mark the 
ballot by drawing a line between the head and tail of an 
arrow that points to your choice: 

HELEN KELLER 

FLORENCE NIGHTINGALE 

BOOKER T. WASHINGTON 

NP 

~ NP 

NP 

3. Feed your ballot pages, one by one, Into the slot in the 
front of the "Eagle:' 

Wrllo-ln 

-=-fl. rfi M-1t ffl tif-~ Ji ~ ffl 
'.llniiif • il,t 

1. Ji $ :It liU,1 ~ M. Jl :It ~ ilidlt ~p O il~ 
,{i: 4-ill ,t {q fit qt W} iii, -ii $: O 

2. JfJ Ji ~ ;ti!; .:t. 11= A }1 ;flt~ {r,J ~ ' M-
4i fuJ 1,t, ilUf fr,J f- JiJi lUi it ~ * 0 

3. M-ill~ t- JH.!t ~#l iit , - ik.. -iJfc 
Jt re ill ~ ~ A. JH.!t ~ #l ;1t rJ;J o 

=> -Jndfdt, -i.!t $ ~ aiH: , fil. fill .111: , @ 4.!t $: J.!i 
JfAU~ ¾A~ - ill M ~ l31 $ 

jNUEVA TECNOLOGIA DE VOTACION EN SAN FRANCISCO! 

SI SE EQUIVOCA AL VOTAR, simplemente pida otra balota. 

COMO MARCAR SU BALOTA 

1. Votara en hojas de papel con la balota impresa a ambos lades de la 
pagina. iAsegurese de volar en ambos lades de la paginal 

2. Usando la pluma provista por el trabajador de! lugar de votaci6n, 
marque la balota dibujando una lfnea entre la cabeza y la cola de la 
flecl1a que apunte a su selecci6n; 

3. Ponga sus paginas de balota una por una en la ranura de ta parte 
frontal del "Eagle". 

HOW TO VOTE FOR A WRITE-IN CANDIDATE 
To vote for a candidate not listed on the ballot: 

(Do not write In votes for candidates already on the ballot) 
GOVERNOR 

Vote For Ono 
1. Write the name of the write-in candidate in the space marked 
"Write-In." GEORGE WASHINGTON Dem. • II 

2. You must draw a line connecting the head and tail of the arrow 
that points at the "Write-In" space for your write-in vote to be 
counted. 

Rep .• II --------'-ABRAHAM LINCOLN 

John Mams, Pru. q) em. ....... 

Wrilo-ln 
REMEMBER: Only write-in votes for qualified write-in candidates 
will be counted. Write-in votes for supervisorial candidates who 
are not running in your district will not be counted. 

-j(n'.(ur;}Jt ;3 J\. (WRITE-IN) 1%filJ....{t,J ill iR: 

-1111 * 1~ rrr m ng ~ m ;..._ £4 ill lfl.. J:. , #r 
4tux r 4lfi" ffe 4i ->l : 
( :f-¾ i/il· e.. ,(I JULI:. frlJ #'i ll1 A. ·It' ~ Jdii #.-* 4Jl: ) 

1. J!1-t.{ J-...1~mJ.... (lg ,t !f-~ ,(:f..lfq\! rite-In" 
(Jg ~ 1:ii.J:. 0 

2. 1~ ,;6 jfl ;1iy. 41fi' ~ 1.t-rrr m (i!J 1~ A 1~ m ;..._ 
ng ~r JiJi 1'Hi :iilUlt 0 

-.le. 11 : R ;ff :Jl ½ #} ~~ A ~ ill A. fllJ ilUft.. ~--t 
~ttn~~·~•••*•mA*•~* ••z-•~•M~fllJ&fllJMmA~aAM 
• A * .flt , 1d: (Jlj - ~ ;itl· T--t 1LUt .Jt 0 

COMO VOTAR POR UN CANO/DATO NO L/STADO 

Para volar por un candidate no listado en la balota: 

(No escriba en la balota los votes para los candidates) 

1. Escriba el nombre de candidate no listado en el espacio indicado 
"Write-In" (No Listado). 

2. Traze una lfnea conectando la cabeza y la cola de la flecha qua apun
ta al espacio "Write-In" (No Listado) para asegurarse de que se cuente 
su veto para el candidate no listado. 

RECUERDE: Solamente se contaran los votes para candidates no lista
dos siempre y cuando sean candidates no listados calificados. No se 
contaran /os votes para candidates no listados para el puesto de 
Supervisor que no se esten representando su distrito. 
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Sample Ballot 
Balota de Muestra 

~~t** 
City and County of San Francisco 

Consolidated Presidential General Election 

November 7, 2000 

Notice to Voters: The Sample Ballot in this Voter Information Pamphlet is a 
20% reduction in size of the Official Ballot. 

Aviso para Votantes: La Salata de Muestra en este folleto esta reducido 
el 20% de la Balota Oficial. 

ii ~ ii :1-P : ,(;f.Jtt jji ~ W" iJil -l· ·}IJl-r"J 69 tlt * jji ~ 69 k ,J, J;t. 1~,1 
J;t. .iE. j.\ 69 i! ~ t.,m ,J<j 20% 0 



Rules for Arguments· 
For and Against Ball~t Measures 

DIGEST AND ARGUMENT PAGES 
On the following pages, you wlll find Information about local ballot measures. For each measure, a digest has been 

prepared by the Ballot Simplification Committee. This digest Includes a brief explanation of "The Way it Is Now," what 
each proposal would do, what a "Yes'.' vote means, and what a "No" vote means. Also Included is a statement by the City 
Controller about the fiscal Impact or cost of each measure. There is also a statement of how the measure qualified to 
be on the ballot. · · 

Following the ballot digest page, you will find arguments for and against each measure. 

NOTE: All arguments are strictly the opinions of their authors. They have not been checked for accuracy by 
this office or any other City official or agency. Arguments and rebuttals are reproduced as they are 
submitted, Including typographical, spelllng and grammatical errors. 

"PROPONENT'S" AND "OPPONENT'S" ARGUMENTS 
For each measure, one argument in favor of the measure ("Proponent's Argument") and one argun:ient against the 

measure ("Opponent's Argument") is printed In the Voter Information Pamphletfree of charge. 
The designation, "Proponent's Argument" and "Opponent's Argument" indicates only that the arguments were select

ed In accordance with criteria in Section 540 of the San Francisco Municipal Elections Code and were printed free of 
charge. The Director of Elections does not edit the arguments, and the Director of Elections makes no claims as to the 
accuracy of statements in the arguments. 

The "Proponent's Argument" and the "Opponent's Argument" are selected according to the· following priorities: 

·,n;'_'.PROPONENT's ARGUMENT:';/~ 
,~.', ,r1: itOPPONENT'S ARGUMENT" j,-

1. The official proponent of an initiative petition; or the 1. For a referendum, the person who files the referen-
Mayor, the Board of Supervisors, or four members of the dum petition with the Board of Supervisors. 
Board, If the measure was submitted by same. 

2. The Board of Supervisors, or any memb_er 
or members designated by the Board .. 

3. The Mayor .. 

4. Any bona fide association of citizens, or combination 
of voters and association of citizens, any Individual voter. 

REBUTTAL ARGUMENTS 

" 2. The Board of Supervisors, or. any member 
/1\ or members designated by the Board. 

•"fi~1Li:~ 3. The Mayor. 

4. Any bona fide association of citizens, or combination 
of voters and association of citizens, any Individual voter. 

The author of a "Proponent's Argument" or an "Opponent's Argument" may also prepare and submit a rebuttal argu
ment. Rebuttals.are also the opinions of the author and are not checked.for accuracy by the Director of Elections or any 
other City official or agency. Rebuttal arguments are printed below the corresponding "Proponent's Argument" and 
"Opponent's Argument." · ' 

PAID ARGUMENTS 
In addition to the "Proponent's Arguments" and "Opponent's Arguments" which are printed without charge, any eligible 

voter, group of voters, or association may submit paid arguments. 
Paid arguments are printed in the pages following the proponent's and opponent's arguments and rebuttals. All of the 

arguments in favor of a measure are printed together, followed by the arguments opposed to that measure. Paid 
arguments for each measure are printed in order of submission. 

Arguments and rebuttals are solely the opinions of their authors. Arguments and rebuttals are not checked for accuracy 
by the Director of Elections, or by any other City official or agency. 
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WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW 
by the Ballot Slmpliflcatfon Committee · 

LISTED BELOW ARE DEFINITIONS OF TERMS: 

. ABSENTEE BALLOTS (RIGHTS OF VOTERS) - Absentee 
· Ballots are ballots that are malled to voter~. or given.to vot
ers In person at the Department of Elections. Absentee 
Ballots can be malled back to the Department of Elections, 
deposited at the Department of Elections Office, or turned 
In at any San Francisco polling place. 

BONDS (PROPOSITION A) - If the. City needs money to 
pay for something such as a library, s~wer. line.,. or school, 
It may borrow the money by selling bonds. The .City then 
pays back this money plus Interest. 

CITY HOLIDAY (PROPOSITIONS F,G) - City government· 
observes the following holldays: Martin Luther King Jr.'s 
Birthday; President's Day; Memorial Day; Independence 
Day; Labor Day; · Columbus· Day; Veterars' Day; 
Thanksgiving Day; Day after Thanksgiving; and Christmas 
Day. 

CHARTER AMENDMENT (PROPOSITIONS B,C,D,E) - The 
Charter Is the City's constitution. The Charter cannot be 
changed without a vote of the people. · 

DECLARATION. OF' POLICY (PROPOSITIONS P,Q,R) - A 
declaration Is an expression of the will of the voters and not 
.a law. If a majority of voters approves a declaration of pol
icy, the Board of Supervisors must carry out the policy to 
the extent legally possible. 

INITIATIVE .(PROPOSITIONS F,H,J,L,N) -This Is a way for 
voters to put a proposition on the ballot. It Is placed on the 
ballot·by having a certain number of voters sign a petition. 
·Proposition~ passed by Initiative. can be changed only by 
another vote of the people. 

LIVE/WORK (PROPOSITION L) ~ A unit designed to com
bine living space with working space. 

ORDINANCE (PROPOSITIONS F,G,H,l,J,K,L,M,N,O) - A 
law of the City and Couraty, which Is passed by the Board 
of Supervisors, or passed by the voters in an election. 
Ordinances approved by the voters can only be changed 
by the voters. 

PRINCIPAL (PROPOSITIONS A,B) -The.actual amount of 
borrowed· money. Principal · does not include interest 
charges. 

PASS THR0UGHS (PROPOSITION H)·- Costs incurred by 
landlords that they then may charge to tenants: In. San 
Francisco pass throughs must be approved by the Rent 
Board. 

PROPOSITION (PROPOSITIONS A TJ:tROUGH R) - A 
Proposition Is an~ Measure that has been submitted to vot-

~ . 
ers for approval or disapproval. 

QUALIFIED WRITE•IN CANDIDATES (RIGHTS OF VOTERS) 
A Qualified Write-In Candidate is a person who has turned 
in the required papers and signatures to the Department of 
Elections. Alth~ugh the name of this person wlU not appear 
on the ballot, voters can vote for this person by writing the 
name of the person in the space cin the ballot provided for 
write-in votes. The Department of Elections counts write
In votes only for qualified write-in candidates. 

GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS (PROPOSITION A) -
These bonds are used to pay for large public projects that 
do not raise revenue. For example, these bonds have been 
used to construct museums, police stations, Jails, libraries, 
and other public facilities. A two-thirds m~jorlty of the vot
ers must approve the sale of general obligation bonds. 
Once they are approved and sold, they are repaid by prop
erty taxes. 

RENT BOARD (PROPOSITION H) - An agency that Inter
GROSS RECEIPTS (PROPOSITION I) -The totai'amount prets and enforces the City's rent laws. 

of money a business takes In. 
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SEISMIC (PROPOSITION H) - Of, subject to, caused or 
relating to earthquakes. 



Branch Library Bonds. 
PROPOSITION A 

BRANCH LIBRARY FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 2QOO. Shall the City 
Incur $105,865,000 of bonded Indebtedness for the acquisition, renovation, and 
construction of branch libraries and other llbrary facilities, other than the Main 
Library, and all other .works, property and structures necessary or convenient 
for. the foregoing purposes? · 

YES - ... 
N0 •···1111 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City's public library system is 
made up of the Main Library, 26 branch libraries, and other 
library facilities. The branch .library.buildings are up·to 86 
years old. Many of the buildings . do not meet current 
building code, earthquake safety, or disability· access 
standards. Four of the branch libraries are in buildings 
rented by the City. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would authorize the City to 
borrow $105,865,000 by issuing general obligation bonds 
to acquire, renovate, or construct branch libraries and 
additional library facilities. The money would not be used 

Controller's Statement on "A" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: 

Should the proposed bond be authorized and issued, in 
my opini~n, the costs would l:le: 

Bond Redemption 
Bond Interest • 
Total Debt Service 

$105,865,000 
84,810,315 

$190,675,315 

Based on a single bond sale and level redemption sched
ules, the. average annual debt requirements for twenty (20) 
years would be approximately $9,533,766, which is equiv
alent to one and thirty-four hundredths cents (0.0134) per 
$100 of assessed valuation in the current tax rate. The 
increase in annual tax for the owner of. a home with a net 
assessed value of $300,000 would amount to approxi
mately $39.18 per year if all bonds were sold at the same 

. time. It should be noted, however, that the City typically 
does not. Issue all authorized bonds at one time. If these 
bonds were issued over several years, the actual effect on • 
the tax rate would be less than the· maximum amount 
shown above. 

for the Main Library. 
Proposition A would require an increase in the property, 

tax to pay for the bonds. A two-thirds majority vote •is 
required for passage of Proposition A. . ' 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want the City 
to issue $105,865,000 ir:i general obligation bonds to· 
acquire, renovate, or construct branch libraries. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want the 
City to issue bonds for these purposes. 

The City Charter imposes a. limit on the amount of 
general obligation bonds the City can have outstanding at 
any given time. That limit is 3% of the assessed value of 
property in the City-or about $2.1 billion. As of July 1, 
2000, there were $916 million in general obligation bonds 
outstanding, which is equal to 1.3% of the assessed value 
of property. If all of the City's authorized bonds were 
issued, the total debt burden would be 2.6% of the 
assessed value of property. If voters approve the Library 
bond on this ballot, the total authorized debt .ratio would 
increase by 0.15% to 2.75% - still within the~% legal debt 
limit. Since many projects are planned over a number of 
years, it is extremely unlikely that the City would issue all 
the authorized debt at one time. For a more detailed 
discussion, please refer to "An Overview of San Francisco's 
Debt" contained within this Voter Information Pamphlet. 

How Supervisors ·voted on "A" 
On July 17, 2000 the Board of Supervisors voted 1 O to 

· O to place Proposition A on the ballot. 

The Supervisors voted as follows: 
Yes: Supervisors Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, · 
Katz, Kaufman, Leno, Newsom, Teng, and Yaki. 
Absent: Supervisor Yee. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 66 2/3% AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS, 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-18 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT.DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Branch, Lib_rary Bond·s 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

, Proposition ·A fulfills the dream of having the best possible 
library syste,ri--neighborhood libraries that are safe; accessible 
to all, i1-iith modem tec'111ology a11d programs-branches where 
our children can grown and learn and dream. 

San Francisco has a treasure trove in every neighborhood 
library, a place for reading, learning, knowledge, and wonder. 
However, extensive studies by both city and independent 
engineers have. determined that most of our branch libraries are 
unsafe .and vulnerable to collapse in a major earthquake. 
Proposition A wJII make all branch libraries earthquake safe, 

Our neighborhood residents rely on our branches and deserve 
better. Our branch libraries need. to be fully accessible to 
people wJth disabilities. We need br!Wches that can 
accommodate up-to-date computer technology for all in order 'to 
bridge the Digital Divide. 

It was with great pride that we opened the magnificently 
restored Mission Branch library in 1999, an historic Carnegie 

building. Thi.s year we opened the beautiful new Ocean View 
Branch Library. But this is not enough. All of our neighborhoods 
need. safe, accessible, modern libraries. 

Rebuild our. branch libraries. Vote YES ON A. 

Mayor Willie L. Brown Jr 
Supervisor Tom Ammiano, Board President 
Supervisor Alicia Becerril 
Supervisor Sue Bierman 
Supervisor Amos Brown 
S11pen1isor Leslie Katz 
Supervisor Mark f.,eno ' 
Supervisor Gavin f:,lewsom 
Supervisor Mabel Teng 
Supervisor Michael Yaki 
Supervisor Leland Yee 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 
RECENT NEWSPAPER HEADLINES ABOUT . SAN 
FRANCISCO'S LIBRARY: 
"FAULTY· DESIGN. CONTINUES TO PLAGUE MAIN 

LIBRARY" 
"SPACE AT S.F.'S NEW LIBRARY JS SCARCE, ITS CHIEF 
. ADMITTED" 

"ROOM FOR BOOKS 'LESS THAN WE NEED" 
"S.F. LIBRARY TOSSING THOUSANDS OF BOOKS" 

f200,000+J 
"LIBRARY: 'SERIOUS OPERATIONAL PROBLEMS" 
"NEW MAIN ISN'T STACKING UP" 
"LIBRARY'S COSTS MOUNT;, 
"HIGH COST OF NEW MAIN HITS LIBRARY BUDGET" 
"LIBRARY SELLS OFF WARES FOR PEANUTS" 

'"THE NEW MAIN'S PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP 
COULD JEOPARDIZE EQUAL ACCESS" 

"$28 MILLION FIX" 
''.BOOK - HUNT TOUGH AT NEW S.F. LIBRARY" 
"62% COULDN'T FIND TITLES THEY WANTED" 
"LIBRARY UNDER SCRUTINY" 

As the above headlines from the Examine,; Chro,Jic/e and 
/11depe11dellt indicate, San Francisco's mismanaged Library 
System has many problen1s. 

VOTE AGAINST LIBRARY BONDS: 
Writes SAVE OUR LIBRARIES' James Chaffee: 

"The present betrayal of the .. : cultural ro'Je of our public 
library is a disgrace .. . 

The management ... has been allowed to meander down a 
road of irresponsibility and incompetence ... 

There · have been . two recent funding measures for the 
Library: Prop A in 1988 and Prop E in 1994. In the face of 
widespread exposure in the press of the failure of those efforts 
and the misuse of that money, d1e Board of Supervisors has 
never held u hearing ... 

In 2000, the Library budget is now $48.8 million,ail increase 
over 1995 of 47%. Yet the library hours. were increased by 
zero ... " 
Wurns SAVE OUR LIBRARIES' Peter Warfield: 
"Don't.let them do to the branches what they did to Main ... " 

D1: Terence Fau/k11e1; .I.D. 
Past County Chairman 
San Francisco Republican Party 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Branch -Library Bonds A 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION A 

$105,865,000 IN INTEREST • PAYING BONDS IS A 
WASTEFUL WAY TO . FUND ROUTINE LIBRARY 
REPAIR AND RENOVATION COSTS: 

The routine expenses of local governinent · - such as the 
upkeep and reconstruction of libraries - should be paid for out 
of current San Francisco tax revenues. These are not unexpect
ed economic losses - but known future governmental costs for 
which sinking funds should have already been established. This 

Admittedly, issuing · unnecessary bonds is popular in, some 
special - interest circles: Banks, transfer agents, bond lawyers; 
and securities brokers will all make a lot of money on these 

. economically unwise Proposition A general obligation library 
bonds. 

is what businesses do! · 
Hand- to-mouth methods of paying for the normal costs of 

running a major city are the warning signs of poor planning and 
political leadership that needs to be replaced. 

There are many people holding office in the San Francisco 
City Government · who are more than willing to engage in 
destructive spending practices and to accept special personal 
favors .from local stock brokers· (rend the newspapers). Vote NO 
on Proposition Al . 

· The. interest on these $105,865,000 of Proposition A general 
obligation bonds may well cost San Fmncisco tax payers an extra 
$70,000,000 to $90,000,000 in wasted interest charges - money 
that should properly have been spent on upgrading_ our often 
closed libraries. 

Golden Gate Taxpayers Association . 

D,: Terence Fa11lk11er, J.D. 
State Senate Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION A 
Proposition A Will Retr~tit, Restore, and Modernize Our 

Brnncl1 Libraries 
each neighborhood: a safe place fDI' children, families, and 
seniors to go. 

Proposition A is an investme11t in the future of our City1s 
neighborhoods. San Francisco's 26 bmnch. libraries serve .the 

Save and rebuild ou1· branch librnries, Vote YES ON A. 

diverse needs of our unique· neighborhoods. Four million people Mayor Willie L. B1vwn, J1: 
visit our libraries each year. Supervisor Tom A111mia110, Board President 

Proposition A will rctrnfit our brunch libraries to make them Supervisor Alicia Becerril 
earthquake ·mfe, help each branch meet the requirements of Supervisor Sue Bierman 
modem technology, and provide /11// accessibility for the Supervisor Amos Bmwn 
dis~blecl and seniors while preserving their historic character. Supervisor Leslie Katz 
They will be designed to meet the changing needs of our · Supervisor Mark Leno 
neighborhoods. Supervisor Gavin Newsom 

Proposition A will retrofit, restore, an~ modernize 23 of om· 26 Supervisor Mabel Teng 
branch librnries (Ocean View, Mission, and Chinatown have Supervisor Michael Yaki 
already been rebuilt) and build a new Mission Bay branch. Supervisor lelancl Yee 
Proposition A will rebuild these branch libraries: Anzn, 
Bayview, Bemnl Heights, Eureka Vnlley, Excelsi01; Glen 
Park, Golden Gate, Ingelsidc, Mm·im1, Mcl'ced, Mission, Noc 
Vnllcy, Not·th Bench, O1·tcg11, Pol'lnl, and Westcm Addition. 

Each library and its surrounding neighborhood will be belier 
off because of it. Our rebuilt brunch libral'ics will be the heart of 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Branch Library. Bonds 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Proposition A will bring San Francisco•~ branch library system 
into .the 21st century. Half of our 24 branch library buildings 
were ~~rs~rp.cted . over 50 years ago. J 5 have received dan.ger
ously · high seismic hazard ratings. This bond measure will 
upgrade facilities and meet seismic safety standards., It will 
r~wire libraries for foster and easier internet access and it will 
provide additional space for children's programs. It will also pro
vide full access for people with disabilities. Our neighborhood 
libraries are a valuable resource especially for children and 
senior citizens. 

The $105.8 million bond will provide for construction of four 
new libraries to replace current rented facilities and a new branch 
library in Mission Bay. It includes a system wide support center 

, and improvements to Brooks Hall and creation of a City Archive. 
This cost includes renovation and construction, site acquisition, 
relocation costs and financing. Funds· for these renovations will 
also be sought through State Proposition 14 which provided $350 
million bond for library construction that was approved by the 
voters . in March 2000. Help s·nve our neighborhood branch 
libraries .. Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Mike DeN1i11zio 
Nonprofit Projects Consultant 
Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Elect MU<e DeNunzlo. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com~ 
mlttee are: 1. Mike DeNunzio 2. Annette DeNunzlo a. Paul May. 

Our brunch library buildings are eighty-six years old! 
The League of Women Voters of San Francisco supports a 

free public library system that meets the informational, 
educational and recreationul needs of all city residents. 

Proposition A will make our libruries accessible, allow us to 
expand programs for children, allow needed retrofitting for 
earthquake safety, and help us to bridge the digital divide by 
rewiring our libraries. 

The League of Women Voters of San. Francisco urges you to 
vote YES on Proposition A and ensure all Srin Frnnciscans can 
enjoy our libi·aries. · 

Holli P. Thier, J.D. 
President 

Manha Denio.ff 
President 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the League of Women Voters of San Francisco. 

San Franciscans deserve better neighborhood libraries. 
Proposition A will mt>dernize the Western Addition and Park 
branches and ii:nprove library service, earthquake safety and dis-

,\' \ • , ,, I, 

abled access throughout the City. Vote Yes on A! · 

AgarJaicb 
District 5 Supervisorial Candidate 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Agar' Jalcks; · ' 

San Francisco,'s branch libraries have long been ignored. 
Proposition A will repair aging buildin·gs; improve service, 

provide earthquake safety, access for the disabled, and new 
buildings in neglected neighborhoods. 

Vot~ Yes on A! 

Sa11 Francisco Tomormw 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Frar:iclsco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Zoanne Nordstrom. 

Prop A Is for our n~lghborhoods, It assures safe, modern 
branch libraries throughout the city for our kids, seniors and 
everyone In between. Our bran~h libraries arc precious com
munity resource centers, Make sure they're In good shape! 
Yes on A! 

Coalition for Sa11 Francisco Neighborhoods 

The true. source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

Vote Yes on A. . 
Neigh~orhood libraries: 
- form a nucleus for strong neighborhoods 
• help bridge the digital divide by providing the only available 

online access for many San'Frnncisco residents 
- support the entire city, 

· "Upgrading 11eighborhood libraries is an appropriate use of 
citywide improvemelll bo11ds. .Vote yes 011 A," says G. Rhen 
Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. Lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of Directors• 
San Frnncisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency.· 
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Branch Library Bonds 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN ;FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Librarians Support Rebuilding Our Library System 
As librarians who once worked in the San Francisco Public 

Library system, we see first hand the tremendous value of each 
of our branch libraries to its own community. We understand 
how many lives are enriched by these valuable resources for our 
children and our neighborh9ods. 

However; we also·are able to witness first hand the effects of 
outdated buildings on the use and safety of the library branches. 
A number of the· branches are not in full compliance with basic 
Americans with Disabilities Act provisions. This limits both st11ff 
and the public in their ability to successfully use their neighbor
hood libraries. Additionally, we are deeply concerned that so 
many of the branches are at risk in the event of an earthquake. It 
is essential that these branches be mude safe, for the suke of chil
dren, their families, and all of our library users. 

We hope that San Francisco continues its tremendous tra
dition of providing the best branch library system possible 
by passing Proposition A. 

· Deborah Corn11e 
Anne Kincaid 
Gilbert w.· McNamee 
Catherine Roberts 
Inez Sliorcohen 
Albert L. Smith 
Bill Sta11to11 
Elizabeth H. Storey 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee Is the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public 
Library. 

Law Enforcement Support Proposition A . 
As law enforcement officials for the City and County of San 

Francisco, we strongly endorse Proposition A. It is critical that our 
youth have after school alternatives that enhance their lives. 
Libraries are a sate haven from crime and a refuge from drugs, 

We believe a strong library system helps to prevent· crime by 
giving our yonth a place to go and a place to learn. Last year 
alone, more than 2 million youth visited San Francisco's heigh~ 
borhood branch libraries. 

Help make San Francisco safer by supporting the branch 
libraries. Vote Yes onProposition A. 

Terence Hallina11, District Attorney 
Michael Hennessey, Sheriff of San Franc.isco 
Jeff Bmw11, Public Defender 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
theFrlends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

San Francisco residents have an opportunity this November to 
invest in something that will produce benefits for decades to 
come: the city's branch library system. Libraries play an impor
tant role in our ~ociety, providing children, seniors and others 
with free access to informution and technology. By making our 
branch libmries safer and more modem,.we are investing in our 
communities; something we know is sure to bring high returns in 
the future. · 

Already considered one of San Francisco's greatest assets, the 
26 bmnch libraries are in need of seismic upgrades and renova
tions. Many of these branches are more than 50 years old; some 
have gone without major upgrades since World War I, and many 
of the buildings do not provide access to persons with disabili
ties. Any prudent money mmmger will tell you that It pays to 
protect yom· assets. 

Vote Yes on Mensure A. 

S11sa11 Leal, City Treasurer 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco P_ubllc Library. 
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Branch Library Bonds 
· PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Senator Dianne Feinstein Agrees; Yes on A 
I have _devoted much of my life to public service and know 

well the tremendous work ,of San Francisco's Public Library 
System. · Our public-libraries are a critical tool in fighting igno
rance and illiteracy by providing free access to books, materials, 

· children's programs, and job training programs. 
Proposition A will allow the Library to seismically retrofit, 

upgrade aitd expand our branch libraries. These funds will make 
it possible to repair unstable roofs and walls; install wheelchair 
ramps and elevators for better access for all; expand children's 
programs; . and provide better access to computers and the 
Internet to help bridge the Digital Divide. 

By investing fn branch libraries we are also Investing In our 
children and our future. I urge you to vote yes on A. 

U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein 

The true source of funds us.ed for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library.· 

Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi Supports Measure A 
As a former San Francisco Library Commissioner, I take great 

pride in our City's commitment to its 26 branch libraries. I am 
concerned, however, about the current condition of the brnnches, 
Many of our br91ich libra,y b1tildi11gs are seismically unsafe and 
subject to partial or total collapse during a large earthquake 01· 

other seismic activity. We cannot continue to risk the lives of the 
millions ofpeople who use the branch libraries each year. 

Additionally, many of our branches are not in full compliance 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act and are therefore not 
fully accessible to all. Nine branches are currently not accessi
ble for either one or both of their floors and many do not have 
accessible restrooms or other public amenities. This is complete
ly unacceptable for a city that prides itself for inclusiveness and 
opportunity, 
. I urge you to vote YES on Proposition A and support a safe 

and accessible branch library system. 

Co11gressivo111a11 Nancy Pelosi 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Support Proposition A for the Children 
Children visit the San Francisco Public Library system more 

than 2 million times each year. The Library is a s·are place to 
· gather after school, to do homework, check out books, maga
zines, videos, eds and visit with friends. Children can access the 
I11temet to help them grow and team. 

Proposition A will allow us to expand our children's programs 
in our branch libraries througqout the City. Sun Franciscans can 
invest in our children's future by guaranteeing them safe and 
accessible library buildings in their neighborhoods and by pro
viding up to date equipment and modern technology. Our chil• 
dren deserve no less. Vote Yes on Proposition A. 

Margaret Brodki11, Coleman Advocates for Youth 
Brother Kelly C11/le11 
Brian Chell, LYRIC -
Kristina Moore Yaki 

1 

Jeanie Kortum, A Home Away from Homelessness 
Gay/on Logan, J1:, Infusion One 
Caret!, Reid, Whitney Young Child Development Center 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library; 
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Branch. Library ·Bonds 
PAID ARGUMENTS, IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

We Rebuilt Ocean. View; Pro~osition A Will Rebuild All 
Branches 

Our community knows what it is like to have an inadequate 
branch in ._its neighborhood. For years, we in the Ocean View 
neighborhood were left with a dilapidated branch that did not 
serve our community's needs. After years of-hard work within 

· our community we were able to convince the City to build a new 
branch built in our community. The grand opening of the brnnch 
in June marked the first ttme a new branch has been built in ti1e 
City in 30 years. . 

We could not be more pleased with the branch. It has revital
ized our neighborhood. It has taken a run-down building on ihe 
corner of Randolph and Ramsell and turned it into i, shining 
example of what a community can do. Our kids love the lal'ge 
children's reading room. The community loves the space it has 
provided for our youth and.the public. And it just looks terrific. 
. We urge you to vote YES on A so that every neighborhood in 

the City can have and appreciate a fully accessible, safe, and 
modern technological library branch. 

Regina Blosser 
Mary C. Harris 
Alvin D. Harris 
Edna M. James 
Will H. Reno 
Dion Roberts 
Darcus Thomas 
Daniel J. Weaver 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Franclsc,o Public Library. 

Vote YES on Proposition A 
A lifelong user of San Francisco's public libraries, I want to 

makes sure these city treasures are preserved for generations to 
come. Please join me in voting YES on A lo improve our branch 
libraries. 

Assemblymember Kevin Shelley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees & Restaurant Employees 2. Don 
Fisher 3. GAP, Inc. 

The Mission Community Supports ProposiOon A 
Those of us who live and work in the Mission District know 

that the Mission Uranch Library Is the heart f>f th~ M;tsslon. 
This grand old Carnegie building was remodeled and made 

seismically safe in 1999; Now our children learn 11nd play in 
warni', colorful and safe children's room. 

Disabled users have full access to the entire library. Teens 
and adults enjoy the elegant and spacious main reading room on 
the second floor with its.collections in Spanish, English, Chinese 
and Vietnamese. It also provides an arena in which new immi
grants can leum English. The beautifully restored historic 

. Mission Library hus up to date computer technology, helping to 
bridge the digital divide. 1t is used by nearly 175,000 people per 
year. 

We think every neighborhood should have a safe, comfort
able, modernized and accessible library like our library In 
the Mission. Vote Yes on A. 

Hilda Bemstei11, Mission Library Commission 
Carlota de/ Portillo, Dean, Mission Campus 

· Tl10111as C. Fdl, Principal, Horace Mann Middle School 
Luis Granados, Mission Economic Development Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 
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-B·ranch-Library Bonds __ ; 
PAID. ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION.A 

Educators for Rebuilding Our Branch Libraries 
As educators, we are committed to providing quality education 

to all the children of San Francisco. The City's library system 
has always been a cornerstone of quality education. Children 
rely on the resources of the Hbrary for their recreational and sum
mer reading; and to help support their. homework needs. 

-Now our City's library· buildings need to be upgraded. Many of 
them are seismically unsafe and have limited access and services 
for the disabled. We also need to bring in the latest technology 

· into our branch libraries to help bridge the Digital Divide. 
Providing safe, accessible, and modem branch libraries for our 

childre.n al.lows them to grow and learn in the best environment pos
sible. Additionally, Proposition A will provide essential monies to 
provide additional, expanded space for children1s and other pro
grams in the branch libraries. We simply cannot deny our kids the 
chance to learn and to obtain the skills they· will need for. a suc
cessful future. For the sake of education in San Francisco-for the 
sake of our children-vote YES on Proposition A. 

SF Board of Education: 
Mary Hernandez, President 
Eddie Chin 
Frank Chong 
Dr. Dan Kelly 
Dr. Juanita Owens 
Jill Wy1111s 
Community College Board 
Anita Grier, President 
Natalie Berg 
Robert Burton 
Jim Mayo 
RodelRodis 
Robert Vami . 
Lawrence Wong 
D,: Philip Day, Chancellor, City College of San Francisco 
Robert Gabri11e1·, Dean · 
Dr. Carlota del Portil/o, Dean 
Dr. Julius Ki·eva11.1· 
Patricia Krevans 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee pi this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Seismic & Emergency Saft!ty•Experts Agree, Y~s on A 
As engineers (and Architects) familiar with seismic resistant 

design, we fully. understand the threat that an unsafe -building 
creates during an earthquake. Every· branch in the San Francisco 
Publi~ Library system has been · examined by City structural 
engineers. Their findings indicate that most have dangerously 
high seismic hazard ratings (SHR). Hundreds of our city's resi
dents utilize these facilities every day at an u,mecessary risk. 
Proposition A will seismically upgrade San Francisco's branch· 
libraries. 

On a scale from 1 to 4, with 4 being the worst rating possible, 
15 of San Francisco's 26 neighborhood branch libraries received 
a rating of 3 01· 4. A SHR of 3 means that there could be major 
stmctural damage during a strong earthquake. A SHR of 4 means 
that there could be partial to total collapse of the building itself 
during such an occurrence. We can solve this problem by vot• 
Ing YES on A to make an branch libraries earthquake safe. 

Frankie Lee, SOHA Engineers . 
Daniel Shapiro, Structural Engineers 
Patrick Vennari 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jhe Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries: 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Libraries provide a place for writers and readers alike to 
expand their minds and release their imiiginations - all for free. 
Neighborhood branch libraries make it easier for parents to instill 
a lifelong love of reading in young children by putting the 
resources close to the places they live. Books open entire worlds 
of possibility and promise; they inspire, teach, and expand hori
zons. San Francisco's library culture dates back to the l 800's and 
stands as a measure of its commitment to have an educated and 
enlightened citizenry. Measures that support libraries and there
by support reading and literacy deserve our support. It is for 
these reasons we wholeheartedly support Proposition A. 

Remy Charlip 
Lawrence Ferlinghetti 
R11tha1111e Lum McC,11111 
Jade Snow Wong 

Robert Allen 
Ja11ice-Mirikita11i 
Nancy Peters 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library 
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:sranch. Library Bonds 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

GLBT Leaders Support Rebuilding Our Bra~ch Llbral,'les 
The San Francisco Public Library system provides an essential 

component to the education and vitality of our.city. The Gay, 
Lesbian, Bisexual, and Transgender (GLBT) community Is 
well served by the San Francisco Public Library system, A 
shining example of this service is the James C. Hormel Gay & 
Lesbian Center and Collection. Beyond the center, however, it is 
important to note the services. provided by our local neighbor
hood branches. The Eureka Valley branch in the Castro, official
ly dedicated as the Harvey Milk Memorial branch, provides 

· extensive GLBT material and services. The overall integration of 
GLBT resources and materials throughout the entire library 
branch system informs the larger citizenry as a whole a11d 
empowers tlle GLBT co111,nu11ity. 

GLBT community leaders encourage you to vote YES on 
Proposition A and support our branch libraries. · 

Alice B. Tok/as lesbia11 & Gay Democratic Club 
Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club 
Bria11 Cheu, LYRIC 
Jim Riva/do 
Jeffrey Lewy 
ia11ce He11derso11 
Dea11 Goodwin 
Esther lee 
Charles Forester 
Roberto Esteves 
Chris Ditte11hafer 
D1: Juanita Owe11s 
A1111a Damiani 
Matthew Rothschild 
Carole Cullum 
Frederick f/obson 
Co1111ie 0 1Co1111or 
Jim Haas 

The true source of funds used fo~ the printing fee. of this argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Asian-American Community Supports Our Branch Libraries 
San Francisco is a city known for it diversity and tolernnce for 

cultural differences. No where is this better represented than in 
our 26 branch libraries, which strive to provide materials and ser
vices that mirror our individual neighborhoods. The City's 
branches have a large collection of books, newspapers, videos 
and other materials in Chinese, Korean, Filipino, Japanese, and 
other languuges. Additionally events, films, and.programs high-

. lighting Asian culture and history are provided throughout the 
branches. This dedication to multiculturalism has benefited our 
community greatly; 

We now have an opportunity to help the brunches that have 
served our communities by voting Yes on Proposition A. 
Proposition A will expand the space available for children's and 
othel' programs; provide-better disabled access al every branch; 
seismically retrofit the branches; and bridge the Digital Divide 
by rewiring the branches so that faster and easier internet access 
will be available to the public. 

We urge you to support om· City, our neighborhoods, and our 
branch libraries by voting YES on A. 

Brian Cheu 
Rebecca Delgado 
Tom Hsieh 
Clifford T. lee 
Henry Lottie 
Eric Mar 
Sandy Ouye Mori 
Alex Wong 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 
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_Branch Libra·ry:Bonds 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

As current Library Commissioners we have. had the distinct 
pleasure of'oyerseeing the successful on-budget renovation of 
the Mlss~_q11: br~nch and the construction of the city newest 
b_ranch Ocean View; We would like to see other neighborhoods 
in San Francisco reap the benefits of a newly restored and 
improved branch arid that is why we are supporting Proposition 
A, . Many of our branches arc quite old and in serious need of 
seismic repairs . and modifications to accommodate adult and 
children programming as well as access for the disabled, 
Proposition A will provide the. Library with _the funds to make 
these necessary improvements po~sible. , 

Additionally, Proposition A wiH allow the branches to upgrade 
electrical and data systems for high speed Internet access, which 
will enable the Library to play a key role in bridging the Digital 
Divide. Let's invest in our City's future. Let's support our 
neighborh;oops. Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Charles A. Hig11eras, Acting President 
Helen Marter Bautista Lo1111ie K. Chin 
Steve Coulter Carol Steiman 
Fran A. Streets Daria11 W. Swig 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Disability Community Leaders.Urge You to Vote Yes on A 
Proposition ·A, if passed, will ullow the Library to ntake branch 

libraries more .accessible by bringing branches in line. wit\1. the 
. Americans witi1 Disabilities Act. Many of the brnnch librnries are 
· more tha11 50 years old and some have not been upgrnded since 
World Wur I. Some of' the branches arc simply inaccessibl~ to 
many in the community. Some cannot be entered except through 
a flight of stairs, making it impossible for staff .and public ·who 
are. disabled to enter the buildings adeqmucly. . 

1 

:This bond will allow the library to make much needed 
upgrades by adding wheelclmir rumps, elevators, accessible bath
rooms and other amenities to the branches. These chtinges will 
allow many more San Franciscan's to have the opportunity to use 
and enjoy their neighborhood brnnches. The disabled commu.ni
ty deserves adequate access to neighborhood branch libraries .. 
Vote Yes on A. · 

Professor Paul lo11g111ore . 
August Longo, FDR Democrntic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. the Friends & Foundatlo~ of the San Francisco Public Library. 

As former Library Commissioners we are deeply concerned 
about the i1eed for safe and accessible branch libraries. Most of 
the branches need seismic strengthening lo meet current stan
dards of earthquake safety. Many are not l'uliy·compliant with 
the Americans with Disabilities Act. Proposition A will rectify 
this problem. 

Proposition A will also provide funds to expand our Children's 
Programs throughout the brnnches, including the expansion of 
actual space in some of the buildings for children's reading and 
learning areas. Additionally, Proposition A provides state ol' 
the art equi1>ment and tools tii bridge the Digilul Divide that 
hindct·s the ()l'Ogrcss of' many of our lower-income children . . 

Let's invest in ~u;· City's future. Let's support our kids. Vote 
YES 611 Proposition A. 

Edward Calla11a11, ./1: 
D01111a Miller Casey 
Mary Louise Stong 

Dale Carlson 
Emest Uorc•11te 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of t11is argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

Tile largest contributor to tile true source recipient committee is: 
1. the Friel)dS & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official age,nc~: ·.,. 
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Branch Library Bonds A 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Neighborhood Activists Support Proposition A 
San Francisco has long been known· for its distinct neighbor

hoods. Maintain{ng the character of our neighborhoods depends 
011 our vigilance to protect and preserve the people, places and 
thirigs that bind us to our history as a community. Maintaining oi.tr 
neighborhood branch libraries is an important part of this process. 

The 26 separate branch libraries in San Francisco each cater to 
nearby patrons, providing books and services to suit their tastes. 
Our local branches also often serve as both places for learning and 
as archives for important documents and photographs about our 
neighborhoods, Sadly, these repositories of knowledge and historic 
information are in need of restoration and renovation. San 
Francisco voters have an incredible opportunity to support their 

. neighborhood and their local branch library by voting for 
Proposition A. 

We urge you to support our City, our neighborhoods, and our 
branch libraries by voting YES on A. 

Bernice Biggs Brother Kelly Culle,z 
Sue Hestor Carol Kocivar 

' Margaret O1Driscoll Ruth Passen 

The true source cit funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Democratic Party Leaders Support Proposition A 
Libraries are the most democratic of all institutions in the City. 

The San Francisco Democratic Party supports investing in our 
neighborhood branch libraries to prevent deterioration, and to 
make them safe and accessible to all. We urge you to vote YES 
on Proposition A so that we can keep the City's neighborhood 
branch libraries open for all San Franciscans to utilize and enjoy. 

Democrats have long supported the public library system 
and we believe that it Is an Institution to be cherished and 
protected. Proposition A will do just that. It will provide essen
tial funding in order to retrofit the library buildings to current 
earthquake safety standards. It will provide full access to all of 
our community members, including our seniors and disabled · 
communities, in compliance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act.· It will also help us to bridge the Digital Divide 
by bringing modern equipment and computers into our branch 
libraries and neighborhoods, so that our children can grow and 
learn together in an equitable fashion. 

Please join the Democratic Party in voting YES on Proposition A 

Senate President John Burton 
Assembly Majority Leader Kevin Shelley 
Alex Wong, Chair of the San Francisco Democratic Party 
Democratic Central Committee Members: 
Supervisor Sue Bierman 
Wade Crowfoot 
Rebecca Delgado 
Dean Good,win 
Tom Hsieh 
Joseph .l11/ia11 
Dan Kalb 
Supervisor Leslie Katz 
Meagan Levitan 
He11I)' Lo11ie 
Eric Mar 
Jane Morrison 
Connie O'Connor 
D,: Juanita Owens. 
Aaron Peskin 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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·Branch Library B.ond~ 
.,AID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Seniors. Support.Proposition A 
We support'Proposition A to save San Francisco's rriost impor

tant treasures-our brunch libraries. Branch libraries are valu
able to all San Franciscans yet they serve a speciai need in the 
Jives of many seniors who use them every day. Co11ve11ie11t and 
well-located, our branch libraries are comimmity centers.as well 

· as safe havens for leamitig. They provide us with the newspapers 
and magazines in multiple languages that we cannot afford to 
buy, as well as the books we all love. 

Unfortunately, some of the branches are not fully accessible to 
all. A tlight of stairs is the only entrance at some. We need to 
make each branch .library fully accessible to San. Francisco's. 
growing population of seniors, including access to all 11oors and 
accessible restrooms. . 
· Support our branch Hbraries· by making theni safer and 

more accessible for all. Vote Yes on A. · 

Ann Eliezer 
Paul O'Leary 
Robert Pender, Park Merced Resident's Organization 
Richard Wood 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Vote for Brunch Libraries 
Proposition A is a bond measure to fix the city's branch 

. libraries. It will pay for lfoth physical upgrades and new br,~nch
es in under-served 1wighborhoods. SPUR has studied the mea
sure and believes it is a responsible, well-planned proposui. 
Bond measures are an appropriate way to pay for . capital 
improvements such as this. And most importantly, the branch 
library system is an essential piece of urban life. 

San Francisco Planning and Urban Research Association 
(SPUR) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this. argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source·reclplent committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

AfricmJ American Leaders Are In Support of Proposition A 
While San Francisco prides itself on being sensitive to the 

needs of all of its citizens, we must recognize that many mem
. bers of the African-American community couid become 
. casualties of the Digital Divide. Even in .a city as "wired" as 
San Francisco, many pepple do not own home computers or have 
access to the Internet. · Some do not have access to reference 
materials and other important information necessary to find and 
maintain employment. Bridging this ec.onomic and educational 
divide that exists. in our communities is something _the branch 
library system does everyday by providing people with free 
access to computers, the Internet and educational materials and 
.services. By supporting our libraries, we ·can combat this very 
serious problem. 

In additional to the traditional services offered by our branch. 
libraries, community-based libraries, such as the Bayview · 
Branch, provide literacy programs teaching adults to read, story · 
telling programs that creute a safe and fun atmosphere for our 
young children, and computer training for the ·unemployed and 
under-employed to acquire marketable skills. Our libraries are 
the lifeline to the world and the hope of the future. 

We urge you to vote YES on A. 

S11pen1isor Amos Brown 
Linda Brooks-Burton, Bayview Brnnch Libi·urian 
Veronica H111111i<:11tt, Dean, South East Campus 
Miriam Pavis 
Linda Richardson 
Toye Moses 
.lolmnie Carter 
Gay/on Logan .!1:, Infusion One 
Tyrone Pruitt, San Francisco Black Firelighters Association 
Dwayne C. Robi11so11, Bayview Barber College 
C,aret/1 Reid, Whitney Yo1111g Child Development Center 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Branch Library Bonds A 
PAID ARGUMENTS ·IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Neighborhood Library Users Support Measure A 
San Francisco's 26 branch libraries are essential to every com

munity in. San Francisco. In 1994, Sun Frhnciscuns voted to keep 
every one of them open. Now, we need to ensure that they are safo 
in the event of 11 major earthquake, .accessible to the disabled, 
and modernized to provide the programs and services that we need, 
including up to date technology to bridge the Digital Divide. 

Every neighborhood in San Frnncisco relies on its branch library 
· as II focal point tbr children, seniors and all library users. Branches 
ure central to the cultural life of each neighborhood. Libraries pro
vide a wide range of activities frQ111,poetry readings to computer 
classes for children, adults, and seniors. Suve the branches and help 
ensure a bright future for our children 11ud our neighborhoods. 

Marilyn Sachs, Morris Sachs, Anza Branch 
Linda Brooks-Bttrton, Bayview/Waden Branch 
Elaine Elinson, Renato Ciria-Cmz, .lames Hews, Peter Wiley, 
Bernal Heights Branch 
Stephanie Stokes, Chinatown Branch 
Joseph Rosenthal, David Axel, Margaret M. O'Dri.i'COII, Eureka 
Valley/Harvey Mtlk Memorial Brnnch 
Teresa Ticas, Roberto Alvarado, Miguel Martinez ./1:, Irma 
Alvamdo Martinez, Excelsior Branch 
Susan Tattbei; Harold Taube,; Zoa1111e Nordstrom (Glen Park 
Association), NorCI Dmvley, Eileen Gold111m1, Glen Purk Brnnch 
Debomh Doyle, Golden Gate Branch 
Royce Vaug/111, Al Lewis, Ingleside Branch 
MC1ria BC1cigC1l11po, Marina Brnnch 
A1111 A11de1:w11, William A11derso11, Merced Branch 
Chester Roaman, Mission Branch 
Andrew Grimstad, Noe Valley Branch 
Suzmme C(l11then, Dorothy Danielso11, North Beach Branch 
Dion Robens, Occult View Branch 
Bw·bara St. Marie, Ortega Brunch 
Rachel Ellis, Julia Dowd, Park Branch 
Katen Bevelande,; Parkside Branch 
Christine Ortiz, Portola Branch 
Marcia Popper, Portrcro Branch 
BarlJC/l'CI. Martinelli, Presidio Branch 
Barbara Bcm11a11, Richmond Branch 
Kenneth Groh, Sunset Branch 
Vincellt Chao, Visitacion Valley Branch 
Jane Risk, J. Davie/ Grm1.1·z, West Portal Branch 
Michael Bra.1·.1·i11gto11, Bet/y Brassing/on, Ronald Neycs, Western 
Addition 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1 Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library, 

As a former San Frnncisco mayor, _I urge the voters of San 
Francisco to suppOl't Olli' branch libraries and vote Yes oii A. This 
library bond is good, solid public policy and I universally sup-
port it us essentiul to San Frnncisco's future. · ·' · 

l agree that libraries are an essential part of the San Francisco. 
We're not a wot'ld-class city wiihout them. They help educate,. 
our children and give them a sat'e place to meet and socialize, 
as well as enguge in lifelong leurning. Libraries are a key 
resource that businesses use whenJ1ssessing whether to locate 
or·stay here. 

Our libraries must be iiccessible and safe for each and every 
San Franciscan. These bond monies can make that u reality
libraries will be earthquake retrofitted and remodeled to provid
ed full access for people with physical disabilities. 

It is a small price to 1my for something so Important. So 
plensc join me in voting Yes on Proposition A. 

Mayor George Christopher 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library, 

The business community believes that 1i strong library sys• 
tem is essential for 11 vibl'llnt, growing economy. Neighborhood 
libraries are an important clcmei1t in aurncting and keeping our 
families and economic base here in the City. A city with unsafe and 
out of date libraries is simply 1101 an acceptable place to live. 

We have seen how the rebuilding of the Ocenn View and 
Mission branch libmries helped to 1·ejuvennte neighborhoods, 
encouraging economic st;1bilization and introducing growth 
opportunities for local residents. Proposition A will help stimulate 
revitalization in every branch library's neighborhood. II is an 

. invcs1111en1 for the next gci1eration. The branch libraries arc the 
backbone of our economic fuwrc. Vote YES on Proposition A. 

Roberta Achtenbc,~r:. Chamber of' Commerce 
Chris Ditte11hqfer, Council of Neighborhood Merchants* 
Warren fle//111an 
Joe 0 1Donog/111e_ 
Melvin Washi11g1011, Bayview Merchants Association* 
*For Identification Purposes Only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Save Our Branch Libraries. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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·. Branch Library •B.onds 
PAI_D ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A 

Labor Says: VQte Yes on Af 
It is in the interest of San Francisco's working families to sup

port Proposition A. Proposition A will provide much needed 
improvements to every branch library in · the city. San 
Francisco's neighborhood libraries serve an important and vital 
role in· our City.• 

Nearly all. of the staff of the San Francisco Public Library are 
union employees. Branch librarians currently work in over
crowded .areas with little privacy. or space to carry out their 
duties. The bond will allow the Library to expand space for the 
staff, as well as children's and other programs. Currently many 
neighborhood libraries are not accessible to the disabled com
munity. Proposition A will bring all branches in line with the · 
Americans with Disabilities Act. Branches will also be rewired 
to provide better access to technology and the Internet. 

Join organized labor in supporting Prop A. 

G111111ar l1111deberg, Sailors' Union of the Pacific*. 
LarriMazzola, Plumbers Local #38"' · 
Brian Mc Williams, ILWU Local 34>1< 
Josie Mooney, San Francisco Labor CounciJ>t< 
Jim Salinas, Carpenters Union Local #2236"' 
Sc,rah M. Shaker, Instituto Laboral de la Raza* 
"'Title For Identification. Purposes Only 

The true squrce of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee. to Sav,!3 Our.Branch Libraries.· 

· The largest contributor to the true .source recipient committee Is 
the Friends & Foundation of the San Francisco Public Library, 

Arguments printed 9n this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Branch Library Bonds A 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION-A 

We want children to. team to read: Who wouldn't? Public 
libraries are among a free society's greatQst assets. Learning is n 
gift for every'child. However; the cost of which should be born 
by all, through sales tax revenues or income taxes, Shifting the 
burden just to hapless homeowners and property owners, as these 
general obligation bonds do, is unfair, unlawful and just plain 
wrong. San Frnnciseo is about equity and fairness to all -

Vote No on A. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress 
San Francisco, CA 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION A- NO ACCOUNTABILITY 
Gliueringly packaged, the superficially attractive Proposition 

· A requires historical analysis, then commonsensical rejection. In 
1988 voters were induced to approve a $ I 09,500,000 indebted
ness to build a new main library and refurbish the branches. 
Voters were falsely assured millions of dollars wciuld be allocat
ed. Once again, however City Hall lied. The bonds were issued 
alright, but the money for brnnch libraries was diverted to other 
uses. Now, City Hall wants to borrow another $105,865,000 
which, with iniercst, will cost us virtually $200,000,000 to repay, 
Agi1in, there's no ensuring of proper expenditure and oversight. 
There's no effort to use some of the City's huge surplus. There's 
no way lo prevent waste or cost overruns. Until some of the sur
plus is allocated lo branch librnries, and not for 564 non-civil ser
vice "mayornl assistants" or more aides for supervisors - (yet 
-another deceit) or doubling of new commissioners' stipends, and 
waste of taxpayer money is prevented, a moratorium on more 
taxpayer indebtedness must be imposed, VOTE NO ON A until 
our dish·ict supervisors nre elected to ensure equnlized, cost 
eflcctive nttention to neighborhood libmries! 

Good Govem111e111 Al/ia11ce 

The true source offunds used for the printing lee of this argument 
is .Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Kopp's Good Government Committee. 

The same guys that built the New Main 
--Too small for the books -- what a pain! 
Now want to build branches 
To let them is madness 
Vote No 011 Prop. A -· it's insane. 

Peter Wmjield 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Peter Warfield, 

This bloated bond measure is a blank check to make unclear
iy defined alterations'to 19 branches and to construct new build~ 
ings. It was rushed through City Hall and is being campaigned 
for by the same self-appointed "library entrepreneurs" who 
induced voters to support the 1988 bond for $109.5 million -- not 
yet piiid off! -- that brought us the New Maii1 fiasco. 

Approximately $50 million of the bond is proposed for expan
sion 01· new facilities even though not even preliminary designs 
have been presented, 

This measure will result in increased operating costs for the 
new and expanded facilities, and thus result in further reductions 
of Prop E funds spelll on books and open hours. Staffing of the 
branches is already short. Also, the branches being renovated 
will be closed for long periods, resulting in a further reduction in 
open hours, . ) · 

This $105,865,000 bond will waste $84,810,315 of our taxes 
on interest payments to investors. 

This bond serves the privatizing interests of the "library ent1·e
preneurs", not the democratic interests of the taxpayers or of · 
library patrons. 

Remember the Main -- No blank check! 

Gray Panthers of S.F. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Gray.Panthers of S.F. and Deetje Boler. 

· A~guine11ts printed on this page are the opinlon,of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED BOND-ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION A· 

,\ I 

CALLING AND PROVIDING FOR A SPE
CIAL .ELECTION TO BE · HELD IN THE 
CITYAND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
ON TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 7,' 2000, FOR 
THE· PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE 
VOTERS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF 
SAN FRANCISCO A PROPOSITION TO 
INCUR THE FOLLOWING BONDED DEBT 
OF THE. CITY AND COUNTY: ONE HUN
DRED FIVE MILLION EIGHT HUNDRED 
SIXTY-FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS 
($!05,865,000) FOR THE ACQUISITION, . 
RENOVATION,-AND CONSTRUCTION OF 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENTS TO BRANCH 
LIBRARIES AND OTHER LIBRARY FACIL
ITIES, OTHER THAN THE MAIN LIB~ARY; 
FINDING THAT THE ESTIMATED COSTS 
OF SUCH PROPOSED PROJECT IS AND 
WILL BE TOO GREAT TO BE PAID OUT OF 
THE ORDINARY ANNUAL INCOME AND 
REVENUE OF THE CITY AND COUNTY 
AND WILL REQUIRE EXPENDITURES 
GREATER .THAN THE AMOUNT 
ALLOWED THEREFOR BY THE ANNUAL 
TAX LEVY; RECITING THE ESTIMATED 
COST OF SUCH PROPOSED PROJECT; 
WAIVING CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS OF 
SECTIONS 2.3 I. AND 2.34 OF THE SAN 
FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE 
RELATING TO THE TIMING FOR THE 
INTRODUCTION AND ADOPTION OF · 
PUBL.IC INTEREST AND NECESSITY RES
OLUTIONS; FIXING THE DATE OF ELEC
TION AND THE MANNER OF HOLDING 
SUCH ELECTION ANf> THE PROCEDURE 
FOR VOTING FOR. OR AGAINST THE 
PROPOSITION; FIXING THE MAXIMUM 

· RATE OF INTEREST ON SUCH BONDS 
AND PROVIDING FOR THE LEVY AND 
COLLECTION OF TAXES TO PAY BOTH 
PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST THEREOF; 
PRESCRIBING NOTICE TO BE GIVEN OF 
SUCH ELECTION; CONSOLIDATING THE 
SPECIAL ELECTION WITH THE PRESI
DENTIAL GENERAL ELECTION; ESTAB
LISHING THE ELECTION PRECINCTS, 
VOTING PLACES AND OFFICERS FOR 
THE ELECTION; AND WAIVING THE 
WORD LIMITATION ON BALLOT 

PROPOSITIONS IMPOSED BY SAN FRAN
CISCO MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS CODE 
SECTION 510. 

Be. it Ol'dnined by the People of the City and 
County of Sun Fruncisco: 

Section I. A special election is hereby culled 
and ordered to be held in the City und County 
of Sun Francisco (the "City") on Tuesday, the 
7th day of November, 2000, for the ·purpose of 
submitting to the electol's of the City n proposi
tion to incul' bonded indebtedness of the City 
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for the project hereinafter described ln the 
nmount and for the purposes stated: 
' "$105,865,000, ._to pay for .the acquisition, 
renovation, and construction of branch libraries 
and other library focilities, other than the Mnin 
Library, and 1111 other works, property and 
structures necessary or convenient for the fore-
going purposes." · 

City on Tuesday, November 7, 2000. The vol- . 
ing precincts, polling places and officers of 
election for the November 7, 2000 Presidential 
Generul Election ,are hereby udopted, estab
lished, designated and named, respectively, us 
the voting precincts, polling places and officers 

The special election · hereby called and . 
ordered shall be referred to herein as the "Bond• 

· of election for the Bond Special Election here
by culled, und•reference is hereby made to the 
notice . of° election setting forth the ,voting 
precincts, polling places and officers of election 

Special Election." 
Section 2. The. estimated cost of the project 

described in Sec1jon I hereof wns fixed by the 
Bourd. of Supervisors of the City (the "Bourd of 
Supervisors") by the following resolution and 

· in the-amount specified below: 
Resolution No. 579-00, $105,865,000. 

· Such resolution wns pnssed by two-thirds o~ 
more of the Board of Supervisors and npproved 
by the Mnyor of the City (the "Mnyor"), In 
such resolution it was recited nnd found thnt the 
sum of money specified is too greut to be puid 
out of the ordinury unnuul income nnd revenue 
of the City in uddition to the other mmuul 
expenses thereof _or other funds derived from 
tuxes levied for those purpose~ nnd will require 
expenditures greater thun the nmount allowed 
therefor by the nnnuul tux levy. . . 

The method and manner of payment of the 
. estimated costs described herein nre by the 
issuance of bonds of the City not exceeding the 
principal amount specified. 

Such estimate of costs ns set forth in such 
resolution is hereby 11dop1ed und determined to 
be the estimuted cost of such improvements und 
finllncing. 

Section 3. The Board of Supervisors hereby 
wuives any and nil of the requirements set forth 
in Sections 2.31 and 2.34 of the Sun Francisco 
Administmtive Code relllling to the timely 
intmduction und udoption of public interest nnd 

. necessity resolutions thnt are or mlly become 
llpplicuble 10 actions of the Board of 
Supervisors necessury for the submission of the 
proposition described herein to the voters of the 
City. 

Section 4. The Bond Special Election shnll 
be held und conducted und the votes thereufter 
received und c11nv11ssed, und the retums thereof 
lllllde und the results thereof ascemiined, deter
mined und declared' us herein provided und in 
ull pnrticulllrs not herein recited such election 
shull be held uccording 10 the lllws of the Stllte 
of California and the Charter of the City (the 
"Churter") providing· for und governing elec
tions in the City and County, und the polls for 
such election shull be and l'Cmuin open during 
the time l'equired by such laws. 

Section 5. The Bond Speciul Election is 
hereby consolidated with the Presidential 
General Election scheduled to be held in tht 

for the November 7, 2000 Presidential General 
Election by the Director of Elections to be pub
lished in the official newspuper of the City on 
the date required under the laws of the State of 
Califomin. 

Section 6. The ballots to be used at the Bond 
Special Election shall· be the ballots to be used 
at the November 7, 2000 Presidential General 
Election. The word limit for bullot proposi
tions imposed by Sun Francisco Municipul 
Elections Code Section 510 is hereby waived. 
On the ballots to be used nt the Bond Specilll 
Election, in addition to any other mutter 

· required by law to be printed thereon, shull 
appenr the following us II sepm·ate proposition: 

"BRANCH LIBRARY FACILITIES . · 
IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 2000. Shull the 
City incur $105,865,000 of bonded indebted
ness for the ucquisition, renovation, and con
struction of branch libraries and other libmry 

. fuciliti~s, other thun the Main Library, und 1111 
. other works, property and structures necessury 

or convenient for the foregoing purposes?" 
Each voter to vote in favor of the issuunce of 

the foregoing bond proposition shall punch the 
ballot curd in the hole after the word "YES" to 
the right of the proposition, und to vote against 
the proposition shall punch the ballot curd in 
the hole ufter the word "NO" to the right of the 
proposition. If and to the extent th111 u numeri
cal or othe1· system is used 111 such speclul elec
tion, euch voter to vote in fovor of the pmposi
tion shllll murk the ballot curd or equivulent · 
device lifter the. number 01· in the locution cor
responding to u "YES" vote for the pmposition 
und to vote against the proposition shull murk 
the bullot curd or equivalent device lifter the 
number or in the locution corresponding to 11 

"NO" vote for the proposition, 
Section 7. If at the Bond Special Election it 

shall uppear thut two-thirds of nil the voters vot
ing on the proposition voted in favor of und 
authorized the incurring of bonded indebted
ness for the purposes set forth in such proposi
tion, then such proposition shull huve been 
accepted by the electors, and bonds authorized 
thereby slmll be issued upon the order of the 
Bourd of Supel'Visors. Such bonds shall bear 
intel'CSt at a rnte not to exceed twtlve percent 
( 12%) per annum, 

The votes cast for and against the proposition 
shall be counted separately and when two-



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION A (CONTINUED) 

thirds of the quulified electors, voting on the 
proposition, vote in fuvor thereof, tile p(oposi
tion shull be deemed adopted. 

Section 8. For the purpose .of puying the 
principul und interest on the bonds, the Bourd 
of Supervisors shull, ut the time of fixing the 
general tux levy und in the munner for such 
general tux levy provided, levy und collect 
unnuully each yeur until such bonds ure puid, or 

· until there is a sum in the Treasury of said City 
set apart for thut purpose to meet nil sums com
ing due for the principal. and interest on the 
bonds, 11 tax sufficient to pay the annual interest 
on such· bonds as the same becomes due and 
nlso such purt of the principnl thereof as .shall 
become due before the proceeds of II tux levied 
nt the time for making the next geneml tux levy 
·can be made available for the payment of such 
principal. · 

-Section 9. This ordinunce shall be published 
once II day for at least seven (7) dnys in the offi
cial newspaper of the City nnd such publication 
shall constitute notice of the Bond Special 
Election. and no other notice of the Bond 
Special Election hereby caUed need be giyen. 

Section 10. The uppropl'iate officers, 
employees, repl'esent11tives 11nd agents of the 
City are hereby authorized and directed to do 
everything necessary or desimble to accom
plish the calling and holding of the Bond 
Special Election, and to otherwise carry out the 
provisions of this ordinance. 
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DO YOU KNOW WHERE 
TO GO TO VOTE? 

With district elections, you need to• vote 
at your assigned polling place (or by mall) 

or. your vote may not count. 

' I 

Your polling place.is listed on the 
back cover o~ this pamphlet 

or you can check online at: 
www.sfgov.org/election 

or call 415-554-4375. 

San Francisco Department of Elections 

' i 



District Aide 
PROPOSITION B · 

Shall the City allow each member of the Board of Supervisors to hire a third 
aide? 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

YES -
NO -

THE WAYIT IS NOW: Under the Charter, the City provides A "YES"VOTE MEANS:lf you vote yes, you want the City to 
each of the eleven members of the Board of Supervisors provide members of the Board of Supervisors with a third 
with two staff members. These staff members, often called· aide. 
"aides," work for the Individual supervisors and. help them 
perform their official duties. A 1997 City ordinance autho- A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want the 
rlzed the Clerk of the Board to hire a third aide, called a City to provide members of the Board of Supervisors wit~ 
"constituent liaison," .for each supervisor. That ordinance a third aide. 
expires January 2001. 

THE PROPOSAL:· Proposition B is a Charter amendment 
that would have the City provide each member of the Board 
of Supervisors with a third aide, called a "district aide." 

Controller's Statement on "B" How Supervisors Voted on "B" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow- On July 17, 2000 the Board of Supervisors voted 8 to 3 

Ing statement on the fiscal Impact of Proposition B: to place Proposition B on the ballot. ' 

The Supervisors voted as follows: Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopted, in 
my opinion, It would cost approximately $300,000 In fiscal 
year 2000-01 and $600,000 annually thereafter to fund a 
third aide ·dedicated to district services.· Since the funds to 
support these positions are available within the current . 
Board of Supervisors' budget, it would not require an addi
tional appropriation of funds. 

Yes: Supervisors Arnmiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, 
Katz, Leno, Teng, and Yakl. 
No: Supervisors Kaufman, Newsom, and Yee. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS, 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P•26 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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District .Aide 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B 

. Since 1997, 01embers of the Board of Supervisors have had 3 
aides to assist with answering letters, e-mail and phone calls· 
from residents; researching and writing legislation; and r~yiewing . 
the City's budget. Many supervisors also hire aides who can 
speak other languages such as Spanish and Cantonese to b'1tter 
serve residents. Aides make it possible to respond .to the many · 
requests supervisors receive each day and to stay informed about 
issues facing the City. · 

Unfortunately, due to a provision in the Charter, authorization 
to maintain 3 aides will expire in January 200 I, just as the City 
moves to district elections for members of the Board. Up to 8 
current employees at the Board of Supervisors, who make under 
$40,000, could lose their jobs. 

In 1998, voters had a chance to eliminate the 3rd aide for each 
Board member, but wisely voted not to, opting instead for a more 
responsive Bourd of Supervisors. Now voters have a chance to 
reaffirm their decision and to ensure a smooth transition to 

· district elections. 
Under district elections, members of the Board will be directly 

accountable to residents in their district. If you have a pothole, a 
dangerous pedestrian· crossing, or a problem affecting your 

neighborhood park, . there will be a · district supervisor 
representing your neighborhood to whom you will turn to get the 
problem fixed. Thes!! problems deserve c.lose attention from your 
representative;. without the proper staffing to. follow. u~ ·on 
requests, h will t.ake longer for your Supervisor to respond to 
your needs. .. . . . . .• . . , , .. . . 

Board membe.rs haye only 3 staff members in each office to, 
keep track of the budgets and activities of over SO City 

, departments. Please consider voting yes on Prop B to ensure that 
Board members in each district can effectively respond to your 
needs. 

Board of Supervisors 

How Supervisors Voted to Submit This Argument 
The Supervisors voted as follows on August 21, 2000: 
Yes: Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Leno, Teng, 
Yaki 
No: Kaufman, Newsom, Yee 

REBUTT~L TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B . ' . ' . . 

Are voters dumb? Or are we just forgetful? Supporters of 
Proposition B · are banking cin one or the other. · · 

Yes, because of 11 provision in the City Charter, authorization 
for the Supervisors io have three aides apiece will expire in 
January. However, the Charter did not fall from the sky like a 
lump of alien debris. The Charter was enacted by the voters, and 
with the following provision: "Each· member of the Board of 
Supervisors shall have two staff members .... "(Sec. 2,117 ,) This 
is not some ancient artifact,. either. The current Charter took 
effect in mid-1996: 

. The following year, the Board, by ordinunce, authorized each 
member to hire a third staffer-specifically a "constituent liaison." 
To justify the new hires, the Board poiilled to a marked increiise 
in communications 'from constituents, owing to fox machines and 
e-mail. The Supervisors wanted extra help with their 

correspondence, The help would be temporary, lasting on.ly until 
January 200 I, when Supervisors elected by district will take 
office. 

And yes, in 1998, we . voters rejected an initiative to 
discontinue the added hires immediately. However, the Board 
assul'Cd us in the voter guide that when district Supervisors clime 
in, the third staffers would go out. After 1111, starting this January, 
each Supervisor will have for fewer constituents to corres~ond 
with. 

Elected officials should of course a,nswer their mail. But even 
more, they-should keep their word. Vote No on Prop. B. 

Sa11 Francisco Republican Pa,·ty 
Donald A. Cmpe1; Chairmun 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency; · · . ' ., 
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District Aide 
' ' . 

OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B 
Politicians don't lie, they justfo,;get their promises. Our Board 

. of ,Supervisors promised the voters, just a few short years ago, 
that when we approved their new 3rd aide, that it was only 
"temporary". The promise they made to the voters was that they 
would · forego the aide· if and when District Elections . was 
implemented. We now. have District Elections, but they still 
want their aide. They didn't forget their promise to us-they lied! 

If we don't make the politicians keep their promises, and then the 
· voters really are as dumb as they think we are: In fact, we'd be 
dumber tlien the politicians. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

'REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B 
In 1997, the Board of Supervisors added a 3rd aide through a 

Charter proyision that allows temporary positions for up to 3 
years. That provision has now expired, meaning that when 
residents elect district supervisors, each office-will have only two 
legislative assistants to handle constituent requests, answer 
phones, and review legislation and the City's budget. 

.'Now it's up to the voters to decide. The opponent of this 
measure, who is merely using the voter's pamphlet to publicize 
his campaign for elective office, doesn't understand the 
overwhelming volume of information and requests that each 
supervisor must handle. 

Supervisors' 3rd aides make approximately $37,000 per year, 

but they work very long hours on behalf of the public. If' you 
want your new district supervisors to be as responsive as 
possible to your distl'icCs needs, pletise vote yes on B. 

Board of Supervisors 

How Supervisors Voted to Submit This A1·gument 
The Supervisors voted as follows on August 28, 2000: 
Yes: Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Leno, Teng, 
Yuki . 
No: Kaufman, Newsom, Yee 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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District Aide 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR-OF PROPOSITION, B 

Elect a good Supervisor In November. , 
Help me work harder to build · housing, deal with homeless~· 

ness, and monitor MUNI. · 
Give. me the help to handle the mundane, but important, 

details. . 
. · Proposition B just keeps the three assi~tants we now have. 
For good government, vote YES on B. 

Jim Reid, District 6 

·Vote Yes on B. . 
All San Franciscans · benefit from the professional support 

offered by these aides. The direct customer service they provide 
to residents and businesses alike makes the small cost a.good 
investment. 

·"Your supervisor's office staff ca11 be the i11osl helpful ·resource 
for neighborhood businesses and residents when inevitable frus
trations arise. Vote to keep this support," says G. Rhea Serpun, 
president & CEO. · 

The true sourcEi of funds used for the printing fee of this argument A. lee Blitch 
ls Jim Reid . 

Chair, Bou~d of Directors 

Our government is supposed to be a system of checks and bal-· 
ances; But how can Supervisors check the Mayor's actions when 
each has two. aides against his 500-plus assistants? If eleyen 
more aides will break the bank, maybe the Mayor will agree to 
reduce his staff by eleven. 

Vote Yes on Bl 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Jane Morrison . 2. Jennifer Clary 3; Zoanne 
Nordstrom. 

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true so·urce of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
ls San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency,, . 
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District Aide 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION B 

.Our supervisors do not need a third aide and they certainly will 
not need one after the district t!lections. A third aide on the City 
payroll is an unnecessary expenditure of taxpayer money. The 
purpose of district elections is to increase democracy not bureau
cracy. Every district in the City has public buildings with com
munity rooms. The 11 supervisors and their respective two aides 
can do their job effectively by meeting constituents once a week 
in a different section of their district. For example, in District . 
Three, a constituent meeting could move each week from North 
Beach, to Chinatown, to Nob Hill, Russian Hill, Polk Gulch, 
Embarcadero, etc. The local· clubs and organizations in each 
neighborhood have many highly skilled and responsible mem
bers. Those who have the time and interest can be selei;ted lo 
serve as volunteer district aides. They will do a great job for their 
neighborhood, their district, the City and the democratic process 
in San Francisco. Vote No on Proposition B .. 

Mike DeNunzio 
Candidate for Supervisor, District Three 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzlo. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mike DeNunzlo 2. Annette DeNunzlo 3. Paul May. 

PROPOSITION B IS FOR BOONDOGGLE!, 
In 1997, the Charte1·-mandated part-time supervisors voted 

themselves 15 new "aides", exempt from civil ser.vice, costing· 
taxpayers nearly $1,000,000 per year. Voters then purposefully 
wrote and qualified for the June, 1998 election an initiative to 
abolish those non-civil service· positions, 11 of which were for 
personal use by the supervisors as a third "aide" and four were 
legislative analysts. Those same supervisors responded by 
approving a chaiter amendment to raise their pay 51 % and 
repeatedly promised that if voters rejected the initiative to abol
ish their third "aide", the faw authorizing such taxpayer-financed 
patronage would automatically end with the change to district 
supervisors. Lulled by that promise, voters narrowly rejected the 
initiative while approving the 51 % pay increase, which continues 
even with district supervisors who will represent but 70,000 peo
ple, not 770,000. Supervisors then presented us a measure to give 
themselves a pension, despite the law limiting them to two terms. 

Two years laier, the supervisors betrayed their promises to vot~ 
ers to eliminate their the third "aides" and devised a new tactic . 
to insert the same third ''.aides" in om· charter at taxpayer 
expense. The cost of this patronage boondoggle? $635,000 a 
yem: Their bald-face.I arrogance and deceit should not be 
rewarded. These are "aides" for the same supervisors who 
already have two "aides" each plus four legislative analysts, yes, 
the very same supervisors who canceled a regular business meet
ing ("cancellation is first in memory", according to one local 
newspaper), to leave town for partisan Hollywood political meet~ . 
ings and cocktail parties. 

VOTE NO ON B - HOLD THEM TO THEIR 1998 
PROMISE. 

Good Government Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Good Government Alliance. · 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Kopp's Good Government Committee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED .BOND MEASURE 
PROPOSITION B 

· · .:Describing and setting forth n proposnl to the 
qualjtl~d· electors ophe City and County of Sun 
Francisco to nniend the Chnrter of snid <;ity nod 
county by amending Section 2.117, to provide 

• Ii district aide. for e11ch member of the Bonrd of 
Supervisors. . .. 
· The Board of Supervisors of the City and 

County of San Frai1cisco hereby submits to the 
qualified electors of said city 11nd county at 1111 
election to be held on November 7, 2000, 11 pro
posal to amend the Charter of s11id city 1111d 
county by amending .Section 2.117 to read 11s 
follows: 

!",. 

"NOI'E: Additions are ii1dicated by undecliuiui:; 
'· · Deletions are indicnted by sit iltti 8tlls. 

··Section· I. Th~ San Francisco Charter is 
hereby amended, .by amending Section 2.117, 
to rend as follows: 
. SEC. 2.117; OFFICES OF THE BOARD 
OF SUPERVISORS. . . 

Ench member of the Board of Supervism·s 
stiitll lmve~ twe stuff members, two lei:isln• 
tjve njdes nnd one djs1rjc1 njde. pursuant to 
Section 10.104; 

The Board of Supervisors shall appoint a 
Clerk of the Board. The Clerk of the Bmird 
~hull huve charge of the office und records of 
the Bonrd and its co11m1ittees and its classified, 
staff. The. Clerk shall keep a public record of 
the prnccedings of the board 11s provided by 
Section 2.108 of this Charter and shall keep 
properly indexed tiles of nil orilinnnces and res
olutions. The Cieri( shall be responsible for the 
j>ublicution, us required by law, of ordinances, 
resolutions nnd other mutters acted ·011 by the 

· Board for which publication is specified. ' The 
Clerk shnil linye such other duties and respon
sibilities ns the Board of Supervisors muy pre
scribe, 

The Board of Supervisors shall appoint uncl 
mny remove II Budget Annlyst nnd such 
uppointment shull be mude solely cin the busis 
of quuiificutions by education, tmining uml 
experience for the position to be filled, The 
Budget Analyst shull be responsible for such 
duties us the ,Bonrd of' Supei-visors shi,11 pre
scl'ibe. 
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City Worker·Retirement Benefits 
PROPOSITION C 

Shall· the City Increase retirement benefits for miscellaneous employees 
hired after 1976? . · 

YES·- 1111 
NO - 1111 

Digest 
··by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: City employees other than police offi
cers and firefighters are referred to In the Charter as "mis
cellaneous" employees. There are two levels of retirement 
benefits for such employees. Those hired before 
November 2, 1976 get higher pensions than those hired 
after that date. 

Miscellaneous employees hired after 1976 may get a 
pension of up to 70 percent of their final salary. The 
pension amount Is based on years of service, a multiplier 
based on age at retirement (ranging from 1 percent per 
year of service at age 50 to 1-2/3 percent at age 60), and 
final salary. "Final salary" for these purposes means the 
average monthly salary earned during the three-year 
period when the employee earned the highest salary. 

Employees in this group who become disabled get a 
pension based on 1.5 perpent of their final salary for each 
year of service. 

Controller's Statement on "C" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition C: 

Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopted, in 
my opinion, it would increase the cost of government by an 
amount, estimated by the Retirement System Actuary, of 
$34 million per year for 20 years and then dropping to $17 · 
million per year. · 

Even with this proposal, the City, does not expect to have 
to make a contribution to the Retirement System for at least 
the next 15 years. If this measure were adopted, according 
to the actuary, the City's Retirement System would still 
have a significant surplus (estimated at over $2 billion as of 
6/30/99). 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C Is a Charter amendment 
that would increase retirement benefits for miscellaneous 
employees hired after 1976. Ari employee could get a 
pension of up to 75 percent of final salary. The pension . 
amount.would be based on years of service and a multiplier 
ranging from 1 % per year of service at age 50 to 2% at age 
60, The employee's "final salary" would mean the average 
monthly .salary during the one-year period when the 
employee earned the highest salary. 

Employees in this group who became disabled would get 
a pension based on 1 ;8 percent of their final salary for each 
year of service. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to 
increase retirement benefits for miscellaneous employees 
hired after 1976. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these increases in retirement benefits. 

How Supervisors Voted on "C" 
On July 17, 2000 the Board of Supervisors voted 11 to 

O to place Proposition C on the ballot. 

The Supervisors voted as follows: 
Yes: Supervisors Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, 
Katz, Kaufman, Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, and Yee. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 
I•' 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE p.34 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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City Worker Ret_irement Benefits 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN· FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C . 

Proposition C will ensure that San Francisco cnn attract 11nd 
retain the best, most qualified city employees, including nurses, 

. doctors and qthe~ vital public safety personnel. 
Currently, San Franc\sco ranks among the lowest of major 

California cities and counties in employee retirement benefits. 
As a result, the City is losing highly qualified and trained· 
employees every year to other counties and the private sector. 

Additionally, city employees hired after 1976, which includes 
the majority of women and minority personnel, receive substan
tially inferior retirement benefits. Proposition C will reverse the 

the retirement fund surplus can only· be used to improve 
retirement benefits . 
· This measure does not ask for more - it merely asks for pari

ty. Proposition C will provide an equitable retirement package to 
all city employees while helping San Francisco to recruit and 
retain a high-caliber workforce. 

Vote for equity and quality. Vote to upgrade city services at 
no cost. 

'Vote ~ES on Proposition C. 

last 24 years of inequity and, at the same time, ensure that San Boa,d of Supervisors· 
Franciscans receive the highest quality medical cure, libraries 
and health safety services. 
· This proposal will help close the benefits gap and significantly How Supervisors Voted to Submit This Argument 
improve the City's competitive advantage. It will ensure that Sun The Supervisors voted as follows on August 21, 2000: 
Francisco can pay fair retirement benefits in order to attract and Yes: Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Kaufman, 
retain essential employees, particulnrly those who are highly . Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, 'Vee. 
sought after by the private sector. 

The current $2.4 billion surplus in the City's retirementfund 
. means that we can pass Proposition C without raising taxes for 
at least 15 years, and possibly longer. It is important to note that 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 
WITH FREE-SPENDING MAYOR WILLIE 

"GIVEAWAY" BROWN SAN FRANCISCO CAN'T 
AFFORD PROPOSITION C: 

The final budget of 1992-1996 San Fmncisco Mayor Frnnk 
Jordan called for spending about_ $2 1/2 billion. Under free 
spending Mayor Willie_ "Giveaway" Brown the City's budget is 
now well over $4 billion. A majority of these 18 current ballot 
measures call for additional wasteful spending. 

San Frnncisco cannot afford this wild and unwise spending. 
Ovei: 4,000 new public employee positions have been created 
under Mµyor·Brown. 

San Francisco voters, if they pass Proposition C, will be 
creating tens of millions of dollars of unnecessary additional 
VESTED (cannot be repealed) retirement payment rights. These 
payments in muny cases might well have to be handed out for as 
long us 30 or 40 years'. 

Vested retirement benefits do not go away - even if the funds 
of the Sun Frnncisco Retirement Board become exhausted in 

future years. San Frnncisco taxpayers are legally required to pay 
such obligations ... regardless of how bad the economic situation . 
gets· 1ocally. 

Giving away public \noney is popular. Our Mayor and most of . 
our current Board of Supervisors (6 of the l l members appointed 
by Willie Brown) care far more about winning the next election 
than whether San Francisco. eventually go~s bankrupt. During 
the l 970's - under similar such "leadership"- New York City did, 
in fact, go bankrupt. 

The San Francisco Republican Assembly is planning a 
pre-election discussion of Proposition C and other local ballot 
measures. Phone 415-339~1290 for full information. 

Vote No 

Di: Terence Fa11/k11e1; .I.D 
Former San Francisco Rept1blican Party Chairman 

Arguments printed on this page are tho opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency.': 
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City Worker. Retirement Benefits 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PffOPOSITION C 

TWO-THIRDS OF THE 18 LOCAL BALLOT MEASURES 
NOW BEING VOTED UPON CALL FOR TAXPAYERS TO 
BE SPENT: 

The well of San Francisco tax money is not bottomless -
though many political and civil service figures seem to think it is. 

Last election the members of the Boards of Supet'visol's put a 
self-sel'ving retirement program on the _ballot fol' themselves. 
Sad to say, the voters gave them the package. 

Now,. this Proposition C pl'oposes to increase the retil'ement 
benefits of those who have already left the civil service system. 

The, theory is that since there is a tempol'ary surplus in the 
Retirement System's funds, this money should be immediately 
handed out. We should ju_st pretend that there is 110 tomorrow. 

Of course, on the sad day when the Retirement System's funds 
run out, expect loud and angry demands for a taxpayer bailout. 

Vote No on Proposition C. 

Golden Gate Taxpaye,:y Association 

Di: Terence Fmilk11e1; J.D. 
State Senate Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C 
Proposition C is an economically sound plan that will help 

San Francisco upgrnde city services and run more efliciently. 
This measure will help the City recruit and retain key 

pel'sonnel in today's highly competitive economy. Without 
Proposition C, San Francisco will continue to lose qualilied 
nul'ses,. doctors and health safety employees lo othel' cities and 
counties and.to the pl'ivate sector. 

Proposition C restores equity to the City's retirement system. 
Since 1976, city employees have received i-ctirement benefits. 
substantially inferior to those earned by stale employees and 
most other city and county wol'kers in California. For 24 years, 
the majority of San Francisco's women and minol'ity personnel 
have suffered under an inequitable retirement system - this 
measure col'l'ects that injustice. The voters hitve already restored 
parity to the police and fire fighlel's. IL is only fail' that other key 
city employees l'eceive equal treatment. Proposition C will only 
benefit cul'l'ent and future City employees. 

The City Controllcl' reports that Proposition C will not cost 
the taxpayer anything at nll for at least 15 years and possibly 

longer. The retirement fund, which can only be used for 
retirement benefits, contnins a surplus of $2.4 billion. A small 
portion of this sul'plus can and should be used It> restore fairness 
lo the City's retirement system. 

Proposition C docs not provide more than other cities and 
counties across California - it simply ensures equity for Olli' 

employees. 
Vote for improved city services and equitable retirement ben-

efits. Vote Yes on Proposition C. • 

Boan/ rf S1111ervi,1·ors 

How Supervisors Voted to Submit This Argument 
The Supervisors voted as follows on August 28, 2000: 
Yes: Ammiano, Bcccl'l'il, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Kaufman, 
Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, Yee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City Worker Re.tirement Be,nefits 
.. ·.. ' . 

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C 
. The two-tier retirement system is unfair to city workers, par
ticularly women and minorities. 

Ending the two~tier system will cost tax-payers nothing. 
. Vote for.a fair retirement system. Vote YES on Prop Cl 

Jake McGoldrick · 
Candidate for District. I Supervisor 

: . . . ' . •, . . . 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is McGoldrick for Supervisor. 

The. three largest contributors to the t.rue source recipient committee 
are: 1. Hiroshi Fukuda 2. Mowltza Biddle 3. Steve WIiiiams. 

. The City's retirement fund has a surplus of $2.5 billion. 
Meanwhile 23,000 city employees have. the lowest retirement 
benefits in the state. This is an easy call - Vote Yes on Cl · 

Sa,i Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contrlbuiors to ·the true source recipient com
mittee eire: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Claude WIison. 

Proposition C is.similar to .the measure voters passed for fire
fighters in 1996. Proposition C will ensure that other key city 
employees like · nurses, doctors and librarians receive fair and 
competitive·· reti,ement benefits. Please join San Francisco 
Firefighters in voting YES on C. 

Jol,,i Hanley 
President, San Francisco Firefighters 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is UN AIPF (Aeflrement Improvement Proposition Fund). . · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com~ 
mlttee are: 1. Municipal Employees 2. Municipal Attorney's 
Association 3. Stationary Engineer Local 39. 

PROPOSITION C STANDS FOR CORRECTION! 
Proposition C is a straightforward measure intent on correcting 

an omission in San Francisco city employees' retirement bene
fits. Passage of Proposition C will equalize benefits for regular 
working people doing the honest, necessary, day-10-day tasks 
and work to make our City run. • . . . . , .. 

The amendment-seeks to remedy and equalize retirement ben
efits for city employees who were hired after 1976'. Further, 
Proposition C increases marginally the pension for city.employ
ees . who become disabled based on 1.8 percent of their final 
salary for each year of service to San Francisco, The pensions 
must be based on.years of service and a multiplier ranging from 
l % per year of service at age 50 to 2% at age 60, 

This increase in benefits for the aging city employee are neg-. 
ligible and deserved, particularly when one observes the 
increased cost of living in San Francisco as well as the brimming 
tux rolls, Gene.rat Fund surpluses, and soundness of the City's 
Retirement System •· estimated by the Controller to stand at $2 
billion, 

Let's help those city workers who don't have the benefit of 
political muscle and mightand as a consequence are overlooked 
and elbowed to the back of the ballot line. Pait of responsible 
good government guardianship is recognizing an oversight and 
standing affirmatively to· correct it. This is not the usual pre
dictable rai,d on qity coffers; this is a genuine omission that 
needs to be corrected. Proposition C represents fairness to real 
workers, 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Cl 

Denise M. laPoillfe 
Mara Kopp 
Good Govemment Alliance 

The true source of f.unds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Kopps Good Government Committee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the _authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency: 
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City Worker Retirement Benefits C 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR. OF PROPOSITION' C 

San Francisco currently ranks dead Inst afnong California's 
major cities and-counties in employee retirement benefits. Prop. 
C will allow San Francisco to provide benefits on pm· with cities . 
like Oakland nncl San Jose: . · 

Prop C wlll not cost the City or taxpayers anything for the 
foreseeable future, The Retirement System is extremely well · 
funded due to the trust fund's high returns - 23% for the fiscal 
year. ending 6/30/2000. The trust fund's assets today are valued 
at about $6 billion more than its liabilities. Only a fraction of that 
surplus will be used to· pay for this benefits upgrade. The City's 
retirement contribution would conti1111e to be ze,v and will likely 
be zero i11defi11itely. 

Proposition C will provide city workers with equitable bene
fits and help the City attract and retain qualified doctors, nurses, 
librarians,. engineers and other key personnel. Please vote on 
YES on Prop. C. · · 

D,: William Breall, Retirement Board Commissioner 
Al Casciato, Retirement Board Commissioner 
Joe Dri.vcoll, Retirement Board Commissioner 
. Herb Meiberger, Retirement Board Commissioner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Herb Meiberger. · 

Proposition C is our chance to make San Francisco city govern
ment run more like a business • efficiently and cost-effectively. 

It's simple common sense: San Frnncisco currently ranks dead 
last in California - behind even Oakland and San Jose - and city 
services loo often reflect this. 

Proposition C will make city govemment a more competitive 
employer and help attrnct and retain the most highly skilled per- . 
sonnel possible - at no additional cost lo the iaxpayer. 

Proposition C is an opportunity we can't afford to lose. Please 
vote YES on C. 

Mayor Willie L. B1vwn, .//: 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is UN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

Tile three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Association 2. Municipal 
Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local 1139. 

Proposition C will help ensure fair retirement benefits in order 
to aitract and retain essential city employees at no cost to tax
payers for at least 15 years. Proposition C is good government 
and sound business policy. Vote YES on C. 1 

• • 

Supervisor Barbara Kaufman 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund. · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Munlclpal Attorney's Assn. 2. Municipal Employees · 
Assn. 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. · · · 

· San Francisco ranks dead last among major California 
cities and counties in city employee retirement benefits. As a 
result, we ate· losing many of om· most highly qualified and 
trained employees. . 

Proposition C will help San Francisco attract and retain the 
mosi, highly qualified and trained doctors, nurses, librarians, 
engineers and other vital city employees . 

Proposition C will upgrade retirement benefits for key city 
employees, to II level on par with Oakland and San Jose. It does-
11 't ask for more - 011/y parity. 

San Franciscans deserve the best services possible, from hospi
tals to libmries._ Prop. C will help provide better services at no 
additional cost to the taxpay\!r, Please join us_ in voting YES on C. 

Bob Boileau 
· Vice President, San Francisco Labor Council 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is UN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

The three ·Iargest contributors tci the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Association 2. Municipal 
Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. 

It simply isn't fair that the overwhelming n1itjority of lesbian 
and gay city workers receive disproportionately -lower retirement 
benefits. Vote Yes on C for fair and equal benefits. 

Robert .f-laaland 
Vice-President, Harvey Milk LBGT Democratic Club 

Tl1e true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
Is UN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

The three largest contributors to the ,true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Association 2. Municipal 
Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local 1139. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and. have not been checked foraccuracy by any official agency. 
P-31 



•,• 
1': 

r . 

Clty· ,Wc5rke.r<Reti:tement Benefits 
P~ID·,ARGUMENTS IN'. FAVOR 'OF ;PROPOSITION C 

San Franciscans should never have to settle for second best -
particularly not when it comes to vital services like medical care, 
libraries and health safety. Proposition C will help ensure the 
highest level of care and service in our city's hospitals and 
libraries by ensuring that we can attract and retain the best, most
qualified personn.el. 

Please vote YES on C. 

State. Senator John Burton 

Prop C will ensure that every city employee receives fair, equal 
retirement benefits at no cost to taxpayers for at least 15 years. 
Please :vote Yes on C. 

I 

Pattie· Tqmura 
· President, SF Chapter Asian Pacific American L.aborAlliance 

The true so~rc~ of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is LIN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

. '· .. ' '' .. , . 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument The three largest contributors to the true source recipient cpm• 
Is LIN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). mlttee are: 1. Municipal Attorn~y•s Association 2. Municipal 

Employees Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. 
The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Asl:!oclatlon 2: Municipal 
Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. .. Vote YES on Proposition C 

Proposition C will make sure that working San Franciscans 

Proposition C is similar to the measure San Franciscans passed 
for police. officers in 1998.· Proposition C is vital for San 
Francisco to attract and retain skilled and trained public safety 
employees, including nurses and doctors. Please join us in voting 
for a safer San Francisco - vote YES on C. 

Chris C111111ie 
President, San Francisco Police Officer's Associatiort 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is LIN RIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Association 2. Municipal 
Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. 

Our retirees deserve equal retirement benefits! 
Vote Yes on C! 

Chris Daly 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 
Sylvia Alvarez-lynch 
Community Activst 
Executive Board Member, Latino Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Chris Daly. 

' can afford to retire with dignity. Please vote YES on ~-

. Assemblymember Kevin Shelley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel. Employees & Restaurant Employees 2. Don 

. Fisher 3. The Gap. 

Proposition C will help ensure that working San Fran.ciscans 
like librarians, nurses; and janitors citn afford to stay and live in 
San Francisco even after retirement. Vote Yes on C. 

Alex Wong 
Chair, San Francis~o Democratic Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument · 
Is LIN AIPF (Retirement Improvement Proposition Fund). 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Municipal Employees Association 2. Municipal 

· Attorney's Association 3. Stationary Engineers Local #39. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.: 
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City Worker Retirement Benefits 
··. PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION C · 

Retired employees are coming back to renegotiate their retire
ment packages. When an employee is hired he negotiates a 
package of benefits with the City. I can assure you that the city · 
is extremely generous. In fact, municipal labor unions pretty 
much write their own contracts and mayor's have routinely rub
ber stamped,them. Now, here are the retired employees co111ing: 
back for more, Their pensions already are far more generous 
than the pensions that Y<?U amt I have. They already receive Cost 
of Living Increases. They're riot hurting. They just want more. 
The temporary treasury surplus in the retirement fund won't iast 
and these benefits will soon eventually reduce monies that would 
otherwise go to more needy and important programs. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress 
San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. 

C 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF ·PROPOSED CHARTER .AMENDMENT 
PROPOSITION C 

. · ~scribing lind setting forth u .proposul to the· 
quitl!fl~ ;electors of the City und County of Sun 
Francisco to add Appendix AS.587. und Appendix 
AS.587-1 through AS.587-13 to the Churter of 
suid City und County, reliliing to retirement. ben-
efits for miscellaneous employees, · · 

The Boord of Supervisors of the City und 
County of Sun Fruncisco hereby submits to the 
q·uulltied electors of sµid city und county ut un 
election to be· held therein on November 7, 
200() u proposal to umend the Churter of snid 
city und county by udding Appendix AS.587 
und'Appendix M,857~1 through AS.587-13 to 
rend us follows: 

NOTE: The entire section Is new, 

A8.S87 RETIREMENT-MISCELLANEOUS 
OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES ON 
ONANDAFfER NOVEMBER 7, :zcMX) 

Miscelluneous officers und employees on 
November 7, 2000 who were members of the 
retirement system under Section AS.584, mis- . 
celluneous ot'ficers 11nd employees under 
Section·AS.584 whose 11ccumulnted contribu
iions were in the retirement fond·on November-
7, 200(J°and who were not retired on thut dote, 
11nd miscelluneous officers 1111d employees who 
become· members of the retirement system on 
11nd ufter November 7, 2000 shull be members 
of the retirement system subject to the provi
sions of Sections AS,587 through AS.587-13, in 
uddition to such other npplicuble provisions 
including, but not limited to, A8500 of this 
churter; provided thut persons who become 
members under the Public Employees' 
Retirement System of. the Stute of Ci11ifomi11 or 
members of the Stute Teuchers' Retirement 
System of the State of Culifomia slmll not be 
members of the Sun Frnncisco City und County 
Employees' Retirement System and prnvided, 
further, thut the retirement system sh11II be 
11pplied to persons employed or111 pul'l-time or 
tem1ior11ry busis only us the bourd ol' supervi
so1·s sh11II deteni1ine by ordinunce enucted by 
three-fourths vote of 11II members of the bourd. 

AS.587-1 DEFINITIONS 
The following words and phruses us used in 

this section, unless u different meuning is pluin
ly required by the context, shull .huve the fol
lowing meaning: 

"Retirement ullowunce," or "11llow11i1ce," 
shall 111e11n equul monthly puyments, beginning 
to ·accrne upon the date of retirement, und con
tinuing for life unless u different term of pay-
111ent is definitely pro-;ided by the context. 

"Compensution," us distinguished from ben
•elits under the workers' compcnsntion laws of 
the State of Culiforniu shall mean all remuner-

) 
ation whether in cash or by other allowances 
nrndc by the city und county, for service quuli-
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fying for. credit un~er this· sectio~,. but· exch.id
i11g remuneration for overtime nnd such .other 
forms of compensation excluded by the board 
of supervisors pursuunt to Section AS.500.'of 
the churter, . . : . ·· . . 

"Compensation earnable" shull meari the 
compensation as determined. by the retirement 
board, which would have been eariied by the 
meinbe1· bud ·he or she worked, throughQutthe 
period under consideration,' the uvernge •nu1nber 
of dnys ordinurily worked by persons in tlie 
sume grude or clnss of positions us the positions 
held by him or her during such period und nt the 
rate of puy attached to such positions, it being 
assumed thut during uny ubsence, he or she' was 
in the position held by him or her at the begin
ning of th~ absence~ and thut prior to· enterihg 
city service, he or she wmi in the position first 
held by him or her in city service. 

"Benefit" shuU include "ullownnce," "retire
ment nllowance," and "death benefit." 

"Averuge finul compensation'.' shull mean the 
nvernge· monthly compe11sation eurned by u 
member during uny one year of credited service 
in the retirement system in which his or her 
average fiitul compensation is the highest. 

For the purposes of the retirement system 
and of this section, ·section AS.587 und 
Sections AS.587-2 through AS.587-13, the 
terms "misceHaneous officer or· employee," or 
"member," shall mean uny officer or employe~ 
employed on November 7, 2000 who wus 11 
member of th~ retirement system uncle,· Section 
AS.584, any member of the retirement system 
under Section AS.584 whose accumulated con
tributions were in the. retirement · fund on 
November 7, 2000 und who wus not retired on 
that date, 11nd uny officer or employee 
employed on 01· ufter November 7, 2000 who is 
1101 11 member of the police or fire depmtments 

· as defined in the ch111·1e1· for the purposes of the 
· retirement system. Said terms shall not include 
those persons who beco111e membeis under the 
Public Employees' Retirement System or mem
bers of the Stute Teuchers' Retirement System. 

"Retirement system" or "system" shall meun 
San Frnncisco City und County Employees' 
Retirement System us cl'Cuted in Section 
AS,500 of the churter. · 

"Retirement bourd" shull meun "retirement 
bourd" us crented in Section 12. I 00 of the chnr
ter. 

"Clmrter" shall mean the chnrter of the City 
und County of San Fnmcisco. · 

Words used in the masculine gender shnll 
include 'the feminine and neuter genders, and 
singular numbers slmll include the plural and 
the pluml the singulur. 

"lntei·est" shall mean interest nt the rule 
ndopted by the retirement board. 

A8,S87-2 SERVICE RETIREMENT 
· Any member who completes 11t leust 20 yeurs 

of service in the uggregute credited in. the retire
ment system 1111d 111tuins the uge of 50 yeurs, or 
nt leust IO years of service in the aggregate 
credited in the retirement system, und uttuins 
the uge of60 yenrs, suid service to tie comput
ed under Section AS.587-7 muy,retire for ser
vice ut his or her option, Members niny retire 
under •this section or under the provisions of 
AS.587-6, on the first duy of the month 'next 
foUowing the 111tuinment by tbem of the uge of 
65 yeurs. A meinber retired 11t'ter reaching the 
uge of 60 years shall ·receive II service retire
'mentullowunce 111· the rnte of 2 percent of siiid 
uveruge finul compensutiori fol' each year of 
service. The service retirement 111Jow11nce of 
·1111y· niember retiring prior to 11t111ining the uge 
of 60 years, u11d ufter rendering 20 years or 
more of such service, computed under Section 
AS.587-7, und hnving 11t111i11ed the 11ge of 50 
yeurs, shull be 1111 11llow1111ce equal to the per
cent11ge of said nveruge firm! compensution set 
forth opposite his or he1· age Ill retirement, 
tuken to the preceding· completed q11111'1er year, 
for euch year of service, coniputed mider 
Section AS.587-7: 

Age ut 
Retirement 
50 
50 1/4 
50 J/2 
50 314 
51 
51 1/4 
51 1/2 
51 3/4 
52 
521/4 
52 1/2 
52 3/4 
53 
53 1/4 
53 1/2 
53 3/4 
54 
54 1/4 
54 1/2 
54 3/4 
55 
55 1/4 
55 1/2 
55 3/4 
56 
56 1/4 
56 1/2 
56 3/4 
57 
57· 1/4 
57 1/2 

Percent for 
Euch Year of 
Credited Service 
1.000 
1.0250 
1.0500 
l.o750 
1.1000· 
1.1250 
i.1500 
1.1750 
1.2000 
1.2250 
1.2500 
1.2750 
1.3000 
1.3250 
1.3500 
1.3750 . 
1.4000. 
1.4250 'I,, ' 

1.4500 
1.4750 
1.5000 
1.5250 
1.5500 
1.5750 ! I! 

1.6000 
1.6250 
1.6500 
1,6750 
1.7000 
1.7250 
1.7500 
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57 3/4 
58 
58 1/4. 
58 1/2 
58 3/4 
59 
59 1/4 
59 1/2 

.59 3/4 

.60 

1.7750 
1.8000 
1.8250 
1.8500 
1.8750 
1.9000 
1.9250 
1.9500 
1.9750 
.2.0000 

in no event shall II member's retirement 
111low11nce exceed seventy-five percent of his or 
her 11vet11ge final compensation. 

Before the first payment of II retirement 
. 111lowimce is m11de, 11 member, retired under this 
section or Section A8.587-3, m11y elect to 
receive the 11ctu11riul equiv11lent of his or her 
111low11nce, p11rtly in 11n 111low11nce to be received 
by him or her throughout his or her life, 11nd 
pw'tly in other benefits p11y11ble 11fter his or her 
death to another person or persons, provided 
that such election 'shall be subject to 1111 the con
ditions prescribed by the bourd of supervisors 
to govern simil11r elections by.other members of 
the retirement system, including the character 
und 11mount, of · such other benefits. 
Notwithst11nding the provisions of Section 
A8.5 l4 of this ch11rter, the portion of service 

· retirement 11llow11nce provided by the city nnd 
county's contributions shall be not less thnn 
$100 per month upon retirement after thirty 
years of service and after at111ining the nge of 60 
years, arid provided further that 11s to uny mem
ber with 15 years or more of service nt the 
retirement 11ge of 65, the portion of the service 
retirement 11llowunce provided by the city and 
county's contribution shall be such that the 10111! 
retirement allowance shall not be less than 
$ 100 per month. In the cnlculntions under this 
section of the retirement allowance of II mem
ber hnving credit for service in II position in the 
evenirg schools und service in uny other posi
tion, sepnrnte retirement 11llow11nces shall be 
culculuted, in the manner prescribed for each 
class of service, the 11vernge final compensation 
in each cnse being thnt for the respective class 
of service, provided that the aggregate retire
ment 11llow11nce shall be taken into account in 
applying the provisions ofthis section provid
ing for a minimum retirement allowance. Pnrt
time service and compensation shnll be con
verted to full-time service und compensation in 
the nuumer prescribed by the board of supervi
sors, ond when so converted shall be applied on 
full-time service and compcnsntion in the cul
culntion of retirement ullownnces. 

AB.587-3 RETIREMENT FOR INCAPACITY 
Any niember who becomes incopncitated for 

performance of duty because of disability 
determined by u qualified hearing officer to be 
of extended and uncertain duration, und who 

shall have completed at leust 10 years of ser• 
vice credited in the . retirement system in .the 
aggregate, computed 11s provided in Section 
A8.587-7, shall be retired upon an allowance of 
1.8% (one and eight-tenths percent) percent of 
the 11ver11ge final compensation of said member, 
us defined in Section A8.587-1 for each year of 
credited service, if such retirement ullowunce 
e~ceeds 40 percent of his or. her 11ver11ge final 
compens11tion; otherwise 1.8%-(one and eight
tenths percent) percent of his or her average 
final compensation multiplied by the number of 
years of city service which would be credited to 
him or her were such city service to continue 
until attainmeni by him or her of age 60, but 
such retirement allowance shall not exceed 40 
percent of such average final compensation. In 
the culculution under this section of 'the retire
ment allowunce of a member having credit for 
service in II position in the evening schools 11nd 
service in uny other position, separate retire
ment· allowances shall be calculated, in the 
manner prescribed, for each class of service, 
the average final compensation in eacli cuse 
being that for the respective class of service; 
provided that the average final compensution 
upon which the minimum total retirement 
allowance is calculated in such case shall •be 
bused on the compensation eurnable by the 
member in the classes of service rendernd by 
him or her during the one year immediately 
preceding his or her retirement. Part-time ser
vice and compensation shull be converted to 
full-time service and compensation in the mun-

. net· prescribed by the board of supervisors, und 
when so converted shall be applied us full-time 
service and compensution in the cnlculution of 
retirement allowances. The question of retiring 
members under this section may be brought 
before the retirement bo11rd on said.board's own 
motion, by the retirement board's executive 
director on its behnlf, by suid member, by his 01· 
her department head or by his or her guurdiun. • 
If his or her disability shall ceuse, his or her 
retirement allowance shall ceuse, und he or she 
shall be restored to service in the position or 
classification he or she occupied at the time of 
his or her retirement. 

AB.587-4 NO ADJUSTMENT FOR COMPEN• 
PENSATION PAYMENTS 

No modification of benefits provided in this 
section shull be mude because of uny 11111011111s 
payable to or on uccount of any member under 
workers' compensation laws of the State of 
Cnliforniu, ! 

AB.587-5 DEATH BENEFIT 
If u me1nber shnll die, before retirement: 
(n) If no benefit is payable under subsection 

(b) of this section: 
( 1) Regardless of cause, 11 death benefit 

shull be paid lo the member's estutc· or designat-

ed beneficiary consisting of the compensation 
eamuble by the member during the six inonths . 
immediately preceding death, plu.s the member's 
contributions nnd interest credited thereon. 

(2) If a membe1· sustains n trnumutic bod
ily injury through external and violent means in 
the course and scope of employment 11nd death 
results within 180 duys of such injury, an addi
tional insurance benefit of 12 months of com
pensation earnable shall be paid ·to the mem-
ber's estate or designated beneficiary. · · 

(b) If, 111 the date of his or her death, he or 
she was qualified for service retiremeni by rea
son of service and age under the provisions of 
Section A8.587-2, and he or she hus de~ignated 
us beneficiary his or her surviving spouse, who 
was married to him or her for ut least one full 
yenr immediately prior to the date of his or her 
death, one-half of the retir~ment ullowunce to 
which the member would have been entitled if 
he or she hnd retired for service on the date of 
his or her death shall be paid to such surviving 
spouse who was his or her designated benefi
ciary at the dute of his or her death, until such 
spouse's death or remarriage, or if there be no 
surviving spouse, to the unmarried child or 
children of such· member under the uge of 18 
years, collectively, until every such child dies, 
murries or uttains the age of 18 yeurs, provided 
thut no child shall receive uny ullowunce after 
marrying or 11t111ining. the age of 18 years. If, at 
the deuth of such surviving spouse, who was 
receiving 1111 ullowunce under this Subsection 
(b), there be one or more unmarried children of 
such member under the age of 18 years, such 
nllowunce shall continue to such child or chil
dren, collectively, until every such child dies, 
marries or uttains the uge of 18 yeurs, provided 
thut no child shall receive uny ullowunce 11fte1· 
murrying or 111111ining the age of 18 years. If the 
totnl of the payments of allowance made pur
s1111111 to this Subsection (b) is less than the ben• 
efit which w1is otherwise puynble under 
Subsection (a) of this section, the 11111ount of 
snid benefit pnynble under Subsection (a) less 
1111 amount equnl to the totnl of the payments of 
nllowunce mnde pursuant to this Subsection (b) 
slmll be pnid in n lump sum as follows: 

( 1) If the person last entitled to snid 
allownncc is the remmTied surviving spouse of 
such member, to such spouse. · 

(2) Otherwise, to the surviving children 
of the member, share and shure alike, or if there 
are no such children, to the estate of the person 
lust entitled to snid ullowunce, 

The surviving spouse mny elect, on a form 
provided by the retirement system und tiled in 
the oflice of the retirement system before the 
first payment of the allowunce provided herein, 
lo receive the benefit provided in Subsection (a) 
of this section in lieu of the allowance which 
otherwise would be payable under the provi
sions of this subdivision. If a surviving spouse, 
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who wus entitled to muke the election herein 
provided, shall die before or 11fter muking such 
election but before receiving 11ny puyment pur
suant to such election, then the legully uppoint• 
ed guurdian of the unmurried children of the 
member under the uge of 18 yeurs may muke 
the election herein provided before uny benefit 
has been paid under this section, for und on 
behulf of such ~.hildren if in his or her judgment 
it uppear~ IC>. be in their. interest und 11dv11nt11ge, 
. und the election so m11de shall· be .binding 11nd 
conclusive upon ull parties in interest, 

If any .person other than such surviving 
spouse shall have. 11nd be p11id II community 
property interest in 11ny portion of any benefit 
provided under this section, nny allowance 
puynble under this Subsection (b) shall be 
reduced by the' 11ctu11rial equiv11lent, ut the d11te 
of the member's de11th, of the umount of bene• 
fits p11id to such other person. 

Upon the de11th of II member nfter retirement 
11nd regurdless of the c11use of deuth, 11 de11th 
benefit shull be puid to his or her estute or des• 
ign11ted benefici11ry in the 1nmmer and subject 
to the conditions prescl'ibed by the bo11rd of 
supervisors for the payment ofn similar de111h 
benefit upon the death of other retired mem-
bers. · 

U pan the de11th of II member 11fter retirement, 
an ullownnce, in addition to the de11th benefit 
provided in the immediutely preceding pum
graph, shall be puid to his or her surviving 
spouse, until such surviving spouse's de11th m· 
rem11rri11ge, equul to one~h11lf of his m· her · 
retirement 11llow11nce us it w11s prior to option11l 
modific11tio11 1111d prior ·10 reduction 11s provided 
in Subsection (11) of Section AS.514 of this 
ch11rter, but exclusive of the. purl of such 
11ilow11nce which w11s provided by additionul 
contributions. No 11llow11nce, however, sh11II be 
paid under this•pnri1gruph to II surviving spouse 
unless such surviving spouse wus married to 
said member 11t le11sl one yeur prior to his or her 
retire1mmt. If such retired person le11ves no such 
surviving spouse, or if such surviving spouse 
should die or remurry before every child of 
such dece11sed retired person 111t11ins the 11ge of 
18 yeurs, the 11l1ow11nce which such surviving 
spouse would h11ve received hud he or she lived 
und not rem111'1'ied shall be paid to retired per
son's child or children under suid 11ge, collec
tively, to continue until every such child dies or 
u1111ins s11id uge, provided thut no child shull 
receive uny uilowunce nfter m11rrying or attain
ing the 11ge of 18 ye11rs. 

AS,587-6 BENEFITS UPON TERMINATION 
011 MEMBERSHIP 

Should 11ny miscellaneous member cease to 
be employed as such a member, through any 
cuuse other th1111 death or retirement, all of his 
or her contributions, with interest credited 
thereon, shall be refunded 10 him or her subject 
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to : the conditions prescribed by the board of 
supervisors to cover similar terminations of 
employment 11nd re-employment with und 
without · redeposit of withdrawn 11ccumulnted 
contributions of other members of the retire
ment system, provided tliat, if such member is 
entitled to be credited with at leust five years of 
service, he or she shall have the right to elect, 
without right of revoc11tion und within 90 dnys 
11fter suid termination of service, or if the ter• 
mination w11s by lay-off, 90 days ufter the 
retirement bo11rd determines the terminution to 
be permanent, whether to 111low his or her uccu
mulllted contributions to remain in the retire
ment fund ~nd to receive benefits only ns pro
vided in this p11rngrnph. F11ilure. to make such 

, election shall be deemed 1111 irrevocable elec
tion to wiihdmw his or her 11ccumul11ted contri
butions. At or after 50 years of age, he or she 
sh111l be entitled to receive II retirement· 

. 11ilownnce which shall be the 11ctu11ri11I equiv11-
lent of his or her uccumul11ted contributions und 
1111 cqu11I umount of the contributions of the city 
und county, plus 1.667% (one 1111d two-thirds 
percent) percent 'of his or he1· average final 
compensution for euch yeur of service credited 
to him or her us rendered prior to his or her first 
membership in the retirement system. Upon the 
deuth of such member prior to 1:etirement, his or 
her contributions with interest credited thereon 
shuif be p11id to his or her estate or designuted 
beneficiury. 

AS.S87-7 COMPUTATION OF SERVICE 
The following time and service shull be 

included in the computation of the service to be 
credited to II member for the purpose of deter
mining whether such member qualifies for 
retirement 11nd c11icul11ting benefits: 

(11) For miscell1111eous officers und employ
ees on November 7, 2000 who were members 
of the retirement system under Section AS.584, 
time during which suid officers und employees 
were members under Section AB.584. 

(b) Time during which said member is a 
member of the retirement system under Section 
AS.587 and during and for which said member 
is entitled to receive compensation because of 
services us II miscellaneous ollicer or employee. 

(c) Service in the fire and police departments 
which is not credited us service 11s a member 
under Section AB.587 shull count under this 
section upon trunsl'cr of a member of either of 
such departments to employment entitling him 
·or her to mem~ership in the retirement system 
under Section AB.587, provided thut the 11ccu
muluted contributions standing to the credit of 
such member sh11II be udjusted by refund to the 
member or by payment by the member to bring 
the uccount at the time of such trnnsl'cr to the 
11111011111 which would hnve been credited to it 
Imel the member been a miscclluneous member 
throughout the period or his or her service in 

either of such dep1111ments 111 the compens11tion 
he or she received in such departments. 

(d) Prior service, during which suid member 
w11s entitled to receive compensation while 11 
miscelluneous member under any other section 
of the charter, provided that 11ccumulated con
tributions on 11ccount pf such service previous
ly refunded arc redeposited with interest froin 
the dute of refund to the elute of rc::deposit, ut 
times 1111d in the manner fixed by the retirement 
bourd . 

( e) Prior service determined 11nd credited us 
prescribed by the bourd qf ~11pe,rx!,sqrs. . 

(f) The bo11rd of supervisors, by o(di1111nce 
en11cted by II three-fourths vote of its members, 
muy provide for-the crediting us service, ren
dered us un employee of the federul govern
ment and service rendered us un employee of 
the Stute of Cnliforni11 oi any public entity or 
public agency in the Stute of C11liforni11. Said 
ordinance shnll provide thut nil contributions 
required us the result of the crediting of such 
service shull be mude by the member und th111 
no contributions therefor shuil be required of 
the city and county. 

(g) Time during which suid member is 11bsent 
from II status included in Subsections (u), (b) or 

. (c) und for which such member is entitled to 
receive credit us service for the city 1111d county 
by virtue of contl'ibutions mude in accordance 
with the provisions of Section AS.520 or 
Section AB.521 of the charter. 

AS.587-8 SOURCES OF FUNDS 
All payments provided for members under 

Section AB.587 shall be mnde from funds 
derived from the following sources, plu~ inter
esi earned on said funds: 

(11) There shull be deducted from cnch pay
ment of compensation mndc to II member under 
Section AS.587 11 sum equul to seven percent of 
such p11yment of compensution. The sum ,so 
deducted sh11II be p11id forthwith to the retire
ment system. Snid c~ntribution shull be ~redit
ed to the individu11I account of the member 
from whose' s11l11ry it wus deducted, und the 
total of said contributions, together with inter
est credited thereon in the sume mmrner us is 
prescribed by the bourd of supervisors for cred
iting interest to contributions of other members 
of the retirement system, shull be npplied to 
provide pnrt of the retirement 11ilowance gmnt
ed to, or 11llowance granted 011 account of s11id 
member under Section AB.587, or shall be paid 
to said member or his or her estate or benefi
ciary us provided in Sections AS.587-5 und 
AS.587-6. A member's individuul 11ccount 
under Section AS.587 shall include nil monies 
credited_ to the member's account under Section 
AB.584. 

(Continued on next page) 



,, . LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION C (CONTINUED) 

(b) The ciiy and county shall contribute to 
the retirement system such amounts us ·may be · 
necessary, when added to the contributions 
referred to in Subsection (11) of this Section 
As:587-8, to provide the benefits payable to 
members under Section AS.587. Such contri
butions of the city and county to ·provide the 
portion of the benefits hereunder slmll be made 
in annual installment~, and the installment to be 
paid in any year shall be. determined by the 
application of a percentage to the total compen
sation paid during said year to persorts who are 
members under Section AS.587, said percent
age to be the ratio of the value as of the latest 
periodica.1 actuarial valuation of the benefits 
thereaner to be paid to or on account of mem
bers under Section AS.587 from contributions 
of the city and comity, less the 11111011111 of such 
contributions, plus accumulated interest there
on, then held by said system to provide said 
benefits on account of service rendered by 
respective members after said date, to the value 
at said• respective dates of snlaries therenfter 
payable to said members: Said values shall be 
determined by the nct11111·y, who shall take into 
account the interest which shall be earned on 
said contributions, the compensation experi: 
ence of members, and the probabilities of sepa
rntion by nil causes, of members from service 
before retireinent and of death after retirement. 
Said percentage shall be changed only on the 
basis of said periodical actuarial valuation and 
investigation into the experience under the sys
tem. Said ucium'iul valuations and investiga
tions shall be made nt least every two years. 

(c) To promote the stability of the retirement 
. system through . 11 joint participation in the 

result of variations in the experience under 
mortality, investment and other contingencies, 
the contributions of both members and the city 
and county lield by the system to provide bene-· 
fits for members under Section A8.587 shall be 
11 part of the fund in which all other assets of 
said system arn included. 

AS.587-9 RIGHT TO RETIRE 
Upon the completion of the years of service 

set forth in Section AS.587-2 as requisite lo 
retirement, a member shall bl! entitll!d to retirn 
at any time thereafter in accordance with the 
provisions of said Section AS.587-2, nnd, 
except as provided in the following paragraph, 
nothii1g shall deprive said member of said righl. 

Any member convicted of a crime involving 
moral turpitude committed in connection with 
his or her duties us an oflicer or employee of 
the city and county shall, upon his or her 
removal from oflice or employment, pmsuant 
to the' provisions of this charter, forfeit all rights 
to any benl!fils under the retirement system 
except refund of his or her accumulated contri
butions; provided, howcvi:r, that if such mem
ber is'qualified for service retirement by reason 

of service and age under the provisions of 
Section AS.587-2, he or she shall have the right 
to elect, without right of revocation and within 
90 days after his or her removal ,from office or 
employment to receive as his or her sole bene
fit urtdl!r; the retirement system 1111 unnuity 
which shull be the actuarial equivalent of his or 
her accumulated contributions ut the time of 
such r~movul from office or employment. 

AS.587-10 LIMITA1'10N ON EMPLOY• 
MENT DURING RETIREMENT 

(a) Except as provided in Section AS.51 I of 
this charter and Subsection (b) of this section, 
no person retired as a member under Section 
AS:587 for service or disability and entitled to 
receive a retirement allowance under the retire
ment system shall be employed in any capacity 
by the city and county, nor shall such person 
receive any payment for serYices rendered to 
the city and county after rl!tirement. 

(b) (I) Service as an election oftker or juror, 
or in the preparation for or giving testimony as 
un expert witness for or ori behalf of the city 
and county before any court or legislative body 
shall: not be affected by the provisions of 
Subsection (a) of this section', · · 

(2) The provisions of Subsection (a) slrnll 
not prevent such retired person from serving on 
any board or commission of the city and coun
ty and receiving the compensation for s1,ch 
office, provided said service does not exceed 
120 working days or 960 hours per fiscal year. 

(3) If si1ch retired person is elected or 
appointed ton position or office which, subjects 
him or her to ml!mbership in the retirement sys
tem under Section A8.587, he oi· she shall re
enter membership under Section A8.587 and 
his or her retirement allowance shall be can
celled immediately upon such re-entry. The 
provisions of Subsection (a) of this section 
shall not· prnvent such person from receiving 
the compensation for such position or office. 
The rate of contribution of such member shall 
be the same as that for other members under 
S,:ction A8.587. Such member's individual 
account shall be credited with an amount which 
is the actuarial equivalent of his or her annuity 
al the ti me of his or her re-entry, but the amount 
thereof shall not exceed the amount of his or 
her accumulated contributions al the time of his 
or her retirement. Such member shall also 
receive credit for his or her service as it was at 
the time of his or her retirement. 

(4) The provisions of Subsection (a) shall not 
prevent such retired persons from employnwnl 
which requires coverage under the Public 
Employees' Retirement System or the State 
Teachers' Retirement System. 

AH,587-11 ADJUSTMENT OF ALLOWANCE..', 
Every retirement lll' dl!alh allowance payable 

lo or on account of any member under Section 

AS.587 shall be adjusted in uccordmtce with the 
, provisions of Subsection (b) of Section A8.526 

of this clmrter. 

AS,587-12 CONFLICTING CHARTER 
PROVISIONS 

Any section or part of any section in this ' 
charter, insofor as it should conflict with the 
provisions of Sections AS.587 through AS:587-
13 or with any part thereof, shull be superseded 

· by the contents of said sections. In the event 
that any word, phrnse, clause or section of sec
tions shall be adjudged unconstitutio1111l, the 
remuinder thereof shall remuin in full force and 
effect, 

AS.587-13 A:PPLICATION OF PLAN 
The provisions of Section A8.587 and 

Section AS.587-1 through AS.587-13 shall not 
apply to any members of the Retirement 
System under section A8.584 who retired or 
died before November 7, 2000 or to their con
tinuants. 
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· Cut &-Poat This Sheet Near Your ·Recycling Bin & Then 
·· · Recycle Th.is· Pamphlet! · · 

1Corte y guarde esta· pagina para referencia 
' antes de reciclar este folletol .Recuerde qu_e 

hay catorce articulos que pueden ser 
. reciclados en las programas a domicilio y 
apartamentos en San Francisco.' 

These materials are currently accepted in San Francisco's curbside and apartment recycling programs: 

Paper • ~ M • Papal 

Magazines • Newspapers • 
Catalogs • Phone books 

••·••·~•11&••n11 
Revistas-• Peri6dicos • 

. Catdlogos • Oufa de telefonos · 

White Paper • Colored Paper • 
Letters & Junk Mail · 

. a,a • ~e•• • •• • 11•11111=7111• 
Pgpel blanco • Papel de color • · 
Cartas • Correspondencia publicitaria . 

Dry food boxes • Packaging • 
Paper bags & Cardboard . 

~■@as • €llaM • t1a • M$6 . 
Cajas de cereal y otros comestibles 
secos • Material de empuque • Bolsus 
de Pape! ~ Cartoncs 

. Containers • ~ i! • 
Recipientes 

Steel/tin/aluminum cans • Foil/pie tins 

11/11/88■ ·.illa/G§lll: (~) tll.!18D 
Latus de acero/estailo/aluminio • 
Hojas de aluminio 

Glass bottles and jars • 
111 & 112 plastic bolllcs 

J8ll"fflUI • ~-~=t1t1Hlff!i 
Botcllns y fruscos de vidrio • 
Botellas de ph'lstico mlmeros I y 2 

Empty metal _paint & aerosol cnns 

~~~llidlillUl7AIIJltlr.iJlffi• 
1
·" Latus vncins de pintura y aerosol 

111 sfrecycle.org 
CITY AND COUNTY 

~ ~ Of SAN FRANCISCO · 

For curbside information or a blue bin call 330-CU:RB. 
For the City and County of San Francisco's Recycling 
Program information hotline call.554-RECYclc. 

Para mas informaci6n sobre reciclaje o pai·a obtener una caja azul a domicilio llame al 330-2872. Para la 
linea de informaci6n del Progrnma de Reciclaje de San Francisco Harne al 554-7329. 



Children's ·Fund 
PROPOSITION D 

Shall. the City extend the Children's Fund untll 2016, Increase the annual 
· · set-aside of ,property tax revenues · for the Fund, create a citizen advisory 
committee, and add new planning requirements? 

.. .. 
Digest 

by Ball<?t Simplification Committee 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: In 1991 the City established .·a property value. This set aside could increase after 201 o, If 
Children's Fund, which annually receives a set portion of the percentage of children in the City rose. 
the property tax. This amount is 2-1/2 cents for each $100 The Mayor would appoint a 15-member Children's Fund 

· of assessed property value. The City may not reduce its Citizens' Advisory Committee to ~elp decide how the City 
spending on children's services from other sources below should use money from the Fund. . 
a baseline level specified in the Charter. The City would be required to follow a planning cycle for 

The Fund is used to increase services for children under the Children's Fund. In 2001, and every. thre~ years there-
18 years of age, including child care, health services, jo~ after, the City would assess the needs of children. Based 
training, social services, educational progrfimS, recreational on that assessment, . the City then would create a ~hree 
and cultural programs, and delinquency prevention year plan for allocating the Fund money. 
services. The Fund will expire on June 30, 2002. 

There is no advisory committee for the Children's Fund. 

THE .PROPOSAL: Proposition D is a Charter amendment 
that would continue the Children's Fund until 2016. 

The portion of the property tax set aside for the Fund 
would be increased to 3 cents for each $100 of assessed 

Controller's Statement on "D" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition D: 

' Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopted, in 
my opinion, it would increase the existing annual allocation 
of property taxes dedicated to children services from 
approxlmately ·$18.3 million to $22 million, an increase of 
$3.7 million. In turn, there would be a corresponding $3.7 
million decrease of property taxes available for general city 
purposes. This reallocation of general city purpose property 
tax revenues could Increase further after 201 O if the 
census indicates a significant (as defined in the measure) 
increase in the percentage of children in the City's 
population. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to contin• 
ue the Children's Fund with these changes. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
continue the Children's Fund. 

Also, to the extent the City is spending more for children 
services than what is currently required, this measure 
would reestablish the required level of spending for chil· 
dren services at the higher level on an ongoing basis. 

How Supervisors Voted on "D" 
On July 24, 2000 the Board of Supervisdrs voted 11 to 

0 to place Proposition D on the ballot. , 

The Supervisors voted as follows: 
Yes: Supervisors Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, 
Katz,. Kaufman, Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, and Yee. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS. MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE p.54 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P·2 
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Children's Fund 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

'THE CHILDREN'S FUND SERVES 80,000 KIDS EACH 
YEAR. IT MUST BE RENEWED! 

, The Board of Supervisors and the Mayor are united in 
celebrating the success of the Children's Fund. In 1991, San . 

When children have safe, wholesome places to go after school, 
and job training during the summer .:. they stay 0111 of trouble. 
More importantly, they are motivated to develop their intellectual 
curiosity, their creativity, and their sense of social respon·sibility. 

Francisco made history when the electorate amended the city An Independent evaluation of the programs funded showed: 
charter to guarantee funding for the city's children. Today 74% of school-age program particip11nts improved their. school 
children · and youth · in every neighborhood In the city are performance.. · · 
served through 180 programs funded by the Children's Fund. 63% improved their school attendance. 
Communities throughout the country .are replicating San 80% of parents of program participants said their children 

· Francisco's' bold initiative. · · · · were safer, and 51 % said their work life had been stabilized: 
. The Children's Fund has improved the lives of our children by · ', 
re-ordering city priorities - without raising taxes. The 
Children's Fund has started important new programs, expanded 
others, and prevented budget cuts in ·children's services. 
Programs supported by the Fu~d include: 

Health clinics in underservcd communities · 
Beacon Centers in 8 neighborhood schools 
Subsidized child care for working parents 
Services for homeless children 

Prevention saves money. The Children's Fund is cost-effective 
- $250 per child served. Furthermore, the Fund has been a 
magnet for new money, le;,ernging millions in private, state and 
federal dollars. 

.All San Frnnciscans benefit when children grow up to be 
healthy, productive, law abiding, ·contributing members of our 
community. 

We must continue to invest in the future. Join us in enthusias
tically endo1;sing PROPOSITION D._ 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Mayor Willie l. Brown, J,: 

How Supervisors' Voted to Submit This Argument · 
The Supervisors voted as lbllows on August 21, 2000: 
Yes: Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Kuafman, 
Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, Yee 

. . . 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

Proponents contend that the Children's Fund supports 
worthwhile progrnms and services for Sun Frnncisco youth. 

After looking over a list of groups which have received money, 
I have to admit they're probably right - even though I still think 
"job trnining" usually sucks. But instead of funding non-profits 
through City Hall, .where precious dollars are eaten up by 
overhead and the salaries of the favored appointees administering 
the fund (no offense, Mr. Mayor), city residents should be given 
a tnx rebate nnd iillowcd to choose where to give the money. 

The overwhelming majority of San Fmnciscuns are liberal 
Democrats. Couldn't we trust our fellow liberal Democrats to 
volunturily support charities and arts programs for needy kids if 
they weren't being taxed for this purpose? 

I'm nota Democrat, but I thought Democrats were supposed 
lo be compassionate people. Maybe not most Democratic 
politicians, but at least the average De111ocrn1ic voter. As a 

Libertarian, I care ubout helping the disadvantaged und supporting. 
our commui1ity, but I certainly wouldn't presun1e that my liberal 
friends and, neighbors in the City are a bunch of tight-11stecl 
ingrates .. 

Are Sail Fmnciscm1s too mean-spirited to do the right thing 
unless government docs it for us? If y1Jt1 think so, then vote for 
Proposition D. 

Personally I have a higher opinion of the rest of you than that. 
Please join San Franciscans who value peaceful cooperation over 
govemmenl coercion in say_ing "yes" to our kids but "NO" on 
Prop. D. 

Starc/1ild 
Libertarian for State Assembly, District 13 

·Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked tor accuracy by any offlclal agen_cy: 
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Children's Fund 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

Here's a nice bit of irony. A city administrntion that 
consistently criminalizes and denies opportunity to people under 
the age of 18 wants ~o extend the life of its "Children's Fund" for 
this age group. 

Why? Because they "care soooo much" about "our children." 
BuU-, .-.. The fact that government considers a 17 year old a 
"child" speaks for itself. · 

San Francisco youth:might consider this response: 
We don't need your dirty, string-laden money. Want to do 

something meaningful for us? Revoke some *%"&$@ lnws! 

• Stop the police attack ori dance clubs and rave. parties! 
• Give ~.F.'s fascist curfew laws the boot! If 14-year-olds want 
to be out after midnight, let them and their parents decide that, 
not the city. 
• Ify,ou can't give us meaningful education, don't make the crap 
you are spoon-feeding us compulsory! 
• Skating is not a crime! Get rid of the laws restricting 
skateboarding and rollerblading in downtown San Fmncisco! 

And while you're at it, stop using mean-spirited tactics such as 
putting metal strips along concrete surfaces to· keep skaters off. 
• We don't need government "job training," we needjobsl Your 
half-baked minimum and "living" wage laws eliminaie the 
entry-level positions we need in order to get a start in the work 
force. 
• Listen to SF Weekly - get rid of the rent control and nnti
develop111ent laws that restrict the housing supply! Give us, the 
chance to some day actually find i111 apartment here that we can 
afford. · · 
• Tell the feds to stop dipping into our paychecks to subsidize 
their bankrupt Social "Security" plan that won't have a climefor 
us when we're ready to retire! 

Don't fall for the "for the children" sucker line. Vote NO on D! 

Starchild 
Libertarian for State Assembly, District 13 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D 
The.·success of San Fruncisco's Children's Fund has received 

national acclaim. That's becnuse San Francisco has improved 
the welfare of children - without creating bureaucracies and 
without increasing taxes. Instead, we have developed model 
programs and improved coordination of services. 

Proposition D continues San Francisco's success. It ensures 
that a modest portion of the city budget (only .5%) is reserved for 
health, childcare, educational enrichment, and social services for 
children. If Proposition D passes, the Children's Fund will be 
approximately $22 million a year - funding over 180 programs 
that help kids succeed. 

Proposition D also requires the city to plan, coordinate and 
evnluate children's services ~ nnd to seek public input about the 
priorities of the Children's Fund. 

The Children's Fund has supported the city's linest children's 
organizations. For example, ii has allowed San Francisco lo start 
a comprehensive program for children with disabilities, fund 
aft~r-school programs in previously under-served neighborhoods 

(e.g. Richmond and Excelsior), and offer community service 
internships to teens .. 

Without special protections, children become the victims of 
budget wars conducted by adults. Children can't vote, lobby, or 
contribute to political campaigns. Proposition D ensures 
children's needs won't be ignored. 

Proposition D is endorsed by groups as diverse as the PTA, 
Democratic Party Central Commiuee, Green Party, San 
Francisco Republican Party, Chamb_er of Commerce, and 
hundreds or neighborhood organizations. Teachers, pediatricians, 
and law enforcement oflicials agree: It's good public policy to 
invest in children - our future. 

Sa11 Fra11ci,1·co Boan( of Education 
League <4' Wo111e11 Vrl/1!1'.I' 

Co(e111a11 Ach•ocate.1·for Children and Youth 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been .checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION D 

J. R. Manuel, Candidate for Supervisor, District 10, strongly 
. endorses Proposition D, the renewal of the Children's Fund. I 
believe that any funds that benefit our children's health and wel
fare will produce healthier children and better citizens in the 
future.· 

J. R. Ma1111el 
Candidate for Supervisor, Distri~t lO 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is J. 
A. Manuel, Candidate for Supervisor, District 1 O. 

Hucfdeberry Youth Programs supports the Children's Fund 
Huckleberry Youth Programs (HYP) has received funding 

through the Children's Fund since it was passed in 1991. HYP 
is one of the primary youth-serving organizations in San 
Francisco and the Children's. Fund supports our programs to pro
vide crisis intervention and shelter, case management and coun
seling, and health education und medical services. According to 
a parent of one of our clients, Huckleberry is making a difference 
in the lives of young people and their families: 

"/11 Dece111be1; my son, who had just tumed 17, mn away.from 
home, along with i1is 16 year-old girlfriend. We had no clue of his 
whereabouts for seve11 days aiul we were worried sick. We final-· 
ly heard from the San Francisco police that they had bee11fo1111d, 
bm 1111der Califomia Law co1ild not be coerced into coming home 
or held. Howwer they did refer them to H11cklebel'ly's facility. 
U11fort111.1ately, I don't know the names of the excellent coun
selors working at H11cklebel'I)' House at that time, bt11 under 
their g11ida11ce. 0111· kids agreed to come home." 

Huckleberry provides services to 2,000 young people in San 
Francisco every year. 

Please join us in supporting the Children's Fund -· vote 
YES 011D. . 

H11ckleberry Yo11th Programs, Inc. 

The true source of funds used. for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Huckleberry Youth Programs, Inc. 

This will make a brighter future for our children. 

Joel Ve11tresca 
Formei President, 
Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods . 

The true source oftunds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

JIii Wynns Urges Support for Children's Amendment 
I am proud to live in and represent' the children of a city that 

·cares for children. As a long-time School Board member, pro
fessional child advocate, and a member of the original Children's 
Amendment Committee, .I hnve seen children's services trans
formed by this funding. We huve done something extraordinary 
and we should proudly. cominue to put children first! 

Vote "Yes" on Prop D for the children on San Francisco! 

Jill Wymu 
San ·Francisco School Board 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is JIii Wynns. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS AGREE: THE 
CHILDREN'S AMEND~ENT PREVENTS CRIME 

We see the tragic effects of society's failure to prevent crime 
every single day. There simply is no better crime prevention pro
gram than investing in our children very early - BEFORE they 
get in trouble and end up in the juvenile justice system. lt costs , 
$30,000 a year to keep a child in a conectional facility, and only 
$2800 to provide that child with daily after-school tutoring, 
counseling, and a summer job. For a snt'cr community, sup1>ort 
the Children's Amendment. 

./efj'Brmv11, Public Defender 
Terence Halli11a11, District Attorney 
Michael Henessey, Sheriff 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee ofthls argument 
is Jeff Brown. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy, by any official agency. 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMEN1S IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

Children's Fund Helps District 11 Youth Become Leaders 
These are testimonies from District 11 youth in programs sup

ported by the Children'.s Fund. 
"G1vwi11g up in the Exce/siot; I never had much to do because 

there was a limited 1111111ber of orga11ized programs for yo1111g 
gii·ls;' 'Wheii Colr,mbia Park BoyA' a11d Girls Club [Excelsior 
Youtl, Ce11ter] opened its doors, to the hearts a11d so11/s of /11111-

dreds o.f children, I rejoiced excitedly in knowing I'd finally be 
able to become a part of something BIG. 1 joined a teen leader
ship group called Keystone and teamed how to work with my 
peers i11 accomplishing goals and.projects within the co1111111111ity." 

'Tm with the OM/ Beaco11 [James De11man Middle School]. 
I want you to vote YES 011 the Children's Amendmellt. The 
Beacon keeps kids off the street, it gives kids something to do, 
and it's education." 

Keep the Children's Fund alive - YES on D 

Coleman Advocates for Children and Youth 
f.xcelsior Youth Cel/ter 
Inner City Youth 
OM/ I Excelsior Beacon Center 
Our Kids First 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coleman Advocates for Children and Youth 

District 4 Youth urge you to Renew the Children's Fund 
Below are testimonies from youth who participate in District 4 

programs that receive Children's Fund money. 
"As part of the Sunset Neighbor/rood Beaco11 Celller, I have had 

a chance to see the Children '.1· Amendment at w01*. The Beacon, 
with its ce11terat A.P. Gia11i11ni Middle School, sponsors after school 
and s11111111er programs. The 111011eyfro111 the Children '.1· A111end111e11t 
also helps keep troubled yollfh qff the streets with programs they 
enjoy and participate i11. .. The children qf the Sunset district would 
appreciate you vote for this importalll issue." 

"When I come here (Suusef Youth Services Youth Center) I 
used all the wrong tools to solve my problems. Now that I come 
here they help me to use the 1:ight tools." 

Do it for the Kids • Vote Yes on D! 

.Jamar Gm11dy, Youth Coalition Member, Sunset Neighborhood 
Beaco11 Center 
Sunset Yolllh Serl'ice.1· 
Sunset Neighborhood District Coalition 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
is Sunset Neigllborhood Beacon Center. 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT HELPS YOUTH 
CARE FOR SENIORS 

This is a testimonial from two youth (Age 15 and 16) who 
work with a program funded by the Children's Amendment 
called Yo11tl1Cares at the I11ter11atio11al l11stit11te of San 
Fra11cisco, · 

"YouthCares is a program that helps out with our communitY,, 
YouthCares is a group of San Francisco teenagers who work with 
the senior citizens in the SOMA (South of Market) and the TL 
(Tenderloin) areas. When we visit our sites we play games, teach 
English, shop for seniors, do light house work, help them with 
any computer questions and other things like that. We do this 
because we think.that the seniors have given a lot to the commu
nity and we should too, by helping them. Canceling this pro
gram would put kids back on the streets and it would crush the 
seniors because they look forward to our visits every week. The 
good thing about YouthCares is that it keeps us off the streets and 
makes us feel good about our selves knowing that we helped 
someone. This program should be expanded everywhere in 
every district. This program is a good thing for kids •· it keeps 
us off the street, and it's good for the seniors because they can't 
do everything on their own. They do need a little help every now, 
and then besides we can learn something from them.'' 

Support our City's intergenerntlonal programs • Vote YES 
on Prop D! 

Margaret Baran, Executive Director, In Home Supportive 
Services Consortium * 
Anni Chung 
Sue Eisenberg 
Arthur Jackson, President, Commission on the Aging * 
Marie .!obiing, Planning for Elders in the Central City * 
.Joseph Lacey, Retired 
* identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Peter Bull. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF'PROPOSITION D . . ' ~ 

PEDIATRICIANS KNOW THE CHILDREN'S AMEND• 
MENT IMPROVES CHILD HEALTH IN SAN FRANCISCO 

As pediatricians;' we urge you to vcite YES on the.· CHIL
DREN'S AMENDMENT - for the sake of the health. of illl 
our children. The Children's Fund supports many heahh-relut
ed services like the Teenage Parenting Program, the Silver 
Ave,iue Health Ce11te1; the San Francisco Child Abuse Co1111ci/, 
Asia11 Perinatal Advocates, Westside Community Metital Health, 
the Tobacco-Free Project, and St. Luke's Neighborhood Clinic. · 
The Children's Ainendment also provides children with safe, 
wholesome places to go after-school.' These services ensure that 
children have access to quality health care, and that serious 
health and safety problems are prevented in later life. Vote YES 
on Prop D. · · 
Ja11 Alba11, pediatrician 
Lela11d Bustein, Pediatrician 
Kecia Carrol, MD, Clinic Instructor 
Joyce Chin, Pediatrician 
Lucy Crain, MD . . 

Dfstrf~t 3 Youth Need Safe Places to Learn . 
Listen to testimonies from ·youth in District 3 programs that 

receive Children's Fund money .. 
"The C/1i11atown Beaco11 Ce11ter doesn't just mean /1111 to me, 

it.is a place for me to /eam, to care abo~t someone when they are 
· hurt inside or stuck in a p,vblem. And the Chi1ia'tow11· Beacon 
Ce,iter is a place to share things, to have fim, to play in peace 
inside your heart and to play safe!" 

"Through working at my past job u11der the MYEEP program, 
I came C1c1vss Co1111n1111ity Ed11catio11al Services. I was 
impressed because these youth members could orga11ize and plan 
things. They made me feel not only a part of their team, but also 
apart of the commtmity they serve. Now, besides quitting all the 
deli11q11e11t activities I had done before, I am teaming to better 
serve my com1111111ity through volunteering for com1111111ity events 
and co1111111111ity service. I had completely changed from being a 
burden· to society iuto part of the society." · 

Campaign for Kids-:-YES on D 

William DeGofJ; Associate Clinical Professor, Pediatrics * Asian Perinatal Advocates 
Carol Glaser, Pediatrician · Chinatown Beacon Ce/Itel' 
Andrew M. Fine, Pediatric Chief Resident, SF Genernl Hospital '1' • Community Educational Services 
Dan Kelly, MD, Pediatrician . W11 Yee Children's Services 
Helen Loeser, Associate Dean for Curriculum;· UCSF School of 
Medicine * The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 

Is Community Educational Services. . 
Margaret McNrpnara, MD, Assistant Clinical Professor, UCSF * 
B'eii Meisel, MD, Pediatrician 
Robert Patton, Pediatrician 
Janet Shalwitz, MD, Founde1~ Health Initiatives for Youth * 
Larry Shapiro, MD, Chairman, Depmtment of Pediatrics, '!]CSF * 
Colin Sox, Pediatdc Chie'r Resident, SF General Hospital * . 
David Tejeda, MD 
H. Ts1111101'i, Pediatl'ician 
.loh11 Vande Guchte, Pediatrician 
Carolyn Wright, Pediatrician 
'1'. Fo·r Identification Purposes Only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Elisa Song and Lucy Crain and Dan Kelly M.D. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency; 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

Successful Youth Stories from District 5 
Listen to testimonies from youth in programs that are funded 

by the Children's Fund, 
_i'MYEEP (Mayor~~ Yo11tl, E111ploy111e11t a11d Ed11catio11 

Program) has helped me gain new and better job skills. We need 
qc/11/tfY,<lo.help u.r bec,:111se we are the future. Without resources 
and jobs we wo11ld11 't know how to. get ahead in life. By support· 
ing the Children's Ame11dme1it everyone i.i; showing that they are 
co1icemed and would like to make a difference in 0111· yo1111g peo• 
pie's lives." · 

"One ofth'e best things fl got out of the Japa11ese Co1111111111ity 
Yo11tl, Cmmcil] is that I g,ot to heip 1>eople like feeding the home• 
less, visiting Kimochi [se11iors] homes. I'm more involved." 

"/ like being in the Tobacco Free Project [Booker T. 
Was/1i11gtm1 Co1111mmity Service Ce11ter]. l leamed a lot in this 
program about trying to promote a future without tobacco. We 
eve,i went to Chicago fl Ith World Co11fere11ce 011 Tobacco or 
Health].". 

For more successful youth stories-Vote YES on Prop D. 

Back 011 Track Tutoring 
Booker T. Washington Community Service Center 
Japanese Community Youth Council 
Talkline . 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Japanese Community Youth Council and Booker T. Washington 
Community Service Center. 

Youth Find Caring People at LYRIC 
a DlstrJct 8 agency supported by the Children's Fund 

The following are testimonies from youth at LYRIC, a lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, transgender, and questioning youth organization. 

"Before I came to LYRIC I thought nobqdy cared about me, 
a11d I didn't ca,-e about a,iybody, because my family did11 't care 
about me. Then I came he1-e and I learned that thel'f! are people 
who care about me, even if they're not related to me. When I 
was11 't goi11g to school the staff used to talk to me abollt it even 
though I said '/don't need to go to school.' It made me feel like 
they cared about what I .did. .f11st because your family does11 't 
ca,-e about yo11 does/I 't mean 110 one will." 

"I just wamed to let you all know that I came out to my friends 
and it's okay. Thanks for /iste11i11g to me.'' (LYRIC Youth 
Talkline caller) 

Help LYRIC continue to support LGBTQ youth• Yes on Prop DI 

LYRIC 
Georgi" Brittai1, Noe Valley Parks Advocate 
Marybeth Wallace, Noe Valley Community Activist 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Margaret Brodkln. 

The Children's Fund HelJ>s Create Success Stories 
Everyday in District 6 

Listen to the following testimonies of San Francisco youth. 
"Yo11t/1Li11e has been a h-e111e11do11s teaming experience that is 

comi11uo11sly collfrib11ting to my achieve111e11ts as a positive yo1111g 
person in the com,mmity. Over the past 2112 yea,:y, I have helped 
and supported fouth in need, taught and teamed from fellow 
pee1:1·, and met terr(fic people dedicated to youth in the c01111111111it)'." 

"I've been going to the Viet11a111el·e Youth Developme11t 
Ce11te1; for the past 4-5 years. When I fi1:yt came -he1-e, I did11 't 
know anything and didn't know anyone. I got involved with 
VYDC because I needed a job and I was 14. Applying for this 
Job got me started with other programs - United Youth Club, 
Drama Club, and Empowering Southeast Asian Youth. I've had 
a lot ojf1111 working 1vith VYDC. It's like a second home." 

Fol' mo1·e success stol'ies • Vote Yes on Pl'Op D! 

Ark of ReJ11ge 
Bay Area. Women '.1· and Children ',1· Ce11ter 
International l11sti111te of San Francisco 
.le1visl1 \locatio11al Services 
Larkin Street Youtlt Center 
Vietnamese Youth Developmellf Center 
Youth lmdersltip /11stit11te 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
is Youth Leadership Institute. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.· 
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Chtldren's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

THE GAY AND.LESBIAN COMMUNITY 
SUPPORTS.SAN FRANCISCO'S CHILDREN 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT has been'a tremendous 
benefit to the LGBTQ community. It provides funding for pro
grams that serve thousands .of LGBTQ youth each year. ,THE 

. calLDREN'S AMENDMEN1' allowed LYRIC, the city's 
major LGBTQ youth program, to greatly expand in 1993, and 
continues to pr<>vide ccire funding for the program LYRIC is 
now considered a model for the country! Other programs fund
ed include: Bay Area Young Positives, Community United 
Against Violence, Castro Mission Health Cemer and the Harvey 
Milk b1stitute. Join us in saying: YES TO SAN FRANCISCO'S 
CHILDREN . . RENEW THE CITY'S LANDMARK CHIL-
DREN'S AMENDMENT, . 

Tom Ammiano, President Board of Supervisors 
Philip Babcock, ,President Harvey Milk Democn1tic Club 
Bill Barnes, Former Youth Commissioner * 
Lawrence Brinki11, Coordinator 
Brian Cheu, Executive Director, LYRIC 
Atma Damiani 
Marc Gef.1·tei11, Castro Neighborhood Activist 
Dean Goodwin, Co-Chair; Alice B. Toklus Democmtic Club * 
EileC!n Ha11se11 . . 
Steve,, Herman, S~hooi ·a·oard Candidate 
Fran Kipnis, former Co-~hair, Alice B. TokliJ.s Lesbian and Gay 
Democratic Club * 
Martha Knutzen, Executive Board, Alice B. Toklas Lesbian Gay 
Democratic Club * · 
Mark Leno, Board of Supervisors 
Zo011 Nguyen, Community Activist 
Connie O'Connor 
Shawn O'Heam, Democratic Central Committee 
Jim Rivalclo, Co-Founder, Harvey MILK Democratic Club * 
Criss Romero, DCCC member . 
Andrea Shorte1; Commissioner, Commission on the Status of 
Women* 
Hl/nk Wilson, Community Activist 
Lawrence Wong, SF Community College Board * 
* Title for identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing. fee of this argument 
Is Timothy Sllard. 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT 
EDUCATES KIDS ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENT 

Some· of our best. environmental programs for youth have 
received a major boost from the Children's Fund. This includes 
many of the youth programs of SLUG (the San Francisco League 
of Urban Gardeners) and the middle school youth environmental 
education program run by the SF Conservation Cotps. VOTE 
YES ON THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT. Children are, 
after all, the first resource. 

A11nCiJChra11e, SF Conservation Corps 
Wade Crowfoot, Enviroµmental Organizer Committee 
Denise D 'Anne, Board Member, SF Tomorrow * 
Jeff Henne ' 
Richard lanzerotti, MD, Siei'l'a Club, Executive Committee,' SF 
Group '1' 
M_ilton Marks 1/1, Friends of the Urban Forest * 
.lane Morrison, Environmentalist 
Mohammed N11n1, SLUG 
Tom Rad1ilovich, Bart Director * 
John Rizzo, Sierm Club ,i, 
Isabel Wade, Neighborhood Parks Council 
* Title for identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Isabel Wade. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked .for accuracy by any official agency; 
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Children's Fund D 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT ENRICHES OUR 
NEIGHBORHOODS 

As neighborhood leaders, we· urge voters to RENEW THE 
CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT. Every single neighborhood in 
San Francisco benefits from the 180 programs funded by the 
Children's Fund. · · 70,000 children from throughout the city are 
served each year. As a result of the Children's Amendment, 
kids in every neighborhood have safe places to go after school; 
working parents have access to ri1ore child care in their neigh
borhoods; community centers and family support progrnms have 
been strengthened.· Programs that exist or have been expanded 
because of the Children's Fund include: Excelsior Youth Ce11te1; 
Sunset Beacon, Ricl,111011d After School Collaborative, The 
Village in Visitacion Valley, Jamestown Com1i111nity Cemer in the 
Mission/Noe, Chinatown Beacon Ce111e1; Bay View H1111ters 
Poi/II Boys mid Gids Club, Telegraph Hill Neighborhood Cente1; 
Booker T. Washington Community Cente1; SF Boys and Girls 
Club in the Haight, the Mission YMCA and much more. 

Ramona Albright, Co-founder, Twin Peaks Council 
Regina 8/osse,; Chait·, OMI Neighbors in Action 
Reverend Hany Chuck, Community Advocate 
Jennifer Cla1y, Richmond Neighborhood Activist 
Lee A11n Crifti, President, Diamond Heights Community 
Association * 
Kelly Cullen, Tendetfoin Neighborhood Development Corp. * 
Hemy De,; State Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction * 
Choo Eng Grosso, Sunset Heights Association of Responsible 
People 111 

Mary Harris, District 11 Council 
Joseph Julian, Filipino American Democratic Club * 
Esther Marks, Neighborhood Activist 
Jake McGoldrick, President, Richmond Community Association * 
Ron Miguel, Preside11t, Planning Association for the Richmond * 
Jeff Mori, Executive Director, Asian American Recovery 
Services 11=' 

Aaron Peskin, Telegraph Hill Neighborhood Leader 
Willie Ratcliff, Publisher 
Anthony Sacco, President, North Mission Terrace Improvement 
Association * 
Rebecca Silverberg, Excelsior District Improvement Association 
Susan Suva/, Chair, Sunset District Neighborhood Coalition 
Mauricio Vela, Bernal Heights Neighborhood Center * 
Calvin Welch, Community Organizer 
Cecil Williams, Glide Church * 
* Title for identification piuvoses only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jeff Moarl, Art Tapia and Jennifer Clary. · 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT HELPS 
SF STUDENTS DO WELL IN SCHOOL 

The Children's Amendment has stimtilated a new level of col
laboration between city government and the school district. 
Many of the programs funded by The Children's Fund provide 
educational enrichment to elementary and secondary school stu• 
dents. This includes tutoring programs run by San Francisco 
Educational Service.s, programs for students with -special needs 
run by Jewish Vocational Services, cultural programs like Poets 
In Schools, and latchkey programs run by the Recreation and 
Park Department. The Children's Amendment has also ensured 
stable. funding for the elementary school music program. 
Programs funded by the Children's Fund have helped supple
ment counseling programs in the schools, after-school programs 
and arts programs. The Children's Amendment has played a 
major role in improving school performance in San Francisco. 
For the snke of our kids' educa(lon, support the Children's 
Amendment. 

San Francisco Board of Education 
San Francisco PTA 
United Educators of San Francisco 
Parents Lobby 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is United Educators of San Francisco. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

The Children's Fund Helps Create Positive Opportunities 
for District 10 Youth 

Below are testimonies from youth urging you to support the 
Children's Fund. 

"/11 ,November, voters ,fhottld vote for the Children's 
Ame1idme11t, because it helps 1io11-profit orga11izatio11s, s11ch as 
the Hunter's Point Boys and Girls Club go 011 field trips. The 
Children's Ame11dme111 also· p,vvides lunches to· other recre
atio11al facilities in the summe,: If it does11 't pass in Novembe1; 
and mo.ft of the 11011-pmjit orga11izatio11s are forced to close then 
where does it leave the inner. city kids to go, the Streets! 111e 
Boys a11d Girls Club a11d other recreatio11al facilities need your 
help.'.' 

"What I am getting ftvm this progmm [SLUG] is the ability to 
gmw a11d /Jla11t flowers a11d organic food and I'm teaming to be 
responsible. It's helpi11g me earn money. SLUG has been" ,vie 
model for me to do the right thing and to handle my b11,fi11ess. It's 
taught me to stay focused and. occupied. If the Children's 
Ame11dme11t doe.m 't pass, I will be sC/d because I would not get 
the lpecial education that I get from this wonde1ji,I progmm." · 

Vote YES on.D-Save the ~hlldren's Fund! 

H1mterl' Poim Boys and Girls Club 
Family Co1111ectio11s 
San Francisco Ed11catio11al Services 
Sflil Frcmcisco League of Urban Gmrieners 

The trt,Je source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco League of Urban Gardeners. 

The Children's Fund Helps Give District 7 Youth A Home 
Away from Home 

Listen· to the following testimonies from the Aptos Teen 
Center, a Stonestown YMCA program; which is supported 
from the Children's Fund. 

"leadersl11i, is what Hie team at theAptos teen ce111er. .At .tl1e. 
Aptos Teen Ce11te1; 111e feel that leadership and respect are the 
two importa/11 thi11gs you 11111st have. Respect and leadership are 
the things that you show towards others. We really need more 
t11tors, more helpers, mid more co1111selors for all tlie cliildre11 
that c/ftend." 

"Yo11 co11ld call the Teen Cemer 111a11y things such as: protection, 
help, home away Jivm home, education Not only does it help stu
dents e.>.71and their hori?.ons, help us feel comfortable, and off the 
streets, it also encourages students to feel good about themselves." 

Continue to give youth 11 home 11w11y from home - Yes on 
PropD 

Sto11estow11 YMCA. 
Raul Mufiiz, Principal, Aptos Middle School * 
Ronnie Natke,; President, Golden Years * 
*Title for identilicatipn purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Janet Shalwltz, M.D 

District 1 benefits from the Children's Fund 
Listen lo ihe following testimony from a 5th grader who par

ticiputes in the Richmond District After School Collaborative, a 
program of the Richmond District Neighborhood Center, 
which receives Children's Fund money. 

"I like the pmgram (RDASC) because it helps me after school and 
most of the classes are cool. Eve I)' day after school I go to the pm• 
gram and I don't hal'e to wor,y about getting picked 11/J or riding the 
bus. Each day there is a d(ffere/11 class. Without this pmgram I would 
be lost, forget e1'e1:i•thi11g and I would 1101 know wllC/t to do/" · 

Save the Children's Fund. YES on D, 

Judy Gray, community activist 
Margaret Ka11ff111an, commtmity activist 
Patricia Ka11sse11, Executive Director, Richmond District 
Neighborhood Center 
Evelyn lee, Executive Director, Richmond Area Multi-Services 
Services 
Joanne lo11•, Board member, Richmond District Neighborhood 
Center 
Barbara Wilson, community activist 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above nam(;ld signers. · 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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Children's Fund 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

District 2 Child Advocates support the Children's Fund 
Listen to a young person from the San Francisco 

Conservation Corps Youth in Action program, which is funded 
by the Children's Fund. 

"/ ,1·tayed ir1volved for the past 5 years because of the oppor
t1111iti'es this 'great program gave me. /11 a lot of ways I feel I have 

· made my ow11 mad to success. My little brother has seen me 
work almost all his life a,;d I think I have been a very good ,vie 
model for him to lobk up to. He's 011/y 8 110w but as soon as he's 
old enough, I will be there to make sure he will be getting 
involved i11 p,vgrams like the San Francisco Conservation Co,ps 
where he can be give11 a chance to display his talents and make 
a difference." 

Keep theChildren's Fund alive • Yes on D. 

Donna Casey 
Supervisor Gavi11 Newsom 
San Francisco Conservation Co171s 
Presidio YMCA 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Conservation Corps. 

Among our many municipal priorities, San Francisco must put 
children first, In 1991, voters approved. the "Children's Fund" 
which set aside 2.5% of San Francisco's property tax for chil
dren's programs, Since then, children from thousands of San 
Francisco families have benefited. VOTE FOR RESULTS. The 
Children's Fund provides youth employment services, childcare 
· programs, healthcare, educational, recreational and social ser~ 
vices. Renewal of the Children's Fund does not raise tuxes and 
does 1fot raise City spending. It provides for all children, many 
of whom are at-risk youth. It helps chilc!ren grow up to be 
healthy, law abiding, and productive adults. It is a wise invest
ment hi the future of San Francisco, Vote YES on Proposition 0; 

Mike DeNun'<.io 
Nonprofit Projects Consultant 
Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzlo. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mike DeNunzio 2. Annette DeNunzlo 3. Paul May. 

WOMEN ENTHUSIASTICALLY ENDORSE THE 
CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT. 

The Children's Amoodment has made huge strides in closing 
the gap in services between girls and boys in San Francisco. It 
has funded programs addressing the unique needs of girls, like 
the Girls After School Academy, Mission YWCA, Teenage 
Resource to Achieve Preg11a11cy Prevelllion, and Young Women's 
Conference. The Children's Amendment has also allowed hun
dreds of San Francisco women to return to the ·workforce by 
increasing the availability of quality, affordable child care, 
through community agencies such as Wu Yee Children's Services 
and the Children's Council of San Francisco. As women lead• 
ers, we urge all San Franciscans to vote YES on PROP D • 
RENEW THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT. 

Natalie Berg, Community College Board Trustee* 
Roma Guy, Health Commission * 
Kamala Harris, Attorney 
Susan Leal, City Treasurer 
Teresa Mejia, Executive Director, Women's Building * 
Sonia Melara, Executive Director, Department on the Status of 
Women* 
Donna Miller Casey, Nonprofit/ Business Consultant 
Janice Mirikitani 
Jane Morrison, Past President, Democratic Women's Forum 
Louise Renne, City Attorney 
Renee Saucedo, Director, SF Day Laborer Program * 
Miti1i Silbert, President, Delancey Street Foundation * · 
Tricia Stapleton, Chair, SF NOW PAC * 
* Title for Identification Purposes 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Kamala Harris and Susan Leal. 

Om· children arc our most valuable investn,ent! Renew the 
Child1·en's l?und! 

Vote YES on Prop D ! 

Jake McGo/drick 
Teacher and Candidate for District I Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is McGoldrick for Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hiroshi Fukuda 2. Mowitza Biddle 3. Steve 
Williams. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Children's Fi.Jn'd 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D . 

The CJllldren's Fund has beeri tremendously successful, 
improving the lives of thousands of children and youth without 
increasing taxes. Vote.YES for CHILDR!N. Vote YES on D. 

San Francisco Green Party 

The true so.urea of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Green Party. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain 3, John Strawn. 

WALLENBERG JEWISH DEMOCRATIC CLUB 
ENDORSES CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT 

The Children's Amendment promotes Jewish values by pro
tecting the interests of children who have no political voice of 
their own. For the sake of all families, we urge you to vote YES 
on Proposition D. 

Ian Kelley 
President 
Alan Fox 

. Former President 
Dan Kalb 
Former President 
John Rothma1111 
Former President 
Matt Tuchow 
Director 
Sandra Schwartz 
Directol' 
Gia Da11i/ler 
Director 

The true source of funds used for the,prlntlng fee of this argument 
Is Alan Fox. 

Thanks to the Children's Amendment, thousands of kids from 
all neighborhoods get a better start in life. Let's vote Yes on 
Proposition D fol' the children of.San Francisco. 

AgarJaicks 
5th District Supervisorial Candidate 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Agar Jalcks. 

Friends of Recreation & . Parks strongly supports the 
· Children's Amendment 

Friends of Recreation & Parks urges all voters to· support the 
children and families of San Francisco by voting Yes on 
Proposition D. Friends works hard to improve the parks and · 
playgrounds where the City's children grow:'teafo'and'play. In 
the last 10 years, the Children's Fund has been instrumental in 
funding other organizations that provide equally vital services, 
like_ childcare, job training, academic enric'bment, after-school 
programs, health ,and mental _health services. As fundamental as 
parks and open spaces are to our children's well being, so too are 
the programs supported through the Children's Fund. Take care · 
of our children - vote Yes on D. 

Richard S. Locke 
President, FRP Board of Directors 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Friends of Recreation & Parks. 

YOUR STATE AND FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
ENDORSE THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT 

As your state and federal elected officials, we know the impor
tance of local funding for children's services. In fact, the 
Children'.s Fund has often provided the necessary matching 
funds, which allow San Francisco to receive state dollars. There 
is no question that children deserve a special place in the city's 
budget. THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT protects an· im
portant part of the city budget for the ones who are too young to 
vote and too young to lobby. WE urge a "yes" vote on Prop D. 

Senator Dia1111e Feinstein 
State Assemblyman Kevin Shelley 
State Senator John Burto11 
Congresswoma11 Na11cy Pelosi 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees & Restaurant Employees 2.Don ' 
Fisher 3. The Gap, 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors '.and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Children's Fund 
PAID AR.GllMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D 

THE BUSINESS COMMUNITY WANTS 
TO INVEST IN SAN FRANCISCO'S CHILDREN · 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT is good for business. 
M~nby spent on h~ving healthy, educated children is not an 
expense -·· it is the very best investment the city can make. As · 
!~.ad~~~.9(the bl!s;ness community, we know that the econQmic 
security'·of the country is dependent on the skill of our future 
workforce. The Children's Amendment funds critical training 
and education prog.-ams for our youth, allowing them to become 
employed, tax-paying adults.. The business community of San 
Francisco welcomes the · opportunity to join with all San 
Franciscans and urge a YES vote on Prop D .. 

Glen Baker 
Stephen Besser, Retired 
Mark Buell 
Don Casper, Chairman, SF Republican Party * 
Stephen Cor11ell, President, Small Business Commission * 
David Heller, The Beauty Network 
Warren Hellman, Chairman, Hellman and Friedman * 
Gwen Kapla11, S.mall Business Commission * 
Jim Lazarus 
Mark Leiw, Supervisor, Small Business Owner 

· Roof M11el/e1; RJM Systems, Inc. * · 
Kirby Sack, CEO 
Yaj Sa/ma, Small Business Commissioner * 
Sai,dra Sohcot, Small Business Network * 
Eugene Val/a, Executive Vice President, The Lurie Company * 
*ide11tification purposes only 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
is Warren Hellman 

The Children's Fund supports 180 programs tor kids in 
every neighborhood. We all benefit when children have safe 
places to go after school, when working families have afford•. 
able· child care, and when community agencies can offer 
recreation, educational programs and cultural enrichment. 

Kid-friendly neighborhoods'! YES ON D. 

Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds ~sed for the printing fee· of this argument 
is Coalition tor San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

District 9 Youth Bene0t from the Children's Fund. 
Listen to the following testimonies from youth in District 9 

programs supported by the Children's Fund. · 
"/ have bee11 i11 Jamestow11 for jive years. Jamestow11 _is 

impoi·tant because they have programs to prevent k(ds and teens 
fivm being in gangs, A11other important thing about Jamestown 

· is that kids learn 11ew things that they never k11ew before .. I sup
port the Children's Amendment because programs like 
Jamestown need it." 

"When I first came to the Missio11 YWCA, I was nervous. It was 
sort of like when I started the 6th grade. Then ( met friends and I 
wa.m 't nervous a;1ymore. My favorite things Cl1 the Y were joumal 
writing, groups with SFWAR, the field trips, and making chokers 
out of the beads. I think that the whole program was /1111." 

Support the Campaign for Kids - YES on Prop D 

Bemal Heights Neighborhood Center 
Columbia Park Boys and Girls Club 
Co1111111111ity Bridges Beacon 
Jamestown Co1111111111ity Cemer 
Mission Girls YWCA 
St, Joh11 's Educational Threshold 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Mauricio Vela, Maria Martinez, Sam Ruiz, Socorro Gamboa, 
Tracy 'Brown, Valerie Tuller, Dr. Febe Portillo, Anne Marie 
Cervantes, Nora Rios-Reddick. 

Vote Yes on D. 
Supporting this measure commits San· Frnncisco to the pro

grams and efforts that directly help 70,000 of our kids. This is a 
well-administered program that spends your tax dollars 
efl~ctively and efficiently. Funds are invested throughout the 
city and directly benefit every neighborhood and every child. 

"Investing in 011r kids always pays o,U: Vote yes 011 D," says G. 
Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A, Lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of Directors 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. · 

Argt1irie11ts printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAID·AAGUMENTS IN: FAVOR OF PRO~O~ITION D 
Families, children and youth all benefit from the Children's 

Fund. Vote yes_on D!. 

Chris Daly .. 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 
Bill Barnes 
Fonner Youth Commissioner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Chris Daly. 

When the Children's Fund was first proposed in 1991, the San 
Franci'sco Republican Party was opposed to it, because as a gen
eral rule,-we were opposed to any set-asides in the General Fund. 

Subsequent .to its pass~ge by the voters, we saw the need for a 
set-aside to bring the San Francisco Police Department up to full
strength, and We determined that the Children's Fund was being 
properly administered, with programs which were not effective
ly delivering services dropped from public funding to create· 
room for new and innovative programs. 

Proposition D would extend the life of the Children's Fund and. 
increase its funding to keep up with the 25% growth in the num
ber of children in the City since the early 90'.s, and it will do so · 
without a tax increllse. 

We urge you t~· vote Yes on Prop. D. 

San Fra11ci.~co Republica11 Party 
Donald A. Casper, Chairman 
Howard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 
Julie Bell 
Erik Bjorn 
Albert Cha1ig 
Elsa Cheung 
Lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. 
Joel Homstein 
Rodney Leong 
Gail E. Neira. 
Denis Norrington 
Grace Norton~Fitzpatrick 
Rita O'Hara 
Sue Woods 

· Bob Lane, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

The SAN. FRANCISCO DEMOCRATIC. PARTY voted 
unanimously to endorse PROP D, the CHILDREN'S· FUND .. 
It •is good public' policy that will safeguard the futu.re of our ·chi!_: 
d_ren and ·our City. The SAN FRANCISCO DEMOCRATIC 
PARTY encourages you to vote YES ON PROP'D;')•; '·""'.~ 

Alex Wong . 
Chair, San Francisco Democratic Party. · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Wade Crowfoot. . 

THE CHILDREN'S AMENDMENT HELPS PREPARE · 
OUR YOUTH FOR TOMORROW'S WORKll'ORCE 

As lenders of San Francisco's UABOR MOVEMENT, ·we 
know how important.it is for young·people to·learn work skills'. 
The city's finest youth employment and training programs are 
supported through The Children's Fund. This includes the 
Mayors Education and:Employmem Progiant (MYEEP), Which 
provides jobs for youth at 10. community-based agencies 
throughout the city. Your vote for the Children's Amendment 
is an investment in.a productive future for San Francisco. 

Local 2 
U11ited Educators of Sa,i · Francisco 
Robert Boileau, SF Labor Council, VP •~ 
Tim Paulson, Executive Board, SEIU 87 '1' .. 1• • 

Eva Royale, United Farm Workers, NO CA Regional Manager* 
Jim Salinas, President, Local 2236 * · 
Terry Rex Spray, RN, VP, SEIU 790 * 

· David H. Williams, City Workers Chapter President, SEIU 535 * 
>t<Title for identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is SE I U Local 535 and Coleman Advocates for Children. · 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors: and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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ChUdren's .F.un·d 
PAID ARGUMENTS, AGAINST PROPOSITION D 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION DI 
This outwardly appealing measure Is plain bad government . 

. Conceived in 199l by those receiving money from the fund, 
the special legislation from 1992-2000 has diverted from the 
City's General Fund $107,359,2891 Having established a new 
bureaucracy ,of paper-pushers, and divided millions of taxpayer 
dollars among several city departments and private agencies, 
many of whose executives had instigated the measure, they're 
back for more. Observing the end of their ten-year scheme, the 
originators now seek a 15-year extension and a 20% increase in 
the yearly "take" from the General Fund. Case in point, budget 
year 2000-2001 diverted $20, 285,000 from the General Fund 
and if Proposition D is approved, the valve will be open to at 
least $23,985,000 per year Possibly more!. 

This kind of budgeting contradicts commonly accepted 
standards of appropriating tax money for children's _services. 

Its creates duplication of effort among city departments, 
defeats departmental missions to provide health, recreation, open 
space, social, educational and library services to all segments of 
our city, including children, and rewards private entities which 
clamor most loudly and are best connected to the. ad.ded bureau
cracy distributing our tax money, 

Finally, if this type of budgeting is so desirable, why not make 
. it permanent rather than 15 years? Why not apply it our elderly, 
to our middle~aged without income, .to other segments of soci
ety? The answer probably lies in the sponsors' calculated belief 
(and their expensive political polling) that we'll accept a "chil
dren's fund" if there's a time limit on it, while planning to 
increase the "take" each time the limit is extended. Vote "NO" 
on Proposition D. Restore sound budget practices to. City gov
ernment and preserve money for legitimate services for our chil
dren. 

Good Government Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Kopp Good Government Committee. 

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

: Describing 1111d setting forth .a propos11l to the year begi~riing after. pubiicution · of the 20 IO courts, the District Attorney, Public Defender, 
qu111ifiedelectorsoftheCitynndCountyofS11n Census.· The increase shull be in an amollnl. ·city Attorney; or the Fire Dep1111ment; deten-
Franci~co to amend the.Charter of said city and equal. to: one-quarl~r. cent ($.0025) per one lion or probation services mandated by state or 
county by repeuling · and adopting II ne~. hundred dollars o(nssessed v11lu11tiQn, for each federnl law: or public transportation; 
Section. 16.108, to estnblish•n Children's Fund · two'1full percentage points of Increase in the (2) Any service thut benefits children inci-
to expand services for children. . . , · percentage of the City and Coimty. population dentally or us members of n !urger population 

The aoard of S11pervisbrs of the City and thuds made ,µp of children. The Fund shall be including adults; . . 
Cou_nty,of Snn FranclscQ hereby submUs to ihe maintained separate 1ind npurt froin all other (3) Ariy service for which II fixed or mini-
qualified electors of snid city 'and county at an Ciiy and County funds nnd appropriated by mum level of expenditure is mandated by state 

. elecdon to be held on November 7, 2000, n pro- annual or supplemental uppropriuiion. . or federal law, to the extent of the fixed or min-
posnl to · amend the Charter of said city an~, . ( d) . ·New. ~~~~l~'fS,· , Monies.· in. the Fund imum level of expenditure; . . . 
coµnty by adding Section 16.108,to read as fol7 shaU be used. exclusively fOI' the costs.of s'cr- (4) Acquisition of,11nx,c11piJff),,\W,~ ~~t for 
lows: . . vices to chi.ld.ren less than 18 years old provid- primary and direct use by children;. , · 

ed as pnrt of prqgrtims that predominantly serve ·(5) Acquisition (other than by ieuse for a 
. NOTE: The entire section is new. 

. Sectimi I: The San Francisco Charter is 
hereby aine'!dcd, by adding Section. 16.108,' 101 

read 11s foll.ows: 

SEC. 16.108. CHILDREN'S FUND. 
.· (11). Fiind for. Children's Services .. Oper

ative July I, 2001,.thcre is hereby estnbHshed n 
fund to expand children's services, which shall 
be· called· the ,Children's . Fu.nd ("Fund''), 
Monies in· tiie · Fund. shnll be expended or used 
only to provide services for children as provid
ed in this section. 

(b) Goals,. The gouts of expenditures from 
the Fund shnll be: · 

(I) To ensure thut Sun Francisco's children· 
nre heaUhy, reudy to learn, succeed in school 
ai1(11ive in stable, suf c, und supported families 
und communities; 

(2) • To reucli children in nil neighborhoods; 
(3) To \he nimdmum extent rensonnble, to 

distribute funds equitubly among services for 
infants und preschoolers, elementury school 
age children and adolescents; 
. (4) To focus mi the prevention of prnblems 
nnd on supportingund enhancing the strengths. 
of children, youth und their families; 
• (5) To strengthen collaboration between the 
City and Co11nty.of Snn Fmncisco nnd the San 
Fmncisco Unified School District; · · 

(6) To fill gaps in services nnd to lcvemge 
other resources whenever t'cnsible· nnd · 

(71 To f~stci proJCCIS initi;tcd by . San 
Francisco youth. . . . . · . .· . . · 

(c) ;\mount, . There is hcr«!by ~ct, a~i.dc .for 
the Fut)d, froi11 the revenues of the_prQpCt'ly tax 
le\'.y, revenues in. an amount equiv.ulent to an. 
annual. tax of three.cents ($,03). per one hundred 
dollars. ($ 100) of u~sessed v11J1,111ion (or C!ICli 
fiscal year.b~giJming with July 1,.2QP!, -.June 
30;2002, and ending with July I, 2015 - Ju11c 
30, 2016. If the 2010 LI, S .. Ce1isus.sl10ws thnt' 
children make up a percentage of t!1e popula~ 
lion of the City and County .tlrnt is utleast two 
percentage point~ more than their percentugc as 
shown in the 7000 .U. S. Ccnsus,.thcn the 
UIUOUIH or \he prop~J'IY tax levy .s,e,t n~_ide under 
this section shnll be incrcused for ench n·scal 

' •, '> '. • .... ,, ' 
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children Jess ihnn 18 yea.rs old, above uncI' ter1n of ten years or less) of any reul property; or 
. beyond services funded from·scmrces other than (6) Muintenunce, utilities or any similar 
the previous Children's Fund prior to July I, operating costs of nny facility not used primar-
2001. To this end, monies (ron~ the Fund shall ily and directly by children, or of any recreation 
not b\! appropriated or expended for ~crvices · . ·or park fucility (including a zoo), library, or. 
thnt received nny of the funds included in. the hospiti1l. 
higher of the Controller's baseline budget cov- (g) Baseline. The Fund shall be used 
ering July 1, 2000 - June 30, 2001 upproprin- exclusively to increase the 1iggregate City 
lions, or the Contrnll.e1·'s b11seline budget cover- appropriatio_ns and expenditures for those ser-
ing July I, 1999. - June

0

30, 2000 appropriulions, vices for children thut 1irc eligible to be paid 
whether 01· not thtJ cost of such services. increas- from the Fund ( exclusive of expei1ditures 1imn-
es, Nor shall monies from the Fund be uppro-

0

duicd by state or federal law). To this ·end, the 
. pl'inted or expended for services that substitute City shall .not reduce the nmount _of such City 

for or replace services included or partially nppi'opriations for eligible,! b'el'vices (not includ-
included in the· higher of the two baseline .bud-· ing nppropriutions from the Fund und exclusive 
gets, except and solely to the· extent that the · of expenditures mandated by. state or federal 
City ceases to l'eccive federal, stnte or pl'ivutc law) in any of the fifteen years during which 
agency funds thnt the funding agency required funds are rcqui!'cd to be set aside under this sec-
to be spent only on tliose services, The tion below the amount so upproprinted for the 
Controller's b11seline budget . shall ineun the fiscal year 2000-200 I (" the buse year'.') _as set 
Controller's culculation of the 11ct1111l amount of forth in the Contl'oller's baseline budget, ns 
City upproprinlions for services for children adjusted ("the base amount"), , The buse 
that would have been eligible to be puid from amount slmll be ndj11stcd fo1: each year after the 
the Fund but ul'e pnicl from other sources, base year by the Contrnller based on cnlculu-

(e) Ellglble_Serylccs. SeFvices for children tions consistent from year' to yen!' by the pel'-· 
elisibl.e for Fund ussistunce shall include only: centngc incl'ense OI' decrease in aggregate City 

(I) Affordable child care 1111d curly education; nnd .County discretionary revenues. In cletcl'-
(2) Recreation; culiurnl nnd after-school nunmg nggrcgnte' City and County discrc-

progrnms, includii;g without limitntio1i, arts tionnry revenue, the Controller shull only-
progrnms; include revenues received by the 'City and 

(3) Hcnlth services, including prevention, County that arc unrestricted andmay bi, used al 
education, mental twahh, und p,rc-nntal services the option of the Mayor and the. Board of 
to pl'egnant women; Supcrvisol'S for uny lnwful City purpose, The 

(4) Tminii1g, ~mployment and job pince- method used by the Contrnllcr .to determine 
mcnt; discrctionury revenues shall be consistent with 

(5) Youih · · ~mpowei,;1cnt 11;1d· leadership method used by the Controllel' to dctcrmiue the 
development; Librnry and Child1;en 's Bnseli'ne Culculntions 

(6) Yo~th violence prevention prngrams; elated June 20, 2000, which the Controller shall 
: (7) Youth tutoring an~_cducational .enrich- pince on file with the Clerk of the Boarcl'in File 

mcnt programs; uncl No, 000952. Errnrs in the Controller's estimate 
(8) Family and pment support ·services for of discretionary revenues for n fiscal ye'i1r shall 

families of .childi-cn receiving other services be corrected by an adjustment in the next year's 
fro·m the Fund, · · · estimate. Within 90 days following the end of 

(f) Excltulcd Services, Notwithstanding cuch .fiscal year thwugh 2014 - 2015, the 
subsection (e), services for children paid for by Controller shall calculate and publish tlic actu-
the Fund shall not include:. . al amount of City appropriations for sprvices 

(I) Services pi·ovidcd .. by , the Police for children that would have l1een eligible to be 
Department or other, law enforcement agencies, paid fro111 the Fund but .IU'e paid fro,;1 other 



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION D (CONTINUED) 

sources, separately identifying expenditures 
mandated by state or 'federal luw. 
· (h) Three-Year Planning Cycle. To pro
vide time for community participation and 
planning, and to ensure program stability, 
appropriations from the Fund for all fiscal years 
beginning after _June 30, 2004 shall be mude 
pursuant to II threesyeur planning cycle as set 
forth in subsections (h) through (I). During 
every third fiscal year beginning with the 2001-
2002 fiscal year, the City shall prepare a 
Community. Needs Assessment to determine· 
services eligible to· receive moneys from the 
Fund. During every third fiscul year beginning 
with the 2002 • 2003 fiscal year, the City shall 
prepare u Children's Services and Allocation 
Pinn ("the Plan"), based on the Community 
Ne<:ds Assessment approved during the previ
ous year.' The Board of Supervisors muy mod
ify nn existing Community Needs Assessment 
or Plan, provided that any modification shall 
occur only after a noticed public hearing. All 
nppropriations from the Fund shall be consist 
tent with the most recent Pinn, provided that the · 
Board of Supervisors muy approve an amend
ment to the Pinn at the sume time it approves nn 
appropriation. . 

(i) Community Needs Assessment 11nd 
Children's Services 11nd Allocation Plan. 

(I) The Community Needs Assessment and 
the Plan shull be in, writing, shall be mnde avail
able to the public in draft form not Inter than 
January 31 of each fiscal year in which they are 
required, shall be presented by Murch 3 I of 
ench such fiscal year to the commissions listed 
in subsection (m)(3) for review and comment, 
and by April 30 of each such fiscal yenr shall be 
presented to the Bonrd of Supervisors for 
npprovul. 

. (2) Prior to_ preparation of each drnft 
Community Needs Assessment, the City shall 
hold nt lenst one public hearing in ench geo
graphical area defined in Charter· Section 
13.110. The City shall also make available 
opportunities for parents, youth, and agencies 
receiving monies from the Fund to provide 
information for the Community Needs 
Assessment. The Community Needs Assess
ment shall include the results of II citywide sur
vey of pill'ents and youth to be conducted by the 
Contrnller every three years. 

(3) The Pinn shnll include nil services for 
children· furnished or funded by the City or 
funded by another governmental or private enti
ty and t1dministered by the City, whether or not 
they 1·eceived or may receive monies from the 
Fund. The Pl11i1 shall be outcome-oriented nnd 
include goals, mensurable and verifiable objec
tives and mensurable and veritinble outcomes, 

(4) The Pinn shall slate how nll services 
rcccivitig money from the Fund wrll be coordi
nated Jith other children's services. The Plan 
shall specify amounts of funding to be nllocat-

ed: (i) townrd nchieving specified goals, men
surable 1111d verifinb\e objectives and niensur
uble nnd verifiable outcomes, (ii) to specified 
service models; nnd (iii) for specific popula
tions nod neighborhoods. The Pinn shall. also 
state the reusons for the allocations nnd demon
strnte how the allocntions are consistent with 
the Community Needs Assessment: A mini
mum of three percent of the funding allocnted 
under the Pinn shnll be for youth • initiated pro-
jects. · 

(i) Evaluation. The Plan shnll include nn 
evnluntion of services thnt received ·money 
from the Fund nt any time during the Inst three 
fiscnl years. The evaluation shnll involve those· 
who use the funded services and other parents 
nod youth. 

(k) Failure of Board to Act. If the Board 
of Supervisors has not approved II Communiiy 
Needs Assessment before the first dny of the 
· fiscnl yenr during which the Pinn is io be pre
pared, the Plan shnll be bused on I.he 
Community Needs Assessment us originnlly 
submitted to the Board of Supervisors. 

(I) Selection of Contractors. Except for 
services provided by City employees, the Fund 
shnll be expended through contractors selected 
based on their responses to one or more 
requests for proposals issued by the City. The 
City shall award contracts to coincide with the 
City's fiscal year starting July I. 

(m) Implementation. 
(I) In implementation of this section, facil

itating public participation and maximizing 
avnilnbility of information to the public shall be 
primury. goals. 

(2) So long as there exists within the exec
utive brunch of City government a Department 
of Children, Youth and Their Families, or 11n 
equivulent deportment or 11gency as its succes
sor, thnt depurtment shnll administer the 
Children's Fund an~ prepare the Community 
Needs Assessment and the· Ptun pursuant to this 
section. If no such department or ngency 
exists, the M11y01· shall designate II department 
or other City body to administer the Children's 
Fund pursuant to this section. 

· (3) In addition to nll other hearings other• 
wise required, the Recreation and P111·k, 
Juvenile Probation, Youth, Health and Human 
Services Commissions shall ench hold 111 lenst 
one sepnrnte or joint hearing eµch fiscnl yenr to 
discuss issues relating to this section. The 
Depnrtment of Children, Youth nnd Their 
Families, or other agency ns described above in 
section (111)(2), shall consult with the 
Recreation and Park Depnrtment, Arts 
Commission, Juvenile Probution Department, 
Unified School District, 1-lenllh Department, 
Department of Human Services, Commission 
on the Status of Women, Police Department, 
Librnry Deportment nnd Municipal 
Trnnsportution Agency in prepnr~tion of por-

lions of the Community Needs Asse;sment nnd 
the Plan thnt relnte to their respective nctivities 
or nre?s of responsibility. 

(4) The Bonrd of Supervisors may by ordi
nunce implement this section, 

(n) Advisory Committee. There shnll be 11 

Children's Fund Citizens' Advisory Committee 
("the Committee") that shnll consist of 15 
members, each appointed by the Mayor to .11 
three - yenr term, to serve at the Mayor's plen
sure. At least three members of the Committee 
sh11ll be pnrents 111)d at lenst three members 
shall be Jess thun I 8 yenrs old at the time of 
appointment. For each of the following urens, 
_there shnll be 111 least one Committee member 
with professionul expertise in ·that ,nren: curly 
childhood ,development, childcnre, educntion, 
henllh, recreation nnd youth development. The 
Committee shall. meei 111 leust qunrterly, and 
shnll ndvise the deportment or ngency that 
ndministers Jhe Children's Fund nnd the Mnyor 
concerning the Children's Fund. The 
Committee shnll convene by July I, 2001. 
Each member of the Committee· shnll receive 
copies of each proposed Community Needs 
Assessment and ench Pinn (including the evnl
uation required us pnrt of the Pinn). Members 
of the Committee shall serve without pay, but 
may be reimbursed for expenses uctunlly 
incurred. 

(o) Unspent Funds. All unspent funds in 
· the Children's Fund created by former Churter 
Section 16.108 shall be transferred to the 
Children's Fund estnblished herein. 

(p) Effect of Procedural Errors. No 
appropriution, contruct or other action shull be 
held invnlid or set uside by reuson of any error, 
including without limitation any irregulnrity, 
informnlity, neglect or omission, in currying out 
procedures specified in subsections (h) through 
(n) unless II court finds thnt the pnriy challeng
ing the nction suffered substnntinl injury from 
the error and that II different result would hnvc 
been probnble hnd the error not occurred. 

Section 2. Effective July I, 2001, the San 
Frnncisco Charter is hereby nmended by 
repealing Section 16.108 11s follows: 

Sl3C. lfi.198.Clllb9Rl3~~•s ~ 
~n)'Fhere io l1ereb)' es111blishetl II ftt111l te 

e11pa11tl ehilllre11's ser,•iees, wl1ieh nl111II be 
e11lletl The Chiltlre11's F1111tl 1111tl sl111II hll 11111h1 
1t1i11etl 11ep11rt1le 1111tl 11p1111t H e111 1111 ether Cit)' 
1111!1 Ce1111I)' ftt11tls 1111tl 11pprep1i111et1 h)' 11111111111 
er s11p11le111e11111I 11ppF8prh11ie11. · Me11ie11 ll1e1oei11 
slmll be e11pe11tletl 111• 1111etl selel)' 111 p1e'l'itletl 
e11p1111tletl ser'l'iees fti11 ehiltl1e11-t1s prtt'l'itletl in 
this seelien. 

fb)The1oe ht het1eb'.)' set ttsitle fo1-1he l-1111tl, 
ftoem the reye11ues ef the pmpell:)' 111ft le•i~, t'e'I' 
e1111eu in 1111 11111e11111 oq11h111lo111 10 1111 11111111111 11111 
ef 011e 1111ti e110 q111111ter eo11ls f$,9 I 2§) 1ie1• ene 
h1111tlrotl tlell11rs ~$190) ef uoseoaetl ,011l1111tie11 
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LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION D (CONTINUE_D) 

' fer the ltF8l lts1111l :,e11r ~. hiel1 hegi11!1 99 tl11~ s 01.1 

111er8 after 1h19 eleutio11 •,tltiuil ·1pprt1•l'eu this seti 
1iti11; a11tl re, e1uu,8 equi 1t1lent t8 urt tt1H1u.ol tmt 
of two a11tl otie hulf 8tints ~$:92§) tJof ttne hun. 
tired dol111r!I ($199➔ ttf 11uses!lt1d ,r1tlu11lit111 l'or 
eHh of the follewi11g 11i1111 fis1111I yi,11r!I, Tl1e 
Tre1muer nh11II set 11sitle 1111tl 11111i11111i11 sueh · 
a11tet1nh together ,,ith _tut)' interent eurnfltl · 
the,eeR; ht Jhe· fua~, t111tl ttH)' iunountu um1pe11t 

ilr 1tRl!OWl1t1ittetl at the' end el' 1111:, tise11l :,e11r 
shall he eafllied lim1,11rtl 10 1h11 11e11l fise11I ~1e11r 
anti, n1119jeel lo 1h11 hutlge111~1 und 1i!le11I li111il11 
liens ef lhis Clh11fler, shtill he llf'!'II opri111i,tl 1he11 
or. 1hereat'111r for the f'1tr1111,;11s Hf'tll!ified in thin 
!llllltiettr 

(e➔Mel'lieo in lhe F1tntl Bh11II he 1tsetl e1tel1t 
8ir. el,. te pro, itle. scr, itH3fJ ~8 el,ilft,e11 le~m tlHHt 

18 > ears eltl, ahorv~ tHttl be) eatl ser•,1iees Hmtl 
etl 11rior lo 11tloi,1ien of thio 1111etio11, Tti tltiH 'e11tl; 
111011ie11 IPom the F1tntl sh1tll net he t11'!!•011ri111ed 
or eNl)eHtlett tt, ft1~ut uer, fomt pro, it4etl dt111h1g 
fiee11I :,e11r 1991 199;!; ,1hetl1tl1 m1 1181 tl1e eo!ll 
of Dtttdt fJOP\1it!fHt i11urotutos, or tlf'tJl10l"illtetl 811 

eNpende~ fe1 uer w.iee8 whielt tttthittitute fer e11 

replnee .tle
1

rYieeu proYitletl tlutittg tittcul ) etlfi. 

1999 1991 81 1991 199;!, 1mee)'I 1111tl solel)1 18 
the eHhUtt ef tte11 ,1itu91t· fe1 •Nhich llte Cit)• eeu11eH 
ttt ,e ... t!i ,1e fetletnl, ttlnlt~ er r,ri11t\le ttgenc;, funtlB, 
whiel1 the 1ti,1di11g ugeney 1'tlt1t1i•etl 18 he iJ11e11t 
eHI) en th~ uerw"it!ett ht tJUtmtieH, 

Etl➔SePYiee!I l@r el1iltl1e11 eli!:1lihle l@r Ftmtl 
tu1sitttn11tH., tthull htt'iutle eHI)• cltiltl t:nre: joh 
11et1tlh1000, ttoiniiig tt11tl pltu!e1nent tJt'8grtt1us1 
hettllh tttta B8eh1I 11erYit!tlM Eineltitlin~ 1m~ 11tt111I 
se,,lioes to 1uegnunt tHlttll WB1non~; etltlt!tttien 
1u•eg,11111u1 reorot1tien1 tleliHtJttentJ) pre, entiont 
1111d lih1ttf) Mee,1iees, hi llttt!II t!t\81! l'tJr !!ltiltlren. 

Sor11ieett fo1 ehilthe11 1,nift for hy tlte funtl 
sltttll 11ot intdude: 

I ,I-st etttttttple, tutti tt8l for tJtlft'Htt@o et' litui 
tttlien, seP'1ices I" o, itletl h~ the Pelitie 
9tl)'11Plltllllll 01 8IIU!P It,~, e11fo11ee111e11l 11gl!llt!ill11: 
hy eettrts, lite Etit1trit!l Ait@rne~•, Puhlit! 
9efe11de11 o, Gil)1 Alltl11llll)'t h~ llte i;:hre 
9tlf'llflllli!IIII tlelenlit111 011 1m11!11tio11 81ll1• it!l!II 
1111111t1111ed 1!)1 MIHle tll l'edernl ltm \ 8r 1n1hlit! 
1r1111u11er1tllie11i 

:a;,~,H)' uel". iee whit!h he11cli1u ehildren i11ei 
tle11111II) or 1111, 111eml!e11u 8f II ltu ge1 11t11rnltttio11 
btt,ludhtg ntlt1lttti 

3.P.n~ Milt, iee ler whit,h II liltt!d v11 mi11hm1111 
le~11l) tJf tl!t)'tllldilltl'll is lllltltdttletl I!~• llllllll Ill' 
l'etlerul 111'1'1', lo thtl l!!tlent ttf the li11ctl 011 mini 
11111111 le •1el ef e1111e11tlitt11'tl: 

<I.Ae1111iuilh111 of ttH) t!ttpilttl item nut ftir p11i 
1111111) mttl tlil•eet 111,e I!) ehiltl11m: 

S.Ae1111i11iti1111 (11lhe11 lhtlll b) letuc fti11 11 te,m 
uf ten ) Cltl'U 1w-lee1.1l tif 1111) l't!tll pt'Of!lll'I) \ t!t1 

6.Mt1i11!entt11t!C, t1lililie11 tJMUI) ,1i111ilt1~ 
111i11g t!t!,1111 of 1111) ftteilily 1101 1111etl fll'im1111il)1 

1111tl tlil'llell) I!) ehiltlt en, or of tut) 11ct:11e111io11-tt11 
1111rl1 fueilil) (i11eh1tli11~ 11 Y.tJol, libt 1111), li1eili~. 
o..,h1m11i1t1I. · 
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~e) 9urh1g enuh R1:ttml yenr; tt nlinintttllt 8f 2§ 
11el'tltllll of 81tcl1 1'1111tle slmll he 1tued lilt ehild 
en,e, it J1tinin11u11 ef 3§ pe1eenl for jeh Peutli 
11etts, t~ining untl t>ltte811ton1; mttl n ntiHintttnt 
81' ;J,!i 11e,e11111 fer hi:1111111 1111d soei11I se1, ieeu l@r 
ehildre11 (i11el11tli11g )'l'li 11111111 eeniues fer ·~reg 
11mu tttlttlt o"onten). Regit,ning v. illt the Fifth Rft 
vttl ) ettr titt'rin~ •nltiuh fttntls ore tt8l asitle uRder. 
this seetion,· lhe 8onM t1f. Supert8iHel'!t 1nt1y 
tttedil')' ttr eihnhtttle these n1iftiittt11M Nqttire 
tttettltt. 

(Fl ~le h11er 1htt11 Qeeemhe• of e11111t e11hllld11r 
)ll111, llte M1i,eor oh11ll·111'tl)'IIN 1111d f!Ptl!llllll lo ll1e 
80111'tl of S1111er.isorH tt Clhiltl1e11'11 Ser.ices 
PIIIH, The Phm 8h11II )'rOf'881! go11l11 1t11d o~ee · 
ti, es f61 llte FttHd ft11 the lt!!etil )'llttr hegi11Hi11g 
the 1'0ll0¥.1ing J1tl~ I, f!P8!18He e11pendit1tres of 
nteith~8 f,0111 the Puntt F8r the Fisettl year hegi11 
ni11g tl10 1@ll8Wiltg Jttl:, I 1111tl tle!!ig1mte lhe Clily 
depu,t111e11t whit.dt "oultt utl1tti11iste1• tl1e rt111de8 
11rogrtuns, 111 oeHHt,t!lion r,,•itlt tJNf'tt1atie11· sf lhe 
Plutt, mu~ pl'ier tB the tittle rettttiretl Hu presen 
111tilln lo 1l1e 81m1d of S1111~1 .risoP!I, ilte He1tlth 
GemmiHt1it111, J1,~1e11ile P,oh111ii,11 Cenu1iissill11, 
11111111111 Set 1ieeu Gom111i!lt1im1; Reerettli8H 11Htl 
Pt1Ph8 Ce11unisHieu nntl Puhli~ bihrnr;• 
Go111111i811iv11.Mh11ll e11el1 lmltl ttl le111118111! J!1thlie 
he11ri11!:11 811 1l1e Ph111, Joit11 he11ri11gu 11111:, he lteltl 
ltt nutisf)1 thin 11eqtti1 etnenti 2~1H) 81 ttH ef the 
t!8ll1HtiM11i8nt1 11111) ul!!O hold udtlilio1i111 ht11111ing!I 
beftlre et t,iter pre_KS1,tttUs11 0f the Pla11, 

(g➔ The F1t11tl slmll Ile 11se!I e111dush1el)1 lo 
int!fOIIUt! ll!tl 11gg1eeg111e City 111!1!11!)'1 i11lio1111 tllltl 
ettt,entlhurett . t'011 tl\811te 11ter • hceu fo11 t!hild11en 
whieh 1111e eligil!ltl lo btl 1111id 1'110111 llte Ftmtl 
(tl11elt1.1h I! 8f e11pe11tlilure111111111tl111ed h~ slute 81 
ftltlor11I lt1.q. Te tl1i11 e11tl, the Gil) 11h11II 1101 
retl11ee tlte ui11tJ11111 ef 1111eh Cit) 11p)'11111111i111ie11i. 
ft111 eligil!le !le1111iee11 (11v1 inelutling llf!flPB)'Fitt 
li811!1 frt1m 1110 F1111tl tt11tl e1telt111i. e 111' tlll!'lllltli 
ltll'tl!I 1111111tl11letl I!) s1111e or fe1len1I ltr11) in 1111:, 
t1f 1l1e len )'lltll18 tlt111ing v1 1l1iel1 lttnd!I 11110 11e11uh'tld 
18' he 111:ll 11sitlo t111tli:Jr II.hi lli!tlli811 htlll!YI Ille 
higl1e11 ol' 1110 lllll8t111l lltJ 111111rt11111i11letl ft111 the 
list!HI )1e1111 1999 1991 1111 llttl 11111m1111 tit! ltf!)'l'O 
)'ri111tid f8F lite Ruettl )'tlttf 1991 199;!, it1 tlitl1er 
ettffll 11,1 utljttttletl, ~lot lttlt!F 1111111 lhlllll ll18lllhs 
111:+e11 the t!leelilln n hieh 1111111111,11!11 ll1i!1 ueetion, 
lite Con1t18lhir ultttll t!ttlettlttle ttntl 1111eli11l1 the 
Uf!l!lic11l!lt! 1111,ie ttllltltlHI, .111cdl~1ing b~ tltlf!lll'I 
111e111 1111tl piog1111111 eueh 111111111111 i11clt1tlt!tl in tho 
1!11t1e ttlllUUllt. Tl,e l!tttUl 111111:lHIII ~1111111 l,o tttljll!ll 
etl f11r-e11t!l1 )'t!tu' ufle11 tho l!u~e :,e1111

1 httttt!tl t!II 
llttlt!ttlttlitlll.1 t!l:lllltil!lt!III from) i!IU1 It! )Vil!',"~ tho 
1ie1't!e11luge illllt'Ct1.1e 01 t:lecrett!lll in 11gg11egttll:l 
City 1111111•ti111·iu1io11,1 fr0111 the l!ui1e ) e1111, 1111 e,tli 
mttlllt! 1,,, the Cl:lnll111ller. el'l'u111 in tho 
Ctttt11•oll1l1 ',t e.tlimute of ll~lll'Opt1i11:lit11111 1'1111 tHffl
t!ttl )'Ctll' ,1h11II be c1111t•eelc1I b) 1111 111~111111110111 in 
the ne,11 ) e1u1'11 c111i111u1c. F61,:_1m,·11t1,1D,t of lhiu 
uul,i11ecti1111, t1~g1•eg1110 Gil) t11!!!1111t)lrittliutlN 111111!1 
ml! int!lut!e f1mtl11 g1•111t1et! tu the Cil)' b:,•1111i~111e 
ttge11cie11 tll' 11p1i1·01wiuletl I!) t!lhe16 pt1blic tt~en 

eietJ ttHtl ,ee.eit,etl h) the Cit~• "1'itltin 9Q ~n~s 
fello ,1h1! the end of eaeh fioeal :,e11r 1hre1tgh 
;J,QQ I ,aQQ,!; the Cl8RIPt!ller Bliall 1111le1tlttl8 1111tl 
. i,1thlioh the 1111111111 ttW!Oltlll of Git, lll'l'Nlf'l'ill 
lioRH fer 8enitieo far ehiltlren ·1,hieh 11•e eli!ihle 
lo he 1111id fl'ti111 the f'1t11d Ee11el1tsi ,e of 1111i,e11tli 
litres 1111111tl111ed h:, e111111 or federal ltiw➔• 



City Retiree .Health Benefits 
PROPOSITION E 

Shall the City Increase health benefits for retired City employees by piecing a 
cap on monthly health care premium costs, and paying one-half the cost of 
health coverage for the retiree's primary dependent? 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

YES -
NO -

.. .. 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City, the School District, and the THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E is a Charter amendment 
Community College District provide health coverage to that would incr~ase· the contributions made by the City, the 
their active employees through the City's Health Service School District, and the Community College District for 
System. The Charter requires that these public agencies health coverage to retired employees and their surviving 
contribute to the Health Service System Fund part of the spouses and surviving domestic partners. This measure 
money needed to pay for health coverage for employees. would require these public agencies to pay half of what 
This Is the employer's contribution, The rest of the cost is each retired employee pays the Health Service System for 
paid for by the employee. However, as a result of collective health coverage. 
bargaining, the City in most cases now pays the employee Proposition E also would require these public agencies 
costs as well, and pays for some dependent coverage. to pay half of what a retired employee pays the System for 

The City, the School District, and the Community College health coverage for one dependent. 
District also provide health benefits to their retired 
employees. These public agencies must give the same A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want 'to adopt 
employer's contribution to the Fund for each retired these increases in health benefits for retired City employees. 
employee as for each active employee. The retired 
employees pay the rest. These agencies do not' pay for the 
cost of providing health coverage for dependents of retired 
employees. 

Controller's Statement on "E" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition E: 

Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopted, in 
my opinion, It would increase the cost of various local 
governmental entities by approximately $12.5 million annu
ally.beginning July 1, 2001. Specific cost estimates are: 

• City and County of San Francisco $ 9,000,000 
• San Francisco Unified School District 3,000,000 
• San Francisco Community College District 500,000 

$12,500,000 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS:lf you vote no, you do not want to 
adopt these increases in health benefits for retired City 
employees. 

How Supervisors Voted on "E" 
On July 24, 2000 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 

to place Proposition E on the ballot. 

The Supervisors voted as follows: 
Yes: · Supervisors Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, 
Katz, Kaufman, Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, and Yee. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-64 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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City :Retiree Health Benefits 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 

San Francisco's senior retirees are facing a healthcare crisis. 
Access to decent affordable healthcare'. is shrinking rapidly. 

Some city contracted premiums and rates have skyrocketed-up 
more than 600% in just three years. 

Some retirees have been completely cut-off from the health
care services they desperately need simply by the arbitrary 
financial decisions of HMOs. 

· The Board of Supervisors sponsored placing this charter 
amendment on the November ballot-by n unanimous 11-0 vote
to protect the healthcare benefits of San Francisco's retirees. It is 
the right thing to do. 

At this time-while San Francisco is experiencing unprecedent
ed prosperity and city government is strong-we have both the 
opportunity and the responsibility to protect our most vulnerable 
citizens. 

This charter amendment is only fair. The City wil! pay half of 
the out-of-pocket costs of a retiree's health care premium. And 
the city .will pay half the out-of-pocket cost of the retiree's first 
dependent coverage-usually the retiree's spouse ·or domestic 
partner. It's a 50-50 proposal-the essence of fairness. 

We urge you to join us. in protecting the healthcare of people 
who worked hard for all of us-retired firefighters, librarians, 
janitors, teachers,· municipal gardeners-thousands of:, people 
who served the city well. Let us not fail to enst.ire they live with 
the dignity and security they worked a lifetime to achieve. 

Please vote yes. 

Boan/ of Supervisors 

How Supervisors Voted to Submit This Argument 
The Supervisors voted asfollows on August 21,' 2000: 
Yes: Ammiano, Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Katz, Kaufman; 
Leno, Newsom, Teng, Yaki, Yee 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN' FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 
LIKE ABRAHAM BEAM - THE MAYOR WHO 
BANKRUPTED NEW YORK CITY - WILLIE ("THE 
SPENDTHRIFT") BROWN HAS ENGAGED IN WILD 
SPENDING, WE CAN'T AFFORD THE PROPOSITION E 
.GIVEAWAYS: 

Abraham Beam never saw a spending proposal that he 
· didn't like. As Miiyor of New York during the l970's, Abe spent 
his city into bankruptcy. 
· Mayor Willie ("The Spendthrift") Brown is a mnn like 

Abraham Beam. 
When San 'Francisco Mayor Frank Jordan left office in 1996, 

the annual budget of om· City was $2 and 1/2 billion. Now the 
budget is $4.4 billion! 

Willie Brown is an expensive Mayor ... vcry expensive, 
With Brown and his Supervisors, all the pressures arc in favor 

of ever greater spending: They have added more than 4,000 new 
city employees since Brown took office. If' a union wants a 

giveaway like Proposition E, which will create vested rights 
(which can't be repealed) to insurance for 30 or 40 years into the 
future, they are happy to put it on the ballot. Proposition G 
would cost $9,000,000 or $10,000,000 per year- but·"Willie The 
Spendthdft" couldn't care less. He does't have to pay the bill. 

Yoll get the bill. 
The San Francisco Republican Assembly is planning a 

pre-election discussion of Proposition E and other ballot 
measures. For full information, telephone 415-339-1290. 

Send the bill fol· Propostition E back to Willie Brown and his 
Supervisors. · 

Vote NO on Proµosition E, 

D1: Terence Fa11/k11e1; J,D, 
Past State Secretary 
California Republican County Chairmen's Association 

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

P-58 

i 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



City Retiree Health Benefits 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

PROPOSITION E AND THE MYTH OF THE ENDLESS 
SURPLUS: 

According to official San Francisco mythology the current 
surplus in Retirement System's funds will "never" come to an 
end ... at least not for a few years, they hope. 

Last election the San Francisco Board of Supervisors managed 
to get voter approval of the Supervisors raiding the Retirement 
System's extra cash _for the funding of their own retirements. 

Now - with Proposition C and Proposition.E - the Retirement 
System's funds and other public money are again being tapped. 

Proposition E proposes to also increase the contributions made 
by the City, the School District, and the Community College 
District for the health coverage of retired employees and their 
surviving spouses 01· their surviving domestic partners. 

Under Proposition E, the above listed public agencies would 
be required to pay half of what each former public employee 
pays into th~ Health Service ·system for th~ir health insurance 
coverage. 

Vote NO on Proposition E. 

Golden Gate Taxpayers Association 

D1: Terence Fa11/kne1; .f.D. 
State Senate Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E 
The Golden Gate Taxpayers Association is simply wrong. 

Proposition E does not raid the retirement system. Under this 
charter amendment no funding for Proposition E comes from the 
City's retirement system. Not now, not ever. 

The Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 lo place Proposition E on 
the ballot oi1ly after extensive review and consultation with the 
City Controller's office and the City Attorney. The fiscal impact 
analysis in your voter guide is clear and complete. No money 
comes from the retirement fund. 

The original proponents of Proposition E, the Retired 
Employees of San Francisco, specifically and publicly opposed 
using retirement funds for this vital senior healthcare relief. 
During nearly two years of neg.otiations with stakeholders from 
throughout the city-including members of the Board or 
Supervisors, seniors groups, the Mayor's Office, labor unions, 
and others, the proponents of Proposition E consisleillly and 
vigorously opposed any attempt to link retirement funds with 
senior healthcare costs. 

Proposition Eis simple. It restores the City's long commitment 
10 j,rovide adequate affordable medical services to our senior 
retirees--who worked a lifetime to guaruntee the health care they 
need. 

Vote YES on Proposition E. 

Board of Supervisors 

How Supervisors Voted to Submit This Argument 
The Supervisors voted as follows on August 28, 2000: 
Yes: Am1i1iano, Becerril, Brown, Katz, Kaufman, Leno, 
Newsom, Teng, Yaki, Yee 
Absent: Bierman 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City Retiree Health. Benefits 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 

The City churter presently requires· that health care benefits 
received by City retirees be equal Ip health care benefits rece,ived 
by uctive employees. However; because of various MOU's 
(memorundums · of understunding), the City now pays neurly all 
health care premiums for active employees and also subsidizes 
· their covered dependents, whereas the City only pays the 
employer portion of retirees' health care premiums. 

Proposition E corrects this inequity by requiring the City to 
pay 50% of retirees' out-of-pocket health care premiums (rather 
than none at all), and also to pay 50% of retirees' out-of-pocket 
health care premiums for one dependent. This will greatly alle
viate the increasing burdens of escalating health care costs and 
the rising cost of living for City retirees. 

.Proposition E is endorsed .by every member of the Board of 
Supervjsors, and the Board unanimously voted to place 
Proposition E on the November Ballot. Your YES vote on 
Proposition E will bring this much-needed relief to San 
Francisco City i-etirees and their first dependents. 

Retirees Guild of local 21, l11tematio11a/ Federation of 
Professional and Technical Engineers 

. Winchell T. Hayward, President . 
The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
'is the Retirees Guild of Local 21, Intl. Federation of Professional 
& Technical Engjneers. 

The San Fmncisco Police Officers Association strongly urges 
a Yes vote on Prop E. 

Since 1990 the City Retirees have seen their out-or-pocket 
costs for healthcare ·premiums rise considerably. Proposition E 
is an amendment which _gives the retirees some relief. This 
amendment will increase the City's contribution to healthcare 
premiums for retired employees, surviving spouses and surviving 
domestic partners in the Health Service System. 

With so many retirees on a fixed income, Proposition Eis a fair 
and equitable amendment which gives them relief in paying their 
healthcare premiums. 

Chris C111111ie, President, San Francisco Police Officers 
Association. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Police Officer's Association. 

Vote Yes on Prop E 
Proposition E is an amendment that corrects a long existing 

problem for retirees. Many· retirees are on a fixed income and 
must find money to pay their out-of-pocket healthcare premiums. 
Without this amendment some retirees will not be able to con
tinue their healthcare premiu~s. 

Proposition E will increase the City's contribution for health
care premiums for retired employees, surviving spouses and sur
viving domestic partners in th~ Health Service System. 

This proposition is fair to the City and to those who gave their 
long years of service to that same City. 

Raymond Allen, President, San Francisco Veteran Police Officers 
Association. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the San Francisco Police Officers' Association. 

I am a retired clerk typist who worked for the City of San 
Francisco for many years. My pension is very modest. · Two 
years ago, my h::alth care premiums went up so much that I had 
to dt'op my health coverage and enroll in a cheaper health plan. 
The cheaper health plan does not provide the treatment I really 
need. Your YES vote for Proposition E will help me:_,111d other 
people like me-a lot! 

Virginia R. Rochester 
Retired City Employee 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is: Protect Our Benefits PAC (Political Action Committee) 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. The Retired Employees of the City & County of San 
Francisco 2. The San Francisco Veteran Police Officers' 
Association 3. The Retired Firemen & Widows Association. 

SENIORS NEED OUR HELP! 
Stop HMO rip-offs! Your yes vote guarantees the City will 

keep its commitment lo its senior citizens. Vole Yes. 

David Spero 

Tile true source of these funds used for the printing fee of this 
argument is David Spero. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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City Retiree Health ·senefits 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 

·city retirees should have a system where they can afford to 
keep their me,lical /Je11efits. 

Vote'for a fair 1·etircment system. Vote YES on Prop E! 

Jake McGoldrick 
Candid11te for District I Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is McGoldrick for District Supervisor. 

'The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: Hiroshi Fukuda, Mowltza Biddle and Steve Williams: 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E - Ec1ualize Health 
Benefits for the Elde1·ly 

Proposition E if passed, increases the amount the City; the 
School District, and the Community College District would be 
required lo contribute lo health care benefits of retired employees. 

Under the cuf'l'enl system, retired employees arc disadvantaged 
and receive less covcrngc than active employees of the City. 
Proposition E would equalize bcnclits. for our elderly, retired 
employees. 

It's not rocket science lo figure out that medical care and costs 
increase for people as we age. The only safety net for treatment, 
San Francisco General Hospital, is unraveling al such an alarm
ing rate that helping bridge the health costs for retired employ
ees is responsible and fair. This cvolvemcnt of eroding public 
health care (most recently demonstrated by a vote to close the 
SFGI-1 pharmacy and trauma medical beds) in our City with a 
budget of $4.4 billion dollars should sound alarm bells for the 
average citizen and call into question the 'priorities ol' our elect
ed leaders. Let's not compound the situation for the sick, elderly 
and bereft - the additional costs associated with Proposition' E 
arc offset by the reality of skyrocketing costs J'or medical exam
inations, care and treatment, and prescription drugs. Public ser
vants should not be abandoned at their time of need and neglect
ed because they're at the bouom of the special interest totem pole 
- that's not good g0vernment. VOTE YES ON E FOR 
EQUAL TREATMENT! 

Denise M. laPointe 
Mara Kopp 
Fred .I. Martin Ji: 
Good Government Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is 
l<opp Good Government Committee. 

Its about fairness. Our retired senior city employees are being 
squeezed by HMOs with health premiums escalating up to 600%. 

City retirees earned our support through faithful service, many 
for 30 lo 40 years. Yes on E. 

Coalition for Sa11 Francisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

Retired Fire Fighters urge you to vote yes on Proposition E 
The City has broken a promise to our senior retirees. For more 

than half a century, the City has required city employees to join 
the city's health plan. Because of rapid and escalating incre11ses 
in health care costs, city retirees now face a health care crisis. 
Many are simply being priced out of heulth insurance. 

This is wrong. That's why the Board of Supervisors voted 
unanimously to place Proposition E on the ballot. Its the first 
step in solving the crisis. 

These senior retirees have faithfully served the city for many 
years. They are gardeners, janitors, cooks, teachers, police, and 
lire lighters. It is now lime to support our senior city workers for 
their years of dedicated service. · 

San Francisco is the city that knows how. Lets show that we 
have not forgouen our seniors. Lets show that we can keep a 
promise. Let's solve this crisis now! 

We urge a yes vote on Proposition E. 

Retired Firemen and Widoll',\' Association of the San Francisco 
Fire Department 
Anthony G. Sacco, President Domthy Rivero, Ex. Bel. Chair 
Louis Gros.1·11w11, Retired Fire Fighter 
Leo Martinez, Retired Fire Fighter 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Retired Firemen and Widows Association of the S.F.F.D. 
Political Action Committee. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Rose Pera 2. James l<eefe 3. James King. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City Retiree. Health Benefits 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E 

Vote YES on Proposition E 
After a Ofetime of work, city employees deserve decent health 

care benefits in their retirement. Please vote YES on E. 

Assemblymember Kevin Shelley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to ttie true source recipient' com
mittee are: 1. Don Fisher 2. Gap, Inc 3.HERE. 

San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798, respectfully ask you to · 
vote Yes on Proposition E. 

Everyday Fire Fighters are called to hundreds of medical emer
gencies. We see seniors who suffer because their health care is 
inadequate. We know.the choices.between medical cure and other 
necessities are all too real 10 many of our senior citizens. 

Now, too many senior retirees face an uncertain future and 
hardship due to HMO greed and subsequent escalating costs. 
These are the same retired city workers who gave many years of 
dedicated service to the citizens of San Francisco. They are now 
asking for yplir help. We thank the Bd. of Supervisors for rec
ognizing the problem and placing this proposition on the ballot 
by an ti - o vote. 

San Fruncisco can set an example for the entire nation by sup
porting Proposition E. Our retired seniors deserve ·better than 
what we are giving t~em. That's why we are supporting this 
proposition. 

Proposition E is fair. It is based on the idea of compromise. It 
is the first step needed to provide decent affordable care to those 
who need it. 

San Francisco has a well-deserved reputation for social justice. 
Please join your Fire Fighters and vote Yes on this critical issue. 

Yes on Proposition E 

Joe P. Moriarty, Vice President Bob l. Arzave, Director 
Anita D. Paratley, Fire Fighter Ken Yee, Fire Fighter 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798 Political Action 
Commlllee. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Robert L. Arzave 2. Anita D. Paratiey 3. Ken Yee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City ·Retiree Health Benefits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION E 

Retired employees are coming back to renegotiate their retire
ment packages. When an employee is hired he negotiates a 
package of benefits with the City. I can assure you that the city 
is extremely generous. In fuel, municipal labo~ unions pretty . 
much write their own contracts and mayor's have routinely rub
ber stamped them. Now, hei•e are the retired employees coming 
back for more. Their pensions already arc far more generous 
than the pensions that you and I have. They already receive Cost 
of Living Increases. They're not hurting. They just want more. 
The temporary treasury surplus in the retirement fund won't last 
and these benefits will soon eventually reduce monies that would 
otherwise go to more ne_edy and important programs. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. 

UNFAIR TO OTHE~ TAXPAYERS 
It is discriminatory to hardship taxpayers from private indus

try, with no or limited safety cushions, to subsidize additional 
health benefits to include past civil service retirees and surviving 
partners. Only those whose jobs engaged in life threatening and 
lifesaving tasks d1::se1·ve additional considerations. The usually 
snail paced, clock punching civil service employees enjoying 
years long safety nets, where lackluster performance is standard, 
do not deserve special health welfare not afforded the rest of the 
taxpayers. Tax funds should prioritize health benefits for chil
dren and those who retired with none of the job securities given . 
civil service employees. 

Gail E. Neira 
Native San Franciscan, Republican Central Committee member 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Hispanic Image Leadership. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT 
· PROPOSITION E 

Describing and settingforlh a proposu1·10 lhe 
qualified electors of lhe City nnd County of Snn 
Francisco to 11mertd the Chur1er of suid city and 
county by amending sec1io,n AS.428 !hereof, 
relating to 1hc ndm.inistmtion of the Henllh 
Service System. 

The Board of Supervisors of the City nnd 
County of San Francisco hereby submits to the 
qualified electors of said city und county at 1111 

election to be 'held !herein on November 7, 
2000, n proposal lo amend the Churter· of snid 
city and county by amending section AS.428 to 
rend us follows: 

Section I . '.fhe churter is hereby amended to 
rend: 

AS.428 HEALTH SERVICE SYSTEM 
FUND 

There is hereby creaJed II heulth service sys
tem fund. The costs of the health service sys
'tem shull be borne by the members of the sys
tem nnd retired persons, the City nnd County of 
Sun Fmncisco because of its members und 
retired persons und because of the members and 
retired persons of the Parking Authority of the 
City und County of Sun Fruncisco, lhe Sun 
Francisco Unified School Dislrict because of its 
members and retired pe1·s~ns and the San 
Francisco Comntunity College Districl because 
of its members and. retired persons. A relired 
person us used in this section menns n former 
member of the heulth service syslem retired 
under 1he Sun Frnncisco City nnd County 
Employees' Retirement Syslem, nnd the surviv
ing spouse or surviving domestic partner of an 
active employee and the surviving spouse or 
surviving domestic partner of n retired employ
ee, provided thnt the surviving spouse or sur
viving domestic purtner und the active or retired 
employee have been munied or registered as 
domestic pnrtners for u period of 111 leust one 
year prior to the deuth of the uctive or retired 
employee. 

The city and county, the school district and 
the community college district shull each con
lribute to the health service fund amounts suffi
cienl for the following purposes, and subject to 
lhe following limilalions: 

(a) All funds necessary lo efficiently admin
ister the health service system. 

(b) The city and county, the school district 
nnd the community college district shnll con
tribute 10 the hculth service system fund with 
respect to cnch of their members an amount 
equal lo "lhc average contribution," as certified 
by the health service board in accordance with 
the provisions of Section AB.423. 

(c) Monthly contributions required from 
retired persons and the surviving spouses and 
surviving domestic partners of active employ
ees and retired persons participating in the sys-
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tem shall be equul to the mo'nthly contributions 
. required from members in the system for health 
covernge~excluding health covcmge or subsi
dies for health covernge paid for nctive employ• 
ees as II result of collective·bargaining, with the 
following modifications: 

(I) the total contributions required from 
· retired persons who ure also covered under 
Medicare shnll be reduced by 1111 amount equal 

· to the amount contributed monthly by such per
sons to Mcdicnrc; 

(2) because the monthly cost of health cov
erage for retired persons may be higher than the 
monthly cost of health coverage for active 
employees, the city and county, the school dis
trict and the community college district shall 
contribute funds sufficient to defray the differ
ence in cost to the system in prnviding the smne 
health covernge to retired persons and the sur
viving spouses and surviving domestic partners 
of active employees and retired persons as is · 
provided for nctive employee members exclud
ing health coverngc or subsidies for health cov-

. el'Uge paid for active employees as a result of 
collective bargaining; . 

(3) after application of Section (c) and sub
sections (c) (I) and (c) (2), the city and county, 
the school district nnd the community college 
district shall con1ribu1e 50% of retired persons' 
remaining monthly contributions. 

(d) The city and county, the San Francisco 
Unified School District and the San Frnncisco 
Community College District shall contribute 10 
the health service system fund 50% of the 
monthly contributions required for the first 
dependent of retired persons in the system. 
Except as hercinbcfore set forth, th(\ city and 
county, the San Fl'Uncisco Unified School 

• District and the San Francisco Community 
College District shall not contribute lo lhc 
health service system fund any sums on 
account of participation in the benefits of the 
system by members' dependents, except surviv
ing spouses and surviving domestic pm·tne1·s, 
retired persons' dependents, except surviving 
spouses and surviving domestic pnrlners, per
sons who retired and elected not lo receive ben
efits from San Francisco City and County 
Employees' Retirement System; resigned 
employees and teachers defined in Section 
AB.425, and any employee whose compensa
tion is fixed in accordance with Sections 
AB.40 I, AS.403, or AB.404 of this charier and 
whose compensation therein includes an acldi
lional mnounl for health and well'nrc bcnefils or 
whose health service costs arc reimbursed 
through any fund established for said purpose 
by ordinance of the board of supervisors. 

II shall be lhc duly of lite board of supcrvi
scll's, lhc board of education and lhc governing 
board of the community college district annual
ly lo appropriate 10 lhc heallh service system 

fund such amounts us arc necessary lo cover the 
respective obligntions of the city and county, 
the San Fruncisco Unified School District and 
the San Fmncisco Community College District 
hereby imposed. Contributions to the health 
service system fund of the city and county, of 
the school district and of 1he community col
lege district shall be charged against lhc gene1·
al fund 01· the school, utility, bond 01· other spe
cial fund concerned. 

The amendments of this section contained in 
the proposition therefor submitted to the elcc
tol'Ute on November 7, 2000 shall be effective 
July I, 200 I. 

Section 2. The Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors is hereby 1mthorizcd to recodify 
and make clel'ical-changes to this amendment 
as may be necessary. 



Closure of JFK Drive 
PROPOSITION F 

Shall the City close John F. Kennedy Drive In Golden Gate Park to automobile YES -
NO -

.. .. traffic on Saturdays? · · 

Digest . 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT ·1s NOW: For many years, the Recreation and A "YES" VOTE MEANS:lf you vote yes, you. want to close 
Park Commission has closed the eastern portion of John F. portions of John F. Kennedy Drive and certain other roads 
Kennedy Drive in Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles in Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles during the day 
on Sundays and certain holidays. In 1998, the voters on Saturdays, as well as on Sundays and City holidays. 
adopted an initiative ordinance that, among other things, 
made it City policy "that John F. Kennedy Drive continue to A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
be closed on Sundays and such holidays, and that the make these changes. 
Recreation and Park Commission consider closing such 
road to automobiles on additional days." 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F is an ordinance that would • 
close portions of John F. Kennedy .Drive and certain other 
roads In Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles during 
the day on Saturdays, as well as on Sundays and City 
holidays. The measure also would direct the Recreation 
and Park Commission to work on improving access to the 
Park and its attractions by means other than private 
automobiles, and to increase parking for the disabled in the 
Park. 

Controller's Statement on "F" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition F: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it would have a minor effect on the cost of 
government. 

How "F" Got on the Ballot 
On July 14, 2000 the Department of Elections certified 

that the initiative petition, calling for Proposition F to be 
placed on the ballot, had qualified for the ballot. 

9,735 signatures were required to place an initiative ordi
nance on the ballot. 

This number is equal to 5 % of the total number of peo
ple who voted for Mayor in 1999. A random check of the 
signatures submitted on July 10, 2000 by the proponent of 
the initiative petition showed that more than the required 
number of signatures were valid. 

Notice to Voters: 
Propositions F and G appear to conflict with each other. If both measures are approved by the voters, and if the two 
measures do conflict, the one receiving the greater number of votes will become law. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-76 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN Tl-tE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Closure of JFK Drive 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 

PROPOSITION F IS A HISTORIC OPPORTUNITY TO 
ENHANCE GOLDEN GATE PARK AT VIRTUALLY NO 
COST TO TAXPAYERS. 

Golden Gate Park is wonderful, and even more so on Sundays 
for one simple reason: the eastern 1.5-mile portion of John F. 
Kennedy Drive is transformed into a sate and popular recreation 
area by closing it to motor vehicles. First enacted in 1967, this 
traffic-free section of Golden Gate Park has become the park's 
. most popular attraction, drawing thousands of pedestrians, 
runners, skaters, bikers, dog walkers, and other park users. 

The Sunday closure has been an undeniable sµccess. Park 
lovers have tried for more than 33 years to extend this popular 
road closure to Saturdays as well, so that families and kids may 
enjoy safe recreation all weekend long. City Hall has only 
responded with obstruction and delay, motivating more than 300 
volunteers to qualify Proposition F. This grassroots effort now 
gives San Francisco voters the opportunity to finally institute this 
child-friendly park enhancement. 

Now is the perfect time to close JFK Drive on Saturdays. The 
de Young Museum will close in December for reconstruction, the 
Asian Art Museum will soon move downtown, and the Academy 
of Sciences will also soon close for reconstruction. Traffic 
congestion and parking demand within and near the park will 
decrease while the Music Concourse and these institutions are 
rebuilt, and access improvements prescribed by this measure will 
be implemented in time for the museum's planned reopening 
in 2005 .. 

The Saturday closure of JFK Drive is a small but important 
step that will greatly enhance the park. San Francisco's children 
have waited long enough to have a park they can enjoy all week
end. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION F. 

www.safeGGP.org 

Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 
When something looks too good lo be true, it usually is. That's 

the case with Proposition F. 
We agree that parts of JFK Drive should be closed to cars on 

Saturdays. But now is the wrong time to close it. Proposition 
G offers a reasonable altemative for closure that considers 
everyone's access. 

Two years ago, San Francisco voters created n Concourse 
Authority to. oversee renovation and transit planning for the East 
End of Golden Gate· Park. Work on an underground parking 
facility and renovation of the Music Concourse is scheduled to 
begin next year. Transit planning is already underway. 

The decision about when to close JFK should take into account 
all of the other work underway around the Concourse. Let's let 
the Concourse Authority opernte without interference _and let's 
not undermine its planning procedures through the initiative 
process. 

While the de Young will tempornrily close at the end of this 
year, the Academy of Sciences and the Asian Art Museum will 
continue to operate in the Park well into next year. These 
institutions, ~long with the Conservatory of Flowers, need the 
revenue generated by Saturday visitors. Don't cut them off. 

Closing the Park on Saturdays without creating alternative 
parking or additional public transit means excluding seniors, 
families with small children and patrons with disabilities. That's 
what Prop F does. 

We don't need to do that and we shouldn't. No on F. Yes on p, 

Supervisors Sue Bierman, Amos Brown, Barbara Kaufman, 
Mabel Teng and Michael Yaki 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 

We agree. JFK Drive in Golden Gate Pal'k should be closed on 
Saturdays. Unfortunately, Prop F will close the road immediately 
and without adequate preparation-excluding some visitol's, 
clogging surrounding neighborhoods with cars and without 
consideration for reconstruction of the cultural institutions there. 

Prop F is 1111fair to seniors, visit01:r with disabilities and 
families with small children. Prop F makes it harder for those 
with restricted mobility to get into the Park. In Prop G, the road 
will close when the parking facility beneath the Music 
Concou.rse opens providing access for everyone. Shouldn't all of 
us enjoy the park? 

Prop F does not plan for Saturday closure. Both Props F and 
G deliver auto-free weekends in the Park. Prop F offers no plan 
or contingency. Under Prop G, the Concourse Authority and the 
Rec and Park Commission will conduct "trial" closures to gauge 
the impact on visitors, traffic and neighbol's. 

Prop F puts families in .1·11rro1111ding neighborhoods at risk. On 
Sundays when the Pal'k is closed, cars back up in neal'by 

,neighborhoods creating a steady stream of traffic in search of 
parking. Children play near these streets. Why divert traffic from 
the Park to the neighborhoods? Why not wait until the,parking 
facility is complete and serve everyone? 

Prop F will reduce revenue at the Califomia Academy of 
Sciences, the de Young Museum and the Conservatory of 
Flowers. By making it difficult to get into the Park on Saturdays, 
Prop F will reduce attendance al' the cultural institutions and 
reduce their l'evenue. At a time when these institutions are 
l'ebuilding to remain in the Pal'k, we should close JFK only when 
undel'gl'ound parking at the institutions is open. 

No on F. Yes on G. 

S11perviso1:1· Sue Bierman, Amos Bmwn, Barbara Kaufman, 
Mabel Teng and Michael Yaki 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F 
THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PROPS F AND G 

Don't be misled by the politicians: under Prop F, JFK Drive 
will be closed on Saturdays starting .January 1. Undcl' Prop G, 
Satul'day closul'c will bl'\ delayed for nt least tive yen1·s while we 
wait for the garngc. If the garage runs into any snags-lack of 
funding, for ex.ample-Saturday closul'e will be delayed 
indefinitely. 

The de Young Museum is closing at the encl of this year fol' 
!'econstruction. The Asian Art Museum is moving to Civic 
Center. The Academy of Sciences will. be closed fol' several 
yeal's for l'cbuilding. Why should Satul'day closul'e be delayed 
fol' construction zones? Also, Prop F calls fol' improved transit 
and disabled access to Golden Gate Pal'k; Prop G does not! 

You might think Prop G is a l'easonablc compromise, with all 
its concern over "seniors, visitors with disabilities and families 

with small children," "neighbo!'hoods at l'isk," and trial closures 
and studies. But that's exactly what the six politicians behind 
Prop. G want you to think, Prop G is thcil' mean-spil'itcd attempt 
to confuse voters so neither measu!'e passes and Satul'day closul'e. 

. is delayed once again. If they !'Cally wanted it, those six 
supervisol's could have simply passed a law. 

Nearly 20,000 votcl's signed to put Prnp F on the ballot; only 
six politicians signed Prop G. Which one do you trust? 

Pro1> F = Saturday closure now 
Prop G = Saturday closure delayed for years, perhaps toreve1· 

Advocates.for a Sqfe Golden Gate Park 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F 

The Sunday closure is the most popular recreational 
and social activity in Golden Gate Park. 

A Saturday Closure _will 
Double the Pleasure! 

Double the Fun! • 
Vote Yes on F 

Haight Ashb11ry Neighborhood Co1111cil 
Board of Directors 

The true source of fun_ds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council. · 

Proposition F was put on the ballot by a grassroot coalition of 
Golden Gate Park enthusiasts, parents and environmentalists. 
They want·, the popular John F. Kennedy Drive closed on 
Saturdays in addition to Sundays. So do I, and so does the over
whelming majority of Sa11 Fra11cisca11s. 

The competing measure, Prop. G, was put on the ballot by the 
. park museutns as a last minute subterfuge. They want to protect 

their museums' parking garage and don't want additional street 
closures for upwards to an additional 5 years or until their garage 
is in! The people want the Saturday closure now. • 

Vote Yes on F and No on GI 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

Even our parks are'not safe for pedestrians anymore, especial~ 
ly for children and the elderly. An-81-year-old woman was killed 
in a crosswalk on JFK Drive two years ago. Don't let the.·politi• 
cians irresponsibly delay pedestrian safety any longer. Yes on F, 
NoonG. 

Walk San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argu• 
ment Is Walk San Francisco. 

This will provide a new safe recreational space for children 
this January. 

Joel Velltresca 
San Francisco Environmental Commissioner ( 1994-97) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

NEIGHBORHOOD PARK ADVOCATES FOR SATURDAY 
CLOSURE 

Please join advocates of neighborhood parks throughout San 
Frandsco in voting for Prop. F to expand the most popular attrac
tion in Golden Gate Park now, and against Prop. G, which we 
believe will delay Saturday closure inde~nitely. 

Tlie true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument ~~,,:~~ Bird 
is Adam Sparks. 

I support Proposition F because it expands opportunities for 
health, recreation and fitness in the safety of a traffic-free envi
ronment. Join me and other public health advocates in voting yes 
on Prop. F. ' 

D,: Mitch, Katz, Director, San Frnncisco Department of Public 
Health 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Mitch Katz. 

Nan McGuire 
Zoa1111e Nordstrom 
Rosematy Southwood 
Greg Gaar 
Tom Whiting 
Louise Bird 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jill Fox, Zoanne Nordstrom, Rosemary Southwood and Donald 
Bird. 
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Closure of JFK Drive 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR· OF PROPOSITION F 

Make Golden Gate Park famlly-frlen~ly and safe for pedes
trians. 'fhe park's museums will be closed or moving-while a 
parking ·garage is ·built, so closing that part of JFK Drive on 
Saturday will have no effect on local traffic; 

Vote YES on Fl 

Harvey Milk lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender Democratic 
Club PAC. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Harvey Milk Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender Democratic 
Club. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Californians for Indian Self-Reliance 2. 
Assemblywoman Carole Mlgden 3. Harvey Milk Lesbian, Gay, 
Bisexual, Transgender Democratic Club. 

Its mission says Golden Gate Park should be "an escape from 
city cares." We support the park's mission. Parks are for people, 
not cars. Vote Yes on F. 

San Francisc_o Green Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Green Party · 

This is our last chance to stop the parking garage and to force 
the Academy of Sciences and the deYoung Museum to leave 
Golden Gate Park because they use the park as a parking lot. It 
will get much worse ! 

It is also the last clmn~e Lo stop the moronic design for the new 
deYoung. 
Protect Golden Gate Park ! 
Persuade all of your friends to and you vote Yes on Prop. F ! 

Philip Carleton 
Alliance for Golden Gate Park 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Philip Carleton. 

Golden Gate Park is the people's park. And Proposition F is 
the people's initiative - a Lrne grassroots effort Lo make the Park 
accessible and enjoyable for all visitors. Please join me in voting 
for Proposition F. 

Supervisor Tom A111111ia110 
President, Board of Supervisors 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park 

· The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee mlttee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 
are:1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain 3. John Strawn. 3_ Craig Snyder. 

Even in San Francisco, a city renowned for its parks, recre
ational space is limited. With much of the existing space increas
ingly being reserved for organized sports, tensions are bound lo 
arise among the many types of recreationists-including dog
walkers-who wish to use the remaining space. 

Proposition F is a simple and immediate way to add a large 
amount of free-play space to the city on Saturday, when it's 
needed most. It also provides city parents the rare experience of 
picnicking on the grass with the family dog while their children 
ride their bikes, rollerblade and skateboard in a safe, pleasant, 
car-free environment nearby. 

Vote yes on F. 

laura Cavalt1zzo 
Secretary, San Francisco Dog Owners Group 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Dog Owners Group 

A vote for Prop. F is a vole for improved transit service to 
Golden Gale Park. IL calls on City agencies Lo improve access Lo 
the Park, consistent with the city's Transit First policy. Possible 
improvements include increased bus service on weekends and a 
i1ew streetcar line Lo the Park. Reduce traffic, improve transit, 
and make the Park a belier place - vole YES on F! 

Andrei!' S111/iva11 
Chair, Rescue Muni* 
*For Identification Purposes Only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Andrew Sullivan and the Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate 
Parl<. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S,E. 2. Peter and Pinky t<ushner 
3. Craig Snyder. 
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Neighborhoods support Proposition F. Saturday closure in 
Golden Gate Park offers people from all neighborhoods an 
opportunity to escape from the stresses of everyday city life. 
Now more than ever, car-free space in the Park offers a safe, con
venient refuge benefiting all San Franciscans. 

'Hayes Valley NeighborhoodAssoi:iatio11 
Haiglit-Divisadero Neighbors and Merchallts A.ssociatio11 

HEALTHY KIDS MAKE QEITER STUDENTS 
As San Francisco ~achers·, we. understand the importance of safe, 

open play space to children's development. Because fitness instruc
tion is being threatened at schools due to.budget constraints, parks 
become more vital for healthy recreation for our children. Join San 
Francisco teachers in votinR~es on F. 

Teachers in San Francisco's Unified School District, 
The true sources of funds used for the printing fee of this argu• Wayne Brock · 
ment are the Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association and the Andrea Brow11 
HaigM-Divlsadero Neighbors and Merchants Association. Tom Quin11 

Paget Valmtzas 

Parks serve a vital role in providing safe space for children and 
adults to enjoy the outdoors. Proposition F will enhance the park 
experience in the crown jewel of the city's park system -
Golden Gate Park. Join me in voting Yes on F. 

Supervisor Mm;k Leno 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com• 
mlttee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 
3. Craig Snyder. 

As a Bayview 11eighborhood mother who has lost a son on San 
Francisco's unsafe streets, I am devoted to preserving safe space 
for kids. Our children deserve more than one day a week of safety 
in Golden Gate Park. Yes on F. 

Marie Williams 
President & Fou11der, Stop for Kids Safety 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Marie WIiiiams. · 

Since most San Franciscans have no backyards, Golden Gate 
Park serves as much of the city's yard. The popularity of JFK 
Drive on Sundays over the past 33 years shows the need to open 
the city's backyard all weekend. Yes on F. 

Calvin Welch, *Council of Community Housing Organizations 
*For identification purposes only 

The true sources of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
are Calvin Welch and tile Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee are: 
1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 3. Craig Snyder. 

The true sources of funds used for the printing fee of this argument · 
are Wayne Brock, Andrea Brown, Tom Quinn, and Paget Vaientzas. · 

Parks are for people - people of all ages and using all modes 
of transportation. Vote Yes on F. · · 

A,vza Simpson 
*Convener, Gray Panthers of S.F. 
*For identification purposes only 

The true sources of funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment are Aroza Simpson and the Advocates for .a Safe Golden 
Gate Park. 

· The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 3. Craig 
Snyder. 

Tenant Activists Support Proposition F 
Residents of the city with the costliest housing in the country 

truly appreciate free public resources like Golden Gate Park. 
Saturday closure will enhance the park for everyone's enjoy
ment, at minimal cost to taxpayers and tenants. 

Robert Haaland 
Housing Rights Committee 
Ted Gullickson 
San Francisco Tenants Union 
Steve Collier 
Tenderloin Housing Clinic 
Tile true source of funds used for tile printing fee of tills argument 
Is the Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 
3. Craig Snyder. 
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Children deserve space to play safely, learn to ride bicycles, 
and explore· the outdoors. JFK Drive in Golden Gate Park on 
Sundays serves these needs for more kids than any place in San 
Francisco, particuiarly for families who cannot afford to travel 
out of the city for recreation. By expanding safe space in the Park 
to both weekend days, Proposition F doubles the opportunities 
for free, ou~door fun for families. Yes on F! 

San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-· 
mlttee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 
3. Craig Snyder. 

Ballot Argument Haiku, Part I 

urban oasis 
carFree Saturday GreenSpace 
Yes F, G Line too! 

Fun, Natural Fun 
parks for people, bikes, peds and 
skates, not cars: FYEAH! 

Marc Salomon, Green for Supervisor, District 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Marc Salomon. 

Health care professionals support Saturday closure. More 
recreation space away from automobile exhaust is despemtely 
needed in our crowded city. This is especially true for our chil
dren, who are suffering record rates of asthma. They need respite 
from monoxide-laden air. ' 

Signed, 
Michael Treece, M.D., Pediatrician 
George Bach-Y-Rita, M.D. 
Sasha Cuttler, R.N. 
Nancy Loewen, R.N. 
Janice Rothstein, L.V.N. 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
Is Michael Treece, George Bach-Y-Alta, Sasha Cuttler, Nancy 
Loewen, and Janice Rothstein. 

A beautiful, safe city is ours for the asking. This initiative will 
vastly increase the fun of the park for many more people than it 
inconveniences. Already, cur-free Sundays are the city's· most 
popular attraction. Don't delay. 

Steven Bodzin 
Lawrence M. Li 
Members, SF Bicycle Advisory Committee 

The true source of funds used for the .printing fee of this argument 
Is Steven Bodzin and Lawrence M. Li. · 

Prop. F is the result of 33 years of community efforts and thor
ough planning to improve Golden Gate Park. On the other hand, 
Prop. G would delay these improvements in safety and accessi
bility for years. Let us delay no longer: . 

Vote Yes on Prop F. 

San Francisco league of Conservation Voters 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco League of Conservation Voters. 

SAN FRANCISCO DEMOCRATIC PARTY ENDORSES 
PROP. Fas an important step towards making Golden Gate Park 
more enjoyable for children, famili!;!s and all San Franciscans. 
Vote Yes on Prop. F. 

San Fmncisco Democratic Party 
Wade Crowfoot, Executive Board Member, SF Democratic 
County.Central Committee 
Jane Morrison, Executive Board Member, SF Democratic 
County Central Committee 

The true source of funds used for the publication fee of this argu
ment Is Wade Crowfoot. 

Parks arc f01• people! 
Have you ever enjoyed Golden Gate Park on a Sunday when 

there is no automobile traffic to deal with? 
Proposition F simply extends this peaceful enjoyment of the 

Park lo Salllrday. 
Vote Yes on F and No on G 

Jim Reid, Candidate for Supervisor District 6 

Tile true source of funds used for the printing fee of tllis argument 
is Jim Reid. 
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WHAT IS WRONG WITH TRANQUILITY, CLEAN AIR, 
AND A SAFER PLACE IN WHICH TO ENJOY IT. VOTE FOR 
NO CARS ON JFK DRIVE ON SATURDAYS. 

Denise D 'Anne 
Supervisor Candidate, District 6 

The 1rue source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Denise D'Anne. 

Sunday closure of JFK Drive didn't keep 25,000 people from 
Opera in the Park. The many other roads are open and cars can 
drive seniors and the disabled right to museum doors. · 

Vote Yes on Fl 

Jane Morrison 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jane Morrison. 

Vote Yes on Proposition F because a 33 year trial of Sunday 
closure has proven that everyone can enjoy their pai·k in safety, 
awilY' from traffic, at little inconvenience to anyone. 

Pec/estricm Safety Task Force. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Pedestrian Safety Task Force. 

Vote Yes on Proposition F to provide one more clay a week that 
people can walk, bike or skate together and enjoy a small part of 
their Park without the divisive presence of the automobile. 

Sierra Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Sierra Club. 

This measure should have been approved by the Board of 
Supervisors. It closes a small part of one road in the park on 
Saturday, allowing the public more enjoyment. Cars continue to 
have plenty of acces~. Vote YES on F. 

Matt Go11wlez 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Matt Gonzalez. 

As residents of the Richmond District, we feel privileged to 
live near Golden Gate Park. The Sunday closure of JFK drive 
allows tens of thousands of people to enjoy what we appreciate 
daily. We look forward to welcoming you our neighborhood and 
our beautiful park on Saturdays as well. 

Please Vote Yes on F! 

Jennifer Clary 
Jane Nurre. 
Michael Nurre 
Frances Susan Hall 

Peggy Kop11u11111 
Charlotte Breckenridge 
Clayton Mansfield 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jennifer Clary and Jane & Michael Nurre. 

Golden Gate Park has 14 miles of roads. Proposition F closes 
only a mile and a half of JFK on Saturdays and Sundays - so 
children, families anci seniors can enjoy the pm·k without dodg
ing cars. 

Vote Yes on F! 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source receipent com· 
mlttee. are: Jane Morrison, Jennifer Clary, Zoanne Nordstrom. 

Saturday closure of JFK Drive to cars provides safe space for the 
recreational needs of thousands of City residents, at NO COST to 
taxpayers.· Adequate access WILL be available because de Young 
closes Jan 1, 2001, for 5 year reconstruction. 

Vote Yes on Proposition F. 

Sunset Parkside Education anclAction (SPEAK) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Sunset Parkside Education and Action (SPEAK). 

First-class cities around the world are finding that car-free 
areas provide urban dwellers with a healthy respite from noisy, 
busy everyday life. We urge San Francisco voters to take the 
intelligent planning perspective, and vote yes on F. 

Urban Ecology 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Urban Ecology. 
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Proposition F Stands for Safety 
Proposition F is a balanced meusure that enhances safety for · 

those who spend their Saturdays enjoying one of our city's great
est treasures, Golden Gate Park. The closure of JFK Drive on 
Sundays is successful for San Frnncisco, and i:xtending that clo
sure to Saturdays simply makes sense. It will enable city resi
dents and visitors to enjoy full use of the park during the busy, 
active weekends. For drivers to the park, Martin Luther King Jr. 
Drive provides ample access to its features. ft's unnecessary an~ 
dangerous to have two thoroughfares running through a recre
ational area where children ride bikes and play, skateboarders 
and skaters practice and lovers stroll. This measure is a genuine 
compromise providing optimal safety and enjoyment of the 
park's many auractions. Voh.i 'YES' on F. 

Good Govemment Alliance 

Mara Kopp 
Good Government Alliance 

John Shanley 
Candidate for Supervisor 
District 4 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Kopp's Good Government Committee. 

Let's extend the closure of JFK Drive to Sundays so that even 
more San Franciscans, of all income levels and abilities, can 
enjoy the freedom of Golden Gate Park. Vote YES on 
Proposition F! 

Community College Board Member and 
Candidate for District 3 Supervisor 
Lawrence Wong 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Lawrence Wong and Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos, S.E. 2. Peter and Pinky Kushner 
3. Craig Snyder. 

'These days in San Frnncisco it's easy to get away from ciga
reue smoke, but prnctically impossible to get away from cars. 
Make Saturday closure the equivalent of the non-smoking sec
tion. Close .JFK now! Vote Yes on F and no on G ! 

Katherine Roberts 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
. Is Katherine Roberts. · 

Sundays are when JFK Drive is the most open. Open to kids, 
leaming to bike. Open to adults (like myself), leaming to skate. 
Open to the things parks should be for. 01>et1 to possibilities. 

Open it all weekend. Vote Yes on F and no on G 

.lym Dyer 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Jym Dyer. 

As parents we value Golden Gate Park as a civic trei1sure 
where we can rest and play as a family. Where else but on a cars 
free JFK Drive can the whole family bike, skate or walk togeth
er freely without having to constantly check for cars? Isn't this 
what a park is for'? Vote yes on J?! Because now is the time to 
open JFK Drive to all of the community, .vote no on G! 

.lo11atha11 Wi11sto11 
Parent, Sunnyside 
Karen Franklin 
Parent, Sunnyside 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of ttiis argument 
is Jonathan Winston and Karen Franklin. 
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Closure of ;JFK Drive 
PAID. ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION· F 

Free Family Fun? Not for everyone 
Friends of Recreation & Parks works hard to improve San 

Franqisco's 'parks and make them accessible 10 all the City's res
idents; the cornerstone to our success is careful and considerate 

I 

planning. Like many San Franciscans, we support the eventual 
weekend closure of JFK Drive. We do not, however, support 
Proposition F, which mandates an almost. immediate closure 
without.the b~nefit of time to study the impact on park users and 
residents in surrounding communities. While supporters have 
dubbed this measure the "free family fun" initiative, immediate 
closure would prohibit families with small children, as well as 
residents with restricted mobility like seniors and the disabled, 
from using the eastern side of the Park. O11/y Proposition G 
allows, time for. careful p/a1111i11g and impleme11tatio11 of the a/ter-
11atives to driving through the park that have already been 
approved by the voters. Vote NO on Proposition F, 

Friends of Recreation & Parks 

The true source of.funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Friends of Recreation & Parks. · 

Vote No on F.. 
Good tratllc management requires curef'ul plunnlng, City 

planning via the ballot is inappropriate. It is only fair to plan 
first - before dumping thousands of additional cars on the 
neighborhoods, Small businesses in the Sunset, Richmond and 
Haight Ashbury deserve a thorough plan before thousands of cars 
are forced onto their streets. Saturdays are even busier than 
Sundays. Without udeqamte phmnlng mad.mitlgutlon, no neigh• 
borhood should be subjected to the enormous impact thut clos• 
Ing JFK. Drive on Suturduys would bring. Vote No on F. 

"We 11111st be fair to the neighborhoods that border the park. 
Tl,ey deserve a complete a,l11a11ce stutly am/ mitigatio11 pla11. 
Vote 110 011 F," says G. Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of Directors 
Sun Franc.isco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

The San Francisco Republican Party has consistently suppQrt
ed bond measures to rebuild and retrofit the De Young Museum, 
the California Academy of Sciences, the Steinhart Aquarium and 
to restore and reforest Golden Gate Park. . 

We also supported a measure, which was approved by the vot
ers, to build an underground parking garage in Golden Gate Park, 
so as to eliminate the need for parking on JFK Drive and improve 
access for seniors and the disabled to these important cultural 
institutions .. This will be done at no cost to the taxpayers . 

. We feel that the immediate closure of JFK Drive on Saturdays, 
before the parking garage is constructed, will adversely affect the: 
economic health of the cultural institutions in Golden Gate Park. 
We therefore oppose Proposition F. At the same time, we sup
port Proposition G as a realistic alternative. 

Vote No on Prop. F andYes on Prop. G. 

San·Francisco Rep11blica11 Party, , 
Donald A. Casper; Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate 
12th Congressional District 
Terence Faulkner, Candidate 
3rd Senate District . 
ErikBjom 
Albert Chang 
Elsa Che1111g 
lee S.· Do/son, Ph.D. 
Gail E. Neira 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Rita.O'Hara 
Les Payne 
Sue Woods 

Howard Epstein, Candidate 
· '12th Assembly District 
. Harold Hoogasian, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 
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Prop F endangers our .neighborhoods. 
Closing JFK Drive to cars on Sundays forces traffic into neigh

borhoods that border Golden· Gate Park, pushing cars into streets 
where local 'children _play. Proposition F extends closure to 
Saturdays without studying the impact of ciosure on those.areas. 

San -Franciscans voted for the Concourse Au1hority to create 
an overall plan to manage traffic flow and public transportation 
to and through the Park. Prop F ignores the will of the voters. 
It does not allow time for the Concourse Authority and the City 
to adequately assess and plan for the impact Saturday closure of 
JFK would have on the communities that border the Park. 

Vote No on F and Yes on G. 

Ron Miguel, President 
Planning Association for the Richmond 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Planning Association for the Richmond. 

Would you want somebody coming into your· neighbor• 
hood and turning it Inside out, without consulting you? 

Golden Gate Heights and Sunset Heights neighbors say 
Proposition Fis bad for ottr neighborhoods. Lobbyists for clos
ing Park roads did not consult with our neighborhoods, which 
would suffe1· traffic and parking problems. They rejected neigh
bohood requests to relocate closed streets -a few hundred yards 
away to improve safety and access for frail seniors. They reject
ed our request to implement u·ansit/parking improvements before 
disrupting our neighborhoods. 

We use the park and support pedestrian and bicycle uses, bttt 
more p/a1111i11g is needed jiw. Reject Proposition F. 

Frank Noio 
Golden Gate Heights Neighborhood Association 
John Barry 
Sunset Heights Association of Responsible People 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument . 
Is Chool Eng Grosso, John Barry and Golden Gate Heights 
Neighborhood Association. 

Golden Gate Park is a resource that is beloved by all of the 
, City's residents.. While closing JFK Drive to cars allows some 
people to enjoy the Park by giving them space to bike, skate, run 
and walk, it also limits access to the Park for people who rely on 
cars to get around. 

Proposition F is unfair to people with dlsabllltles, seniors 
and famllles with small children because It closes JFK Drive 
on Saturdays without consideration for ttiese groups. Until 
the underground parking facility Is built under the Music 
Concourse, a closed JFK means a closed Park for people who 
can't use publlc transportation or bicycles to get around. 

JFK Drive should not be closed on Saturdays at the expense of 
people with disabilities, seniors and families with children. 

Let's take all San Franciscans Into account and wait to 
close JFK until after the Concourse parking facility Is open 
to the publlc. 

Be fair. Vote No on F and Yes on G. 

FDR Denwcratic Club for People with Disabilities 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Comf!)lttee for an Open Accessible Park, Yes on G/No on F. 

The two largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. California Academy of Sciences 2. Corp. of the Fine 
Arts Museums of San Francisco. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION F 

. Be it Ordained by the People of the City .and 
· County of San Francisco: 

GOLDEN GATE PARK SAFE RECREATION 
AREA ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2000 

SECTION I. Title 
This Ordinance shull be known und mny be 

cited as the "Golden Gate Purk Sut'e Recreation 
Area Enhancement Act of 2000." 

SECTION 2. Findings und Declamtions 
The people of the City urid County of San 

Francisco hereby find and declure the following: 
11) Golden Onie Purk wus created more thun 

100 years ago to provide a sunctunry from the 
pressures of urbun life. Golden Gate Pnrk is 1111 
important resource for residents of und visitors 
to Sun Fmncisco, providing open spuce fo1· 11 
vuriety of recrentionul uctivities, us well us 
spnce for importunt culturul institutions, attrac
tions and uctivities. 

b) For more thun 30 yeurs, Sunduy and hol
iday closure of u 1.5 mile portion of John F. 
Kennedy Drive between Kezar Drive 1111d 
Transverse Drive hns been one of the most pop
ular attrnctions within Golden Gate Park, 
uttructing thousands of people of nil ages from 
every neigpborhood, mce/ethnic group, and 
income level. Since 1967 there has been 
in.creasing use of this snfe recreational space. 
With no additionul cupitul inv_estment und min
imul stuff involvement, Sunday and holiday 
closure of JFK Drive has become the most suc
cessful progmm offered by the Recreation and 
Purk Depurtment. 

c) Safe recreational space is especially 
important for the well _being of the children und 
youth of San Frnncisco, Sunduy and holiday 
closure of JFK Drive is one of the few areas in 
Sun Fruncisco where children cnn safely 
enguge in bicycling, skuting und other activi
ties. The snfe recreutionnl spnce provided by 
closure of JFK Drive is nlso important for 
lower-income families, who often cannot afford 
to join private resorts or travel to remote nutur
nl arens. 

d) Golden Gnte Park has experienced a dra
matic incrense in motor vehicle trufl1c concur
rent with the incrense in traffic across the i::ity 
und County of San Fl'llncisco, The increase of 
motor vehicle tl'llffic in Golden Gate Park, with 
the resulting noise, smells and hmmrds, has 
diminished the quality of the park experience. 

c) During the more thnn 30 yenrs that JFK 
Drive has been closed on Sundays and holi
days, thousnnds of Sun Franciscans have 
expressed their desire for an additional dny of 
road closure through petitions, lellt:rs and other 
communications. To date, tlwre has been no 
effective response by public officials. 
Accordingly, this ordinance will extend the cur-
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rent Sunduy mid holiday closure to Saturduys. 
t) Sun Fmncisco residents and visitors huve 

also expressed their desire to improve the euse 
of uccess to Golden Gate Purk and ,the uttrac
tions within it consistent with the City's 
"Tmnsit First" policy and the need to mliintuiii 
•the scenic und environmental beauty of the purk.
To elute, little effort hus been made by public 
rofficiuls to develop wuys to get to the purk other 
tlmn by privute uutomobile. This ordinunce urges 
the City to develop other ways for people to trnv
el to und within Golden Gute Purk .. 

SECTION 3. Golden Gate Purk Enhancement 
a) The following streets in Golden Gute Purk 

shall be closed to motor vehicle tmflic between 
6 a.m. und 5 p.m. Pucific Standurd Time, i1nd 
between 6 a.m. i111d 6 p.m. Pucific Daylight 
Time, on Snturdays, Sundays and nil City · 
observed holiduys, regardless of wenther condi
tions: John F. Kennedy Drive between Kezar 
and Transverse Drives; Arguello Boulevard, 
Conservatory Drive East and Conservatory 
Drive West; Bowling Green Drive between 
John F. Kennedy Drive and Middle Drive Eust. 

b) Emergency vehicles and Recreation und 
Park motor vehicles are not subject to the pro
hibition set forth above, MUNI vehicles, parn
trnnsit '·vehicles and motorists with disubled 
i>lucards may cross from Fulton Street to the 
Music Concourse and Tea Garden Drive via 8th 
Avenue. Until other provision is mude, stuff of 
the M.H. de Young Mcmoriul Museum muy 
also cross John F. Kennedy Dl'ive to purk in the 
museum's parking lot uccessible only from 
John F. Kennedy Drive, 

c) The Recreation and Purk Commission 
shnll work with other City agencies and inter
ested parties to create a means to allow other 
motor vehicles to cross from Fulton Street to 
the Music Concourse und Teu Garden Drive 
other thun merely allowing nil trnffic to cross 
via 8th or I 0th Avenues. This trnffic through
way may include, but is not limited to, u grade 
separation of 8th Avenue consistent with the 
Golden Gate Park Master Plun, Any traffic 
change must prioritize the sufety nnd enjoy
ment of pedestrians, especially children, 

cQ It is the desire of the people of San 
Francisco to improve case of access to Golden 
Gate Park and the attractions within the park. 
Accordingly, the Recreation and Purk 
Commission shall work with other City agen
cies and interestt:d parties to develop ways to 
improve access to Golden Gate Pnrk und its 
attractions consistent with the "Tmnsit First" 
policy ol' the City, consistt:nt wii'h the Golden 
Gate Park Master Plan, consistent with the 
transportation study conducted by the Music 
Concourse public benefit uuthority, consistent 
with the scenic beauty of the park, and in ways 
that minimize the traffic impact 011 s111Tou11ding 

neighborhoods, Possible means of improving 
access to Golden Gute Purk and its attractions 
muy include, but are not limited to, increasing 
the frequency of MUNI runs on routes to the 
pork on weekends; extending the existing 

· MUNI historic· streetcar 'line to. the purk; 
encouraging the use· of pedicabs, horse~drawn 
carriages, clean fuel trams und othe1· non-intru
sive vehicles within the park; and establishing 
weekend. shuttle service· from existing parking 
facilities near to Golden Gate Park, such as the 
lot at Kezar Stadium and the parking structure 
at the University of Californiu, Sun Francisco. 

, e) The Recreation and Park Commission 
shull work together with other city agencies and , 
interested pu1ties to create additional disabled 
parking spaces at appropriate locations. These 
locutions may include, but are not limited to: 
Fulton Street, McLaren Lodge, Stow Lake, the 
Music Concourse, Conservatory Drive East, 
Bowling Green Drive and Stanyan Street. 

SECTION 4. Effective Date 
, . u) The eft'ective dute of this ordinunce shnll 
be January I, 2001. · 

SECTION 5, Severubility 
If uny provision of this Act or the application 

thereof to any person or circumstances is• held 
invulid or unconstitutionul, such invulidity or 
unconstitutionulity shnll not affect other provi
sions or applications of this initiative which can 
be given effect without the invalid or unconstitu
tional provision or upplicution, and to this end 
the provisions of the initiative are severnble. 



Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
PROPOSITION G 

Shall the C.ltv close John F. Kennedy Drive In Golden Gate Park to automobile 
traffic on Saturdays after the Music Concour.se parking facility Is opened? YES -

NO -
• • 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: For many years, the Recreation and 
Park Commission has closed the eastern portion of John F. 
Kennedy Drive In Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles 
on Sundays and certain holidays. 

In 1998, the voters approved construction of an 
underground parking garage at the Music Concourse In 
Golden Gate Park. As part of that Initiative, the voters 
made It City policy "that John F. Kennedy Drive continue to 
be closed on Sundays and such holidays, and that the 
Recreation and Park Commission consider closing such 
road to automobiles on additional days." 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition G is an ordinance that would 
close portions of John F. Kennedy Drive and certain other 
roads in Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles during 
the day on Saturdays, as well as on Sundays and City 
holidays. The Saturday street closures would not go into 
effect until the underground parking garage opened. If 
after two years, no progress, as defined by this ordinance, 

Controller's Statement on "G" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal Impact of Proposition G: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it would have a minor effect on the cost of 

· government. 

had been made toward building the garage, the street 
closures would go into effect. 

Until the permanent closures took place, the City could 
close the streets on a trial basis up to three times a year. 
The City would use these trials to study the effects of the 
closures on transit and traffic, surrounding neighborhoods, 
institutions and facilities located in the Park, and Park 
users, including the disabled, seniors, and children. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS:lf you vote yes, you want to close 
portions of John F. Kennedy Drive and certain other roads 
in Golden Gate Park to most motor vehicles during the day 
on Saturdays, as well as on Sundays and City holidays, 
after the Music Concourse parking garage is opened. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes. 

How "G" Got on the Ballot 
On August 9, 2000 Department of Elections received a 

proposed ordinance signed by Supervisors Bierman, 
Brown, Katz, Kaufman, Teng, and Yaki. 

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors 
to place an ordinance on the ballot in this manner. 

Notice to Voters: 
Propositions F and G appear to conflict with each other. If both measures are approved by the voters, and if the two 
measures do conflict, the one receiving the greater number of votes will become law. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS, 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-85 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G 

We strongly support Saturdaydosure of JFK Drive in Golden 
Gate Park. 

This alternative to Proposition F will ensure a fair, safe and 
environmentally sound process for closing JFK on Saturdays. 
Proposition G will coordinate Saturday closure with already
planned improvements to the Park - including the reconstruction 
of the Academy of Sciences and de Young Museum. 

Be:Fair. Don't exclude seni01:v; the disabled or families with 
small children. Not everyone who uses the Park bikes., 
roHerblades and skntes. Proposition G protects everyone's right 
to enjoy the Park by postponing closure until after opening the 
Concourse underground parking facility. It accounts for the 
varying needs of all San Franciscans. 

Protect fa11iilies in s1mv1mdi11g neighborhoods. Adjucent 
residents beur the burden of increased trnffic and too few parking 
spaces on Sundays. Under Proposition G, traffic patterns and 
transit needs will be studied before Saturday closure begins. 
This way, we can open the park and reduce the risk to 
neighborhood kids. 

1 
. 

Support the Academy of Science, the de Young Museum a,u/ the 
Conservatory of Flowers. Saturday revenue is essential to their 
survival. The Park's institutions depend on visitors who arrive 
by car. These institutions already experience reduced patronage 
on Sunday when JFK is closed. Closing JFK on Saturday before 
the underground parking facility is completed will further reduce 
weekend attendance. Don't endanger these valuable public 
·assets. 

Let's plan ahead for Sat11rclay closure. Everyone can enjoy 
auto-free weekends in Golden·oate Park if we plan thoughtful
ly. Under Proposition G, the Concourse Authority and the Rec 
and Park Commission will conduct "triul" closures to help us to 
plan properly for the impact of Saturduy closures on the Park, 
trntlic, neighbors and visitors. 

Please vote Yes on G und No on F. 

S11pe,;visors Sue Bierman, Amos Brow11, Les/le Katz, Barbara 
Kaufman, Mabel Teng and Michael Yaki 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G 
DON'T BE FOOLED by G's deceptive double-talk! Political 

insiders want you to think they favor Sa111rday closure, but G 
actually avoids roud closure indefinitely. Vote NO 011 G, YES 011 F. 

Prop G has been clevel'ly worded to look like Prop F, but read 
for yourself how G is crafted to block Saturday road closure for 
5 years 01· more. And G deceptively omits vital provisions for 
disabled parking and improved park trnnsit which are CLEARLY 
included in Proposition F. Don't believe their arguments, READ 
THE INITIATIVES! 

Prop G tries to trick you into thinking that roads to the 
museums will be closed. In fact, the museum concourse is 
NEVER closed lo cars. Anyone can drive right to the front door 
of the museums anytime, day or night, SEVEN days a week! 

Prop G deceptively fails to mention that ALL the museums ure 
closing soon, and will remain closed for years of reconstrnction. 

During thut time, improved facilities including a garage will be 
built. With the museums closed, i·esponsible planners understand 
thnt now is the perfect time to transition to Saturdi1y closure. 

Politiciuns who DON'T want Saturday closure are trying to 
blame weekend pill'k users for increuscd congestion. Don't be 
misled -- Sunday closure has worked successfully for 33 years. 
City Hull's poor planning and lack of action is the real cuuse of 

· increusing traffic and access problems throughout the city. 
Golden Gate Park is too precious to wait for politicians to act. 

Vote NO 011 G, YES 011 F. 

Michael Smith 
Advocates for A Safe Golden Gate Park 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits G 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST' PROPOSITION G 

PROP G DELAYS SATURDAY CLOSURE INDEFINITELY 
Don't be fooled by this deceptive · and poorly conceived 

proposition. For a better Golden Gate Park:· Vote NO on 
Proposition G und YES on Proposition F. 

Saturday closure of JFK Drive will make Golden Gate Park 
safer, quieter, · cleaner and more enjoyable for everyone. 
However, Proposition G delays road closure without reason and 
continues to limit San Franciscans' recreational access to JFK 
Drive. 

Proposition G postpones Saturday clo~ure for another five 
years, even though no one would benefit. The de Young and the 
Academy of Sciences will be closed for reconstruction for 
several years, and the Asian Art Museum is moving downtown. 
This will reduce the need for museum patrnns to park on JFK 
drive or nearby neighborhoods. And when the museums reopen, 
they will have u new. parking garage. 

Not only would Proposition G delay Saturday road closure, it 
omits the provisions for disabled parking or improved transit 
included in Proposition F. This is irresponsible because. access to 
Golden Gate Park and its resident museums must .be provided 
for all. 

More than 18,000' San Francisco voters signed to place 
Proposition F on the ballot; Proposition G is backed by only six 
signatures from the Board of Supervisors. Vote NO on 
Proposition G. Vote YES on Proposition F for "f:1ree Family 
Fun." 

www.safeGGP.org 

TomAmmiano 
President of the Board of Supervisors 

,, Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Park 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION G 
Proponents of Props F and G agree that parts of JFK Drive in 

Golden Gate Park should be closed on Saturdays. 
The difference between the Propositions is that F would close 

JFK immediately without consideration for neighboring 
residents, all Park visitors and the Park's cultural institutions. 
Prop G takes fnto account access to Golden Gate Park, upcoming 
construction and transit planning, effect on the neighbors, us well 
as the changing needs of the cultural institutions housed there. 

Proposition F makes no allowance for seniors or families with 
small children. Patrons with disabilities fare little better. Under 
F it will be more difficult for all of them to use the Park. 

Proposition F makes no provision for the impact on surrounding 
neighborhoods, They will be clogged with cars shut out of the 
Park if immediate closure is approved. 

Proposition G specifically encourages the speedy constrnction 
of an underground pmking facility for the public at the Music 
Concourse, ensuring access for all visitors and relief for Park 
neighbors. 

Opponents argue that the cultural institutions will not be 
affected because they will be temporarily leaving the Park. Only 
the de Young is currently scheduled to move out prior to the 
closure sought in Prop F. Proposition G protects the Park's other 
cultural institutions from u debilitating loss of revenue that could 
come from prematurely closing JFK Drive. 

No on F. Yes on G. 

Supervisors Sue Bierman, Amos 8roll'11, Barbara Kaujinan, 
Mabel Teng and Michael Yaki 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
. PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G 

Friends of Recreation & Parks Supports Sensible Saturday 
Closure of JFK · 

Like many San Franciscans, Friends supports the Saturday clo
sure of JFK Drive. Voting for Propo,1·itio11 G is the 011/y way 
ensure that the inevitable closure benefits eve1yo11e. We 11111st 
·take time to create alternative approaches to the Park, like those 
already approved of by the voters. Seniors, the disabled, families 
with small children, and other groups with limited mobility will 
be. able to enjoy this rich cultural and recreational area without 
unnecessary hardships only if we take the time needed for appro
priate implementation. Prop G complements the work already 
being done by the Concourse Authority and even allows for trial 
closures to ensure that Golden Gate Park continues to be a wel
come destination for all San Franciscans. Vote tor Proposition 
G to ensure safe, sensible and sensitive planning for the clo-
sure of JFK Drive. · 

Friends of Recreation & Parks 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Friends of Recreation and Parks. 

Vote Yes on G. 
It is only fair to plan first - before dumping thousands ot' 

additional cars on the neighborhoods. Small businesses in the 
Sunset, Richmond and Haight Ashbury deserve a thorough plan 
before thousands of cars are forced onto their streets. Saturdays · 
are even busier than Sundays .. Voters approved the garage• let's 
get it built before making drastic changes to· traffic rfow. 
Without adequate planning and mitigation, no neighborhood 
should be subjected to the enormous impact that closing JFK 
Drive on Saturdays would bring. Vote yes on G. 

"Prop G will require advanced mitigation and pla1111i11g for the 
Richmond, Sunset and Haight Ashb111:i• neig/1borhoods. We Oll'e 
them this help before we increase street closures. Vote yes 011 G," 
says G, Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. lee Bfi(ch 
Chair, Board of Directors 
Sun Frnncisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

The San Francisco Republican Party endorses Proposition G. 
We believe that Prop. G represents a reasonable compromise 

for access to Golden Qate Park and its cultural, educational, and 
recreational resources. It will benefit all visitors to the park, not 
ju~t a few. 

Vote Yes on Prop. G and No on Prop. F. 

San Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. CalJJer, Chairman 
Howard Epsteii1, Candidate Bob Lane, Candidate 

, 12th Assembly District 
Terence Faulk11e1; Candidate 
3rd Senate District 
Julie Bell 
Elsa Cheung 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Les Payne 
Sue Woods 

13th Assembly District 
Harold Hoogasian, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor 
Albert Chang 
Lee S. Dolson, Pl,.D. 
Rifa O'Hara 
Nick Van-Beek 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and The San Francisco Republican Party. 

The Asian Art and de Young Museums and the California 
Academy of Sciences are sources of pleasure and educational 
resources for all the people of our City. 

All three museums rely on weekend patronage in order to sur
vive financially. Attendance on Sundays is already considerably 
lower than on Saturdays, due Lo the Sunday closure of JFK Drive. 

Prop G is the foir choice because it takes a balanced approach. 
It establishes a time frame for Saturday closure of JFK Drive with
out endangering the financial viability of the Park's cultural insti
tutions. We don't have to· hurt museumgoers to accommodate 
other park users - in a short time, we can accommodate both. 

If you value our cultural institutions, please Vote Yes oil G 
lllld No oil F. 

Emily Semo 
Director, Asian Ari Museum 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee for an Open, and accessible Parl<, Yes on G/ No on F. 

The two largest contributors to the trµe source recipient commit
tee are Corporation of the Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco 
and California Academy of Sciences. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G 

In 1998, San Francisco voters established the Golden Gate 
Park Concourse Authority to: 

Study underground parking, 
Conduct a comprehensive transportution nnalysis, ano 
Develop detailed circulation rccommendntions for the 

eastern end of the Park. 
Prop G achieves Saturdny closure of' ,JFK Drive in a sensi• 

ble way, and in accordance with plnns being developed by the 
Concourse· Authority. Prof> F defeats the purpose of' t>lnn• 
ning that is nlrendy underway for the ens tern end of' our Park 
by acting before the overall plan is complete. 

Closing JFK Drive for the entire weekend without an exhaus
tive study of the effects on traffic, parking ai1d other forms of 
transportation is to totally disregard the thousands of citizens 
who live in the Richmond and Sunset Districts. 

Protect our neighborhoods. Vote Yes on G and No on F. 

Planning Associution for the Richmond 
Ron Miguel, President 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Planning Association for the Richmond. 

Nearly one million visitors each year come. to Golden Gate 
Park to visit the California Academy of Sciences. The Academy 
is committed to trnnsportation alternatives to reduce traffic and 
pollution in the Park. We encourage our visitors to use public 
trnnsportation by offering discounts; we support the G-Line 
extension; and we supported the weekend shuule from the UCSF 
garage. Still, more than half of Academy visitors arc fumilics 
with young children. For many of these families, driving a car 
directly into the Park is essential for a visit to the Aquarium on a 
rainy Saturday. 

The Academy sup1>0rts the closul'e of' ,JFK Drive on 
Snturdnys once the effects of' S11turd11y closure have been 
studied, nltemative tmnsportation mensures are in place, 
and the voteN11>1>roved, privately l'unded parking facility is 
built under the Music Concourse. Any other implementation 
of' n Saturday closure is 1>re111ature and irresponsible. 

Help ensure access to the Park for everyone•· for families, 
the disabled, and the elderly -- whose continued support has 
allowed the Academy to enrich the lives of generations or San 
Franciscans. Vote Yes on G. 

The Cal(fim1ia Academy 1!{ Sciences 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the California Academy of Sciences. 

We support Proposition G because: 
• Prop G ensures thi1t people with disabilities and seniors will 

alwnys have access to the Eastern End of Golden Gate Park. 
• Prop G establishes Saturday closure as part of the Concourse 

Authority's master plan for the Park, not as a piecemeal mea
sure. It accounts for the planning that must take place to 
ensure adequate· public transportation ·to the Park. 

• The Park is for all San Franciscans to enjoy, not only for 
people who choose to ride bikes or rollerblude to get there. 

• If pnsscd, Prop F will have a negative effect on neighbor
hoods that border the Park, the institutions within the Park, 
and people who rely on cars to be able to visit the Park - like 
people with disabilities and seniors. 

Please join us. Vote Yes on G nnd No on F. 

FDR Democratic Club for People with Disabilities 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee for an Open & Accessible Park, Yes on G No on F. 

The two .largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are 1. California Academy of Sciences 2. Corporation of the 
Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco. 

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

.Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR· OF PROPOSITION G 

Prop G Is pro-public transportation . 
. San.Franciscans travel to Golden Gate Park on bikes, on foot, 

by .bus, and by car. Prop G coordinates the Saturday closure of 
JFK Drive with the master plan for transportation to and through 
Golden Gate Park that is already being developed. It mandates 
trial closures to monitor and plan for increased public trans
portation needs and other transportation-related adjustments .. It 
accounts for the parking needs of seniors and people with dis
abilities. 

Prop F closes access to Golden Gate Park without providing· 
for alternative transportation measures. 

Closing JFK Drive on Saturdays without plnnnlng ade• 
quately' for changes In transportation needs will lead to 
Increased tratllc In neighborhoods surrounding the Park, not 
reduced automobile use. 

If yo11 s11pport p11blic tra11sporlatio11 i11 011r City, please joi11 
. me. Vote Yes 011 G and No 011 F. 

Bruce Oka 
Vice-Chair, San Francisco Paratransit Coordinating Council, 
MUNI* 
*Title used •for identification purposes only. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the Committee for an Open & Accessible Park, Yes on G/ No on F. 

The two largest contributors to the true source recipient 
Committee are the Corporation of the Fine Arts Museums of San 
Francisco and the California Academy of Sciences. 

Proposition G is the fair and responsible way to implement 
Saturday closure. 

• Ensures access to the de Young Museum for 1111 San 
Franciscans including families with children, seniors and the 
disabled. 

• Allows for trial closures to study the impacts of Saturday 
closure on Golden Gate Park's neighbors, institutions and 
park users. 

• Allows for study and mitigation of parking, traffic, transit 
and access for all Park users. 

• Enacts Saturday closure after the opening of the Music 
Concourse underground parking facility. 

• Ensures the maximum enjoyment and the minimum incon-
. venience to all·parkusers. 

Dede Wilsey 
President, Board of Trustees 
Fitie Arts Museums of San Francisco 
Hany Pa,*er 
Director of Museums 
Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Corporation of the Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits G 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST OF PROPOSITION G 

Prnposition G is an attempt by politicians to overturn a petition 
signed by 18,338 San Franciscans who demand a safe, healthy, 
car-free experience in Golden Gate Park. 

Don't be confused. Vote Yes on F. Vote No on G. 

Board of Directors, Haight Ash bury Neighborhood Council 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council. 

Proposition F was put on the ballot by a grassroot coalition of 
Golden Gate Park enthusiasts, parents and environmentalists. 
They wa111 the popular John F. Kennedy Drive closed on 
Saturdays in addition to Sundays, So do I, and so does the over
whelming mqjority of Sa11 Fra11ci~·ca11s. 

The competing measure, Prop. G, was put on the ballot by the 
park museums as a last minute subterfuge. They want to protect 
their museums' parking garage und don't want additional street 
closures for upwards to an additional 5 years or until their garage 
is in! The people wont the Snturduy closure now. 

Vote Yes 011 F a11d No 011 G! 

Adam Spar~s 
GOP Cnndidate for Congress, San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Adam Sparks. 

YAKI'S TRO.JAN HORSE 
Leave it to Michael Yuki to come up with a PHONY 11th hour 

proposition to deruil a citizen's initiative to make Golden Gate 
Park a better place for all San Franciscans. If Yaki cared about 
traflic and parking, he wouldn't give a blank check 10 irrespon
sible developers and their out of scale projects. Vote No on Prop 
G and Yes on Prop. F. 

David Spem 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is David Spero. 

WE ARE PEOPLE TOO: A PLEA FOR TOLERANCE 
Section l(d) is a false premise: "The ... underground parking 

facility ... will ensure adequate access to the attractions and facil
ities in the east end of Golden Gate Park." False because 
Supervism· Yuki's GOP Revitilization Act of 1998 steals 800-
1,000 free parking spaces from us and puts them underground 
between the museums, so that its Concourse Authority can get 
more money from us automobile visitors. No net gain in parking 
spaces. 

Now Yuki wants to close, on Saturdays, a 111011111 after the 
garage opens, cm additio11al 800 parki11g ~vaces. Would there be 
week-end gain in bikers and skaters? How many of them really 
would do it two days in a row? 

On the other hand, and in conflict with the first sentence of its 
Sectio11 I (e): Prop. G requires Saturday disuse of these 800 park
ing spaces, starting May 7, 2003, if 110 progress will have been 
made towards building the garage. In my opinion this scenario in 
more possible than Yuki imagines. 

See Section 4. Trial (Saturday) Closures: We who play, picnic, 
or lie on the grass in the east end of the Park already know we 
can not find a parking space there on Sundays (hut that we have 
a chance-an unsure ol1e-on Saturdays, which is why we go 
there on Saturdays). 

IfYaki needed to waste our money on consultants in order to 
educate himself, he should have done so before risking the depri
vation that your Yes vote would inflict upon us (as though he 
cared). Or maybe he thought consultants do not work on 
Sundays. 

John Laski11 
P:1s1 Major Benefactor of GOP 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is John Laskin. 

San Fruncisco offers few opporlllnities for kids to ride bikes 
free of the pollution and road-rage of our city streets. Saturday 
closure would improve these opportunities. But Prop G could 
delay this improvement indel1nitcly. 

NO on G. 

San Fm11ci.1·co Grecl11 Par1y 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Green Party 

·The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain 3. John Strawn. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Closure of JFK Drive with Limits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION G 

Porks ore for people. 
Proposition G is a ploy to tie a controversial parking garage to 

the peaceful enjoyment of the Pal'k by pedestrians, bicyclists and 
roller skaters without the noise, pollution,. and danger of auto
mobiles .. 

. Vote No on G and Yes on F 

Jim Reid, Candidate fol' Supe!'visor Distl'ict 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jim Reid. 

As Richmond District residents, we resent Golden Gate Park 
being used as ·a pawn in the l'e-election campaign of our would
be district supervisor. -

Don't buy this deception - Vote No on G! 

Jennifer C/a,y 
Charlotte Breckei1ridge 
Frances S11sa11 Hall 

Peggy Kop111cm11 
Clayto11 Ma11.1:field 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jennifer Clary. • 

This is another outrngeous tactic to delay, perhaps forever, 
Satu!'day closure of JFK Drive. If we allow this foot-dragging to 
continue, the transportation improvements we need in Golden 
Gate Park will never happen! 

Vote No oil G! 

San Fra11cisco Tomorro,v 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Zoanne 
Nordstrom. 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION G- IT'S NOT GOOD 
GOVERNMENT 

There's at least one fundamental reason to reject Proposition 
G: Show Supervisor Yuki and his Board ofSupel'visors confed
_erates their downtown-motivated politicians trick won't work. 

After thousands of sincere San Franciscans laboriously quali- . 
fled Proposition F for the ballot to close Golden Gate Park's JFK 
Drive to automobile use on Saturdays, Yaki and his co-conspira
tors suddenly used their power to place Proposition G on the bal
lot. Proposition G undermines Proposition F by delaying closure 
of JFK Drive to automobiles on Saturdays for at least 30 months 
or until their garage underneath the band shell is opened to the 
public. They're not intellectually honest. Instead of allowing a 
clear-cut "yes" or "no" decision by voters on closing JFK Drive 
on Salllrdays, they prefer to muddy the waters and perplex the 
voters with this sly distraction. Vote "NO" oil G nnd show them 
that "bnit 1111<1 switch" is not good government. 

Johll Sha11/ey, Candidate for Supervisor, District 4 
Dem D111111iga11, Good.Government Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Kopp Good Government Committee. 

Proposition G is simply a deceptive allempt to delay what Sun 
Franciscans have wanted for years: a safer, more usable Golden 
Gate Park. Let's 1101 fall for this manipulative ploy from City Hall. 

Please read our ballot arguments in lllvor of Proposition Flo lind 
out why F is the honest measure for Saturday closure in the Park. 

Vote NO on G. 

San Francisco League <H' Co11.1·en•atio11 \lr1ter.1· 
Walk Sall Francisco 
Sa11 Francisco 7im1orm11• 
Calvin We/cit, Council or Community I-lousing Organizations* 
Stop.fr1r Kids Sq/i·ty 
1rJ111 Rac/11/nl'ic/1, BART Director 
S11sa11 C. Ki11g, San Frant:isco Green Pany* 
Camly11 Blai,; San Francisco Tree Council* 
San Fm11ci.1·co Bicy<"ic' Coalitio11 
*Titles l'nr identilicalion purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Advocates for a Safe Golden Gate Parl<. · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Rodrigo Santos 2. Peter and Pinky l<ushner 3. 
Craig Snyder. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checl<ed tor accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION G 

GOLDEN GATE PARK ACCESSIBILITY, 
ENHANCEMENT, AND SAFETY ACT 

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

Section 1,_ Short Title; Policies; Purpose. 

(a) This ordinance shall be known as the 
"Golden Gate Park Accessibility, Enhancement 
and Safety Act." 

(b) Golden Gate Park is the cultural, recre
ational and environmental heart of Sun 
Fmncisco, John F. Kennedy Drive, which 
spans the Park from easno west, connects the 
Conservatory of Flowers, the museums and 
institutions in the Music Concourse, Stow 
Lake, and mitny other recreational places with
iii the Park. It is a primary access route for res
idents and visitors, whether by car, MUNI, 
bicycle or foot. In addition, JFK Drive 
becomes a primary phace for parking of private 
automobiles for people visiting the Park. On 
Sundays, by act of the voters, JFK Drive i8 
closed for recreation diu'ing the daytime and is 
used by thousands of visitors for walking, 
cycling, and skating, 

( c) In 1998, the voters of San Francisco 
approved Proposition J, the Golden Gate Park 
Revitalization Act, Its purpose was to create a 
pedestrian ousis in the Music Concourse by 
reducing the presence of automobiles through 
the construction of an underground parking 
facility, The Golden Gate Concourse Authority 
is charged with implementing the provisions of 
Proposition J. 

(d) The presence of an underground parking 
facility will alleviate the need 10 use JFK Drive 
for parking by automobiles, II will en.~ure ade
quate access to the museums and other a11r;1c
tions and focilities in the cast encl of Golden 
Gate Park. The Concourse Authority is also 
charged with working to improve transit and 
north-south access through the Purk for the sur
rnunding neighborhoods. The Concourse 
Authority is specifically charged to ensure that 
the Concourse is accessible lo the needs of the 

· disabled, seniors, and children, 

(e) The 'principal purpose of this Act is lo 
use the opportunity that the u11clergroi111d park
ing facility provides to expand recreational use 
of JFK Drive on Saturdays, It will do so by 
authorizing closure of JFK Drive on Saturdays 
after the underground parking facility is open to 
the publk. During the time of constrnction, the 
Concourse Authority and the Recreation and 
Park Commission arc charged with performing 
"trial" closures on Saturdays for the purpose of 

studying the· impact of closure on the Park, its 
institutions and facilities, iis neighbors, and its 
visitors. These studies will result in recom
mendations to City departments and agencies 
that will facilitate Saturday closure for the max
imum enjoyment of San Franciscans and the 
minimal inconvenience to Park users, neigh
bors, and institutions. In addition, as with the 
Concourse, the Concourse Authority and the 
Recreation and Park Commission are charged 
with ensuring that the special trnnsporlation 
needs of the disabled, seniors, and children are 
part of any implementation of Saturday closure 
of JFK Drive. 

Section 2. Snhu·duy Closure of JFK Drive. 

(a) The following streets in Golden Gate 
Park shall be closed to motor vehicle lrnftic 
between 6:00 a.111, and 5:00 p.111. Pacific 
Standard Time and between 6:00 a.111. and 6:00 
p.m. Pacific Daylight Time on Saturdays, 
Sundays·, and all observed City holidays, 
regardless of weather conditions: John F. 
Kennedy Drive between Kezar and Transverse 
Drives; Arguello Boulevard. Conservatory 
Drive E.1st, and Conservatory Drive West; 
Bowling Green Drive between John F. Kennedy 
Drive and Middle Drive East. 

(b) Emergency vehicles and Recreation and 
Park motor vehicles are not subject lo the pro
hibition set forth above. Municipal Railway 
vehicles, paratransil vehicles, and motorists 
with disabled placards may cross from Fulton 
Street to the Music Concourse and Tea Garden 
Drive via 8th Avenue. Until other provision is 
made, staff and service vehicles of 1he M.1-1. de 
Young Memorial Museum may also cross John 
F. Kennedy Drive to park in the museum's 
parking lot accessible only from John F. 
Kennedy drive. 

(c) The Rcc1·eation and Park Commission 
shall work with other City agencies and inter
ested parties 10 create a means lo allow other 
molllr vehicles to cross froni Fulton Street to 
the Music Concourse and Tea Garden Drive 
other than merely allowing all traflic to cross 
via 8th or I 0th Avenues, This traflic through
way may include, hut is not limited to, a grade 
separation of 8th Avenue consistent with the 
Golden Gate Park Master Plan. Any traflk 
change must prioritize the safety and enjoy
ment of pedestrians, especially children. 

(d) Notwithstanding subsections (hi and (c), 
the Golden Gate Park Concourse Authority 
shall have final authority, pursuant to 
Proposition .I, to create prnnanent solutions to 
these and otlwr trartic, pedestrian and transit 
issues with regard to the Concourse area. 

a 

Section 3, O11~r11tlve D11te; De11dl111e. 

(a) The street closures provided in Section 2 
of this ordinance shall go into effect 30 days 
after the Music Concourse underground parking 
facility, authorized by Proposition J at the June 
1998 ele~tion, is opened for regulnr business, 

(b) 1\venty-four months from the date of 
passuge of this ordinance, the Concourse 
Authority shall certify to the Board of 
Supervisors whether the Authority has made 
progress towards implementation of the under
ground parking facility. The Concourse 
Authority shall have sole discretion lo deter
mine the certification, Progress shall be 
defined, but not limited to: tiling of 1111 environ
mental impact report; receipt by the Concourse 
Authority of at least half the funds necessary to 
build the underground parking facility; hiring 
of architecls and/or engineers and rendering of 
architecture and/or engineering plans; hiring of 
it project manager; or any construction that is 
related to the underground parking facility. If 
the Concourse Authority certifies that it has 
made no progress towards implementation, 
then the street closures provided in Section 2 
shall go into effect six months from the date of 
such certification. 

Section 4. Trlnl Closm·es. 

(a) Pending the penmmenl closure provided in 
Section 3 of this ordinance, the Recrentiun and 
Park Commission and the Concourse Authority 
may close the streets as provided in Section 2 of 
this ordinance on a trial basis, not more than three 
times per calendar year, Such trial closures shall 
not start un1il al least 6 months after the dale of 
passage of this ordinance, 

(b) Such lrial closures shall be used to study 
transit, traflic, business, and neighborhood 
impacts on the area surrounding Golden Gate 
Park, as well as impacts on: Park users, includ
ing the disabled, seniors, and children; institu
tions and activities located in the Park, includ
ing the Conservatory of Flowers, the Music 
Concourse, Strybing Arboretum, Stow Lake 
and recreation lields; regional traffic pallerns; 
and the environmental health and suslainability 
of the Park, 

(c) The trial closures and' the associated 
studies shall be conducted in full consultation 
with appropriate neighborhood groups, mer
chant groups, re1jrescntatives of institutions 
located in the Park, and groups representing 
recreational users of the Park. The Recreation 
and Park Commission and the Concourse 
Authority may solicit the coopcralion of appro
priate City, State and regional departments and 
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LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION G (CONTINUED) . . 

agencies, 

(d) The information gathered pursunnt to 
these studies shall be presented to the 
Recreation and Pnrk Commission nnd . the 
Concourse Authority for their considemtion. 
and report, in · conjunction with i1ppro1>riate 
environmental review of the impact of the clo
sures ·detailed in Section 2(11) and in consultu
tion with 11ppropri11te City departments nnd 
agencies, The City shall use its best efforts to 
mitigate any hripacts on those entities identified 
in subsection (b ), 

(e) T.he Recreation nnd Park Commission 
shall hnve the nuthol'ity to gmnt waivers on 
Arguello Boulevard nnd Conservatory Drive 
East and West only, for the Coi1s~rvatory of 
Flowers on II cuse-by-case basis for .special 
events. Tht: Recreation 1111d Park Commission 
may terminnte this provision 3 years nfter the 
implementation of the • weekend closures 
detailed in Sectio11 2(u). 

Section S, Competing Me11s11res, 

This measure is intended, for purposes .of · 
Municipal Elections Code section 360, to be 
inconsistent nnd in conflict with any other mea
sure on the ballot for the November 7, 2000 
election providing 01· allowing for the street 
closures provided in Section 2 of this ordinance 
111 any time prior to the elates set forth in Section 
3 of this ordimmce. 

Nothing in this mensure is intended to limit 
the authority of the Recreation uncl Park 
Commission or the Board of Supervisors to 
close nny streets in Golden Gate Pnrk on 
Sundays or holidays prior to the permnncnt clo
sure provi.dcd in Section 3 of this ordinance. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PROPOSITION H 

Shall the City's Rent Control Ordinance be amended to llmlt the types of costs 
on which a landlord may base a rent Increase? YES -

NO -
• • 

Digest 
· by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Under the City's rent control 
ordinance, a residential landlord may add or "pass-through" 
certain costs to increase a tenant's rent, if those costs have 
been certified by the Rent Board. Such costs include 
capital improvements, rehabilitation work, energy 
conservation measures and certain property tax increases. 
A landlord also may increase the rent based on other costs 
allowed by the Rent Board, such as additional operating 
and maintenance expenses. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H is an ordinance that would 
amend current rent control law to prohibit rent increases 
based on costs for capital improvements, rehabilitation 
work, or energy conservation measures. Only certified 
costs of seismic work could be passed through, in an 
amount not to exceed 5 percent of a tenant's base rent in 
any 12-month period and spread over 20 years. Landlords 
would have to refund any rent increases for costs of other 
capital improvements or rehabilitation work certified after 
April 10, 2000. 

Controller's Statement on "H" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement.on the fiscal impact of Proposition H: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my opin
ion, it would have no impact on the City's General Fund, but 
it would likely reduce the administrative responsibilities and 
costs of the fee-supported Rent Board. 

Proposition H would provide that a landlord could not be 
denied a rent increase for capital improvements, rehabilitation 
work or energy conservation measures If that denial would 
deprive the landlord of a constitutionally-required fair return 
on the property. . 

The measure also would eliminate pass-throughs of 
costs for removal of lead hazards and limit allowable rent 
increases due to additional operating and maintenance 
costs to 7 percent. 

Prop H would require that the voters approve any pass
through of property tax increases from future bond 
measures. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to· 
change the City's rent control law to limit the costs on which 
a landlord may base rent increases. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes. 

How "H" Got on the Ballot 
On July 19, 2000 the Department of Elections certified 

that the initiative petition, calling for Proposition H to be 
placed on the ballot, had qualified for the ballot. 

9,735 signatures were required to place an ordinance on 
the ballot. 

This number is equal to 5% of the total number of peo
ple who voted for Mayor in 1999. A random check of the 
signatures submitted on July 10, 2000 by the proponent of 
the initiative petition showed that more than the required 
number of signatures were valid. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE. P-100 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIG~ST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROP.OSITION H 

"The human costs are trngic when pensioners and the blind are 
coldly told to get out of their longtime homes and because of 
high rents in everybody's favorite city, are forced to move to a 
trniler park in Tracy or a former garage in the Outer Mission." 
Sall Fra11cisco Exami11er 
Editori:tl, 12/15/97 

The future of San Francisco is at stake. Low-income, disabled 
and senior renters won't be able to afford to live in San Frnncisco 
unless ~e abolish Capital Improvement passthroughs. This 
unjust practice is one of the biggest sources of rent increases. 
Since 1996, capital improvement rent increases have more than 
tripled-an increase of over 300%: This shows the landlord's true 
motivation: to force long term tenants out of their homes through 
massive rent increases. 

San Fmncisco landlords are gouging tenants by raising their 
rents it'l order to pass-through I 00% of the costs of major 
building improvemen~s; Proposition H will stop landlord's from 
raising a tenant's to pay for this work unless the ·1andlord isn't 
making a fair profit on the building. 

Capital improvement rent increases mpidly force tenants from 

their home~. Tenants atbuildings like Lombard Place, owned by 
wealthy landlord Herbert · Jaffe, are faced with total 
pass-throughs as high as $100,000 per unit, a total price tag of · 
$8.4 million. These rent increases are eviction notices. 

Landlords make 100% of the profits, but tenants pay for 100% 
of the costs. On top of that, landlords double-dip by writing off 
the costs on their tax· returns and by getting the value of the 
improvement. 

Stop this unfair rent increase, Vote Yes on Proposition H! 

Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 
Senior Actio11 Network 
San Fra11cisco Te11ams Union 
Senior Housing Action Collaborative 
Affordable Housing Alliance 
Chinese P,vgressive AssociC1tio11 
St. Peter's Ho11si11g Committee 
Mission Agenda 
Eviction Defense Collaborative 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 
PROPOSITION H WOULD DENY MANY MORTGAGED 
LANDOWNERS ENOUGH MONEY TO PROPERLY 
REPAIR THEIR PROPERTIES: 

The San Francisco. Tenants Union, the Eviction Defense 
Collaborative, and other narrowly-aimed short term special 
interest groups choose to disregard some· practical economic 
realities. 

Many of San Francisco's landlords have massive mortgages on 
their properties, with huge monthly deeds of trust payments on 
each of their rental buildings. Quite a few real estate investors 
are "land poor" - having lillle availabl.e cash af'ler their loan 
payments and routine building repairs. 

If landlords can 'I "passthrough" lo renters major safety 
repairs, in many cases needed funds will not be immediately 
available. 

The result ?: • 
... Rather unforlllnale for the members of the San Francisco 

Tenants Union, and everybody else loo! 
Needed repairs get postponed. Rental properties become more 

dangerous. Accidents start happening. Let's not think about 

what might occur if San Francisco gets hit with a 1906 or 1989 -
type earthquake. 

San Francisco needs strict building code enforcement. 
San Francisco would be prudent to vote NO on Proposition H, 

leavin~ local landlords reasonable housing repair "passlhrough'' 
rights. 

San Fmncisco is, as above noted, "Earthquake Country". It's 
unlikely thnt members of the Eviction Defense Collaborative 
could stop the failure of even one apartment l10us~ in a major 
earthquake. The defeat of Proposition H, however, might reduce 
the earthquake impact on local rental housing. 

The San Francisco Republican Assembly is planning a pre
election discussion of Proposition H and other ballot measures. 
For full information, telephone 4 I 5-339-1290. 

Vote NO. 

D1: Terence Fa11/k11e1; .I.D. 
Past San francisco Republican Party Chairman. 

--------------------===--- •~•WWW w, ,-.,we .;.:a 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 

PROl>OSIUON ff IS UNWISE HOUSING POLICY FOR 
SAN FRANCISCO: 

Proposition H denies real estate landowners and housing 
providers a realistic recovery on their repair and other costs. 
Profit margins Oil mortgaged housing units are often very narrow 
for building owners. Frankly, many landlords find themselves 
short of funds, to make needed building repairs. A more 
reasonable pass-through of costs to residential tenants will 
provide more money and allow for safer housing. 
SAN FRANCISCO IS EARTHQUAKE COUNTRY: 

San Francisco has suffered many earthquakes over the years. 
We do not know what lies ahead, but we ut1derstand all-too-well 

the damage inflicted upon our City by the dangerous quakes of 
1906 and 1989. San Francisco's housing needs to be kept in for 
better condition th.in in less earthquake threatened 1:egions. 
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H: 

Proposition H is unwise legislation for all the people of San 
Francisco. 

Golde// Gate Taxpayer.1· Association 

D,: Terence Fa11/k11e1; .I.D. 
State Senute Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H 
PROPOSITION u·1s FAIR HOUSING POLICY. 

It protects long-term tenants from unfair rent increases but still 
allows landlords to make a fair prolit. 
1'HE LANDLORDS ARE LYING. PROl'OSJTION JJ PLAINLY 
STATES 11/AT LANDLORDS CAN PASS ON 11/E COSTS 
OF EAR11IQUAKE RE1'ROFI1'11NG. 
PROPOSITION ff IS SENSIBLE HOUSING POLICY. 

Landlords won't be able to raise rents unfairly for building 
improvements that they can write off on their lax returns. 
However, they can misc the rent for maintenance of the building. 
Under cul'l'ent law, landlords are allowed to misc rents for "oper
ating and maintenance increases." Landlords can misc rents by 
7% per year to.pay for these costs. That won't change. The la11d
lor,I argument thi1t buil<lings will deteriomte is a lie. 11,eir true 
motivation is to force long term temmts .fh,111 their /u,,nes 
through 11mssive rent increase.~. 
IT IS UN.JUST THAT TENANTS HAVE TO PAY FOR 
IMPUOVEMENTS THAT LANDLORDS CAN WRITE 
OFF ON THEIR TAX UETUUNS. 

Landlords get to write off the costs of capital improvements on 
their tax returns, make the tenants pay for I 00% of these costs, 
and they get the value of the improvement. 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING JS ESSENTIAL FOR SAN 
FRANCISCO TO MAINTAIN ECONOMIC AND RACIAL 
DIVERSITY. 

The exodus of low-income, working class families must stop! 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 1-1: RENTS ARE TOO 
HIGH ALUEADY! 

Proposition J-1 protects low-income and senior renters from 
unfair rent increases that force them from their homes. Cnpltnl 
lmJ>ro,•emenl rent increases cause evictions. 

/-/011si11g Rights Co111111iflc•e 1!{' San _Fm11ci.1·co 
Senior Actio11 Netll'ork 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
. . 

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR -OF PROPOSITION H 
This· measure will pl'ohibit rent increuses for most cupital 

imprnvements. 

.loel Ve11trescC1 
Former President, 
Coalition fol' San Francisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

WELL THOUGHT OUT PROPOSAL 
Vote Yes for this balanced iipproach to the long stnnding 

prnblem of huge re,11 increases. 

Dal'icl Spero 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is David Spero. 

San Francisco hus long been a refuge for the Lesbian, Guy, 
Bisexual and Transgencler community. But skyrncketing rents 
are preventing people 1rom movin~ here and we are losing key 
segments of our community. Keep San Fmncisco a diverse and 
friendly city. ¼:>Le Yes on H. 

HC1r1•e.1• Milk Lesbia11/Gay/Bisexualffra11sge11der Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Harvey Milk Lesblan/Gay/Bisexualrrransgender Democratic 
Club. 

SupjJOrl fair distribution· of owner/tenant improvement costs; 
not I00% benelils to luncllords. Vote Yes on 1-1. 

SC111 Fm11ci.1·co Gree11 PC1rty. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Green Party. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain 3. John Strawn. 

Prop. H will stre11gtlte11 renter pmtectio1f,\', 
Too many low income and limited income renters are being 

forced out by pass throughs. VOTE YES ON II 

fla11k Wilso11 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Hank Wilson. · 

Ballot Argument Haiku, part II 

landlords triple dip 
rent, added value, tux breaks 
give landlords some H 

Proposition H 
shrinks swelling eviction pain 
apply us needed 

Marc SC1fo111011, Green for Supervisor, District 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Marc Salomon. 

Proposition H_ will stop the abuse of th_e Capital Improvement 
pass-throughs, while allowing those landlords with legitimate 
expenses to be reimbursed. Close the loophole! · 

Vote Yes onH 

.le1111ifer Clary 
Norm Rolfe 
.lane Morrison 
Denise D'A1111e 
Arthur Chang 

The true source .of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jane Morrison and Jennifer Clary. 

San Francisco Democratic Party 
We Urge all voters to VOTE YES on Proposition HI -

Wade Crowfoot 
Secretary, Democrntic County Centrnl Committee 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing For All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. SF 
Tenants Network 3. Mission Agenda. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency, 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR. OF PROPOSITION H 

Save affordable housing for our lesbian/gay/bisexual/trnnsgen
der community. Stop unfair rent increases. Vote yes on H. 

Castro Tenams Union · 
Tommi Avicolli Mecca 
Robert Haaland 
Eileen Hansen 
Jim Mitulski 
Jeny Threet 
Victor Valdivie.w 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing For All. 

The three largest con~rlbutors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco, 2. S.F. 
Tenants Network, 3. Mission Agenda. 

It is time to slop the unfair giveaway to big landlords. Tenants 
who are already struggling to make their rent payments are made 
to pay the costs of the landlords' improvements -which brings 
them profits. This is unfair! Tenants in every San Francisco 
neighborhood will benefit from this initiative. 

Golden Gateway Tena/Its Association 
1550 Bay Street Tenants Association 
Lombard Place Tenant 1,1• Association 
North Poi/II Apa,:tments Tenall/s Association 
Hyde Park Te11a11ts Association 
SF Tenants Network, Park Merced Chapter 
Fox Plaza Te11a11ts Union 
Maria Manor Tenants Association 
Alexander Tenallls Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing for All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee 2. S.F. Tenants Network 
3. Mission Agenda. 

STOP UNFAIR.RENT INCREASES that increase real estate 
speculation and evictions in our neighborhoods. 

Vote Yes on H! 

Calvin Welch, Housing Activist 
Council of Community Housing Organizations 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing For All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee 2. Mission Agenda 3. 
SF Tenants Network. 

Elected Officials Say Yes to fl! 
San Francisco is facing a severe housing crisis. Al u time of 

record high rents and evictions, tenants arc being displaced 
through these excessive rent increases, nuiking the housing crisis 
even more severe. 

Vote Yes on Proposition H! 

Supervisor Sue Bierman 
Supervisor Mark Leno 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing For All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. SF 
Tenants Network 3. Mission Agenda. 

The Mission District is facing a wave of skyrocketing rents 
that threatens to dismantle the vibrant cultural and economic 
diversity of the community, We must slop rent increases in the 
Mission in order to maintain our balance 01: working l'amilies, 
immigrants, seniors and disabled renters which is essent.ial to our 
neighborhood identity, CIP's arc.another tool used by big land
lords lo displace long-term Mission residents. Vole yes on H! 

Mission Agenda 
PODER 
St, Peter's Housing Cmn111i11ee 
Anamaria Loya, Executive Director, La Raza Centro Legal'1' 
Luis Granados, Executive Director, Mission Economic 
Development Association* 
Eric Q11ez.ada, Mission I-lousing Development Corporation* 
*Title for identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is St Peters Housing Committee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authol's and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Re·nters Costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF ·PROPOSITION H 

Seniors living on fixed incomes cannot afford to pay 100% of 
the costs of Capital Improvements. San Fmncisco's senior 
renters are being displaced by these outrngeously high rent · 

' increases . .Vote Yes on Proposition H! 

Senior Actio11Network 
Senior Housing Action Collaborative 
Congress of Ca/ifomia Seniors 
United Educators of San Fmncisco, ·R,etired Division 
Ricardo Leo11.1·, Planning for Elders in Central City* 
Aroza Simpson, Grny Panther.s* 
Joe Lacey, Commission on Aging* 
Shirley Bierly, Senior Power* 
Jane Kahan, Inner Sunset/Haight Ashbury Senior Centrnl* 
Trc1ci Dobmnravova, Omer Sunset Senior Central* 
*Title for identification purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing for All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee, 2. Mission Agenda 3. 
S.F Tenants Network. 

. 
The Asian American community will benefit from Proposition 

H. Proposition H will protect immigrant communities, working 
families, and seniors l'rom high rents. We must preserve a place 
in San Francisco for everyone, Vote Yes on H ! 

Chinese Progressive, Association 
Ei·ic Mm; Democratic Central Committee 
Richard 0111, Immigrant Rights Commissioner* 
Patricia 'fl111111ra, S.F. Chapter Asian Pacific American Labor 
Alliance* 
T/irJ Do, Herc Local 2* 
Gonion Mar 
Sandra Chin-Mar 
Zen Zee Lim 
Julia Lau 
Hua Kang Lim 
*Title for I.D. purposes only 

Bill Sorm 
Chi Ke1111g Lau. 
Sal'{l/t fie· 

Z/1110 Biao C/ien 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
Housing for All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are:1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. San Francisco Tenants Networl< 

It is profoundly unfair ,to make ienants pay foi l00% of the 
costs of Capital Improvenients. End this injustice, Vote Yes on H! 

Polly Marslia/1, Rent Board Commissioner* 
Lan:\' Becke,; Rent Board Commissioner* 
Shirley Bierly, Former Rent Board Commissioner* 
*Title for I.D. purposes only. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing for Ali. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. San Francisco Tenants Network 

Skyrocketing rents arc changing our neighborhoods. We are · 
losing ou,r long-time tesidcnts in numbers while waves of afflu-· 
cnt newcomers move in. Proposition H will help preserve the 
diversity of our city. IL is unfair to make tenants pay the costs of 
landlord's profits, Vote Yes on H! 

Castro Tenants Union 
Noe Te11ant.1· A.1·,l'Ociation 
Richmond Neigliborhood Te11a111s 

The true source .of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing for Ali. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are·: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. San Francisco Tenants Network. 

The scarcity of affordable housing forces many working peo
ple out of San Francisco, meaning longer commutes and more 
lruffic. Vole YES on Proposition H. 

Paul Dom, Bicycle Activist 

The True Source of funds used for printing fee of this argument is 
Housing For All. 

The three largest contrioutors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco, 2. 
Mission Agenda and 3. SF Tenants Networl<. · 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H 

Artists and Low income renters are losing their homes because 
of rent increases, real estate speculation, and evictions. 

STOP THESE UNFAIR RENT INCREASES! 
Vote Yes on H! 

Coalition for .lobs, Arts, and Housing 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing For All. 

The 3 largest contribuiors are: 1. Housing Rights Committee, 2. 
Mission Agenda,' 3. SF Tenants Network. 

High rents are the le,1~ling cause of eviction. Vote Lo stop unfair 
rent hikes. Vote Yes on I-I. 

Eviction Defense Collabomrive 
National Lawyers Guild 
New College Housing Advocacy Clinic 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing for All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. San Francisco Ter.iants Network. 

San Francisco's renters arc facing extreme hardship during this 
time of housing crisis. Protect renters from unfair rent hikes, 
Vote Yes on 1-1! 

Carotene and Milton Marks De111ocmric Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing for All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. San Francisco Tenants Networl<. · 

Proposition 1-1 stops landlords lfom unfairly raising rents 
Vole Yes on Proposition 1-1! 

San Fm11cisco Green i'<ll'ly 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Housing For All. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rigl1ts Committee of San Francisco, 2. 
Mission Agenda, and 3. SF Tenants Networl< 

Stop unfair rent increases! Vote Yes on ff! 

Chris Daly 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 
Debra Walker 
Building Inspection Commissioner - Tenants Representative* 
*Title for Identiliealion purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Chris Daly. 

1'0111 Ammia,w, Pre.,·i,te11t, /Joan/ of S11per11il·01w, Says Yes to H ! 
San Fnincisco is facing a severe housing crisis. Massive 

Capital Improvement Rent Increases arc driving low-inco111e 
people and seniors out of their homes. Keep Sun Francisco a 
diverse city. 

Vote Yes on Pl'oposition H! 

To111 A111111iano, 
President, Board of Supervisors 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
Housing For All 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee 2. SF Tenants Network, 
3. Mission Agenda. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters ·costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAl~ST PROPOSITION H 

Republicans slllnd for good government. · This proposition 
was put 011 the ballot by full time anarchists and the anti
Capitalist Left. They would like to deny property owners the 
ability to maintain their properties. · Currently orily a small frac
tion of the cost of i, major repair, like a new roof, can be passed 
onto a tenant, and even then there ure hardship exemptions for 
those tenants that can't afford it. This haw is unnecessary. 

It's just like your momma used to say, "If tl,ere~,· 110 problem, 
d,m'tjix it!" 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Cundidate for Congress 
San Francisco 

The true source of funds used tor the printing tee of this argument 
ls Adam Sparks. 

San Francisco already faces a severe rerital housing shortage. 
The growing co~ts of new construction and the existing rent con
trol laws discourage the development of new rental housing. So 
we must maintain our existing rental t)ousing. But this measure 
doesn·'t permit property owners to even keep up with the cost of 
living. Small property owners won't continue renting out apart
ments if they can't afford to keep up their buildings. Instead, the 
buildi'11gs will be sold or demolished and possibly be replaced 
with modern concrete boxes that arc cheap to maintaii1 and not 
covered by rent control laws. Vote NO on H to 1>reserve rental 
housing. · · 

Karen Cm111111ie 
Ken Gardner 
Mark F. A11de1:m11 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers, 

The bi1ckers of Proposition H want to change a good law 
bcci1use they say a few big h9\1sing corporations are abusing it. 
They want to punish everybody Instead of' going after the · 
violators . . This is unfair. · 

Taking away a small landlord's right to recover sensible, doc
umented costs of property maintenance gives an owner more 
incentive to get out of the rental market. _Proposition H allows 
rental property owners LESS THAN HALF of the Consumer 
Price Index. Would YO.U run a business under these conditions? 

The city's aging stock of rent-controlled housing needs repairs. 
Putting on u new roof, foundation m: exterior paint is costly. 
Contractors' costs rose by 20% this year; landlords were permit-
ted to raise rents by only 2.9%. . 

Proposition H would create a bureaucratic nightmare. Its sup
porters claim a landlord just lilcs a petition at the Rent Board. It 
sounds easy . .It's not. The truth is that filing u ci1pital improve
ments petition is harder and takes a lot more ti111~ than filing your 
federal income taxes .or applying for a loan. And tenants have 
many chances to challenge an owner's accounting, too. Most 
small 1>ro1>erty owners give up when confronted by the Rent 
llom·d 's bureaucmcy and endless paperwork. Instead they 
sell their buildings. · 

Proposition H supporters claim low-inco111e renters arc losing 
their homes because of capital improvement pass-throughs. It 
isn't h·uc. The law ALREADY prevents landlords froni passing . 
through the cost of improvements to those who can't afford it. 

Proposition H is unfair and unnecessary. Vote No on H. 

Ki111herlee S11:vker 
Co-Chair, Small Property Owners of San Francisco 
fo111 Rllll//11 

Co-Chair, Small Properly Owners of San Francisco 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
is Small Property Owners of San Francisco. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION H 

Many of us small landlords and landladies are senior citizens 
who live in the same buildii1gs we own. The income we get from 
our rents allows us to live our retirement years with dignity and 
security. But Proposition• H will take away part of our retire
ment. And because of Proposition H, some of us will have to sell 
our homes. This isn't fair! Capital improvement passthroughs 
are the only way we older citizens can recover what we spend on 
keeping up our property. Please don't take away our rights. Vote 
NO on H! 

Marilyn F. Cose111i110, Senior 
Pasquale L. Cosentino, Senior Property Owner 
Donald E. Nqlte, Senior Property Owner 
David Crommie, Senior 
Arch Wilson, Small Landlord 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers. 

VOTENOONH 
If this proposition passes, we may be looking at the prospect 

of a significant amount of rental housing being neglected, run 
·into the ground and eventually torn down. Capital Improvement 
passthroughs are needed to maintain the quality, safety and eco
nomic viability of our rental housing stock. As a resident of the 
Hayes Valley Neighborhood, I would hate to see the beautiful 
Victorian architecture of this area decimated by shortsighted 
public policy. 

·Please vote No on H!!! 

Andrew long 
Rental Housing Provider, Hayes Valley 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote No on Proposition H 
Last year less then 2% of'San Francisco's renters received 

a capital improvement passthrough. However,.the opportuni- . 
ty to recover these costs is important to owners and tenants alike. 
Here's why: 
Needed Repairs: 

These costs are not actually "improvements" to a building, but 
major maintenance items. They can include items such as a new 
roof, fire escapes, a new boiler or seismic retrofilling. Capital 
improvement passthroughs are an imponmit opportunity for 
many owners (especially small "mom-pop" owners) to ufford to 
maintain their buildings; Most tenants will never receive a cap
ital improvement passthrough. And those that do, und. cannot 
afford one, are exempted from paying. Owners should be 
allowed to recover these costs. 
Current Protections: 

In all cases a property owner must petition the San Francisco 
Rent Board to obtain u passthrough. The Rent Board reviews all 
reported expenses and disallows items they consider superfluous 
or "gold-plating" -- items such as expensive chandeliers, extrav
agant entryways or overly expensive carpeting. They also disal
low labor costs where the propeny owner paid too much (by nor
mal industry standards) 
If you cannot afford to pay: 

Hardship exe111plions are available to all tenants who cannot 
afford to pay. The Rent Board allows all tenants hardship 
exe111ptions if the increase would put his or her rent over the 
HUD hurdship ratio of income to rent. 
Would Deteriorate Housing Stock: 

If passed, this measure would provide a disincentive lo rental 
property owners to keep up their buildings. The result will be 
less safe buildings, neighborhood eyesores and stifled property 
values -- hurting our entire community. 

Proposition ff is poor 1mblic policy, it will result in the 
deteriomtion of the housing stock nnd will signilicnntly hurt 
small pl'Ope1·ty owne1·s. Please vote ngninst it. 

Ja11a11 Nell' 
Director, SFAA 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Apartment Association PAC. 

The three largest contributors to the true· source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Neveo Mosser 2. Foxfire Prop 3. Golden Gateway. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been chec_ked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Landlord/Renters Costs 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION H 

Ending Capital Improvement Pass Through is simply a 
GREAT IDEA fol' the three (3) simple reasons: 
I) It will end "discrimination" against wealthy tenants. Poor 

tenants cun cuJ'l'ently fik for an exemption aml receive a 
waiver. Intelligent owners do noi even-include poor tenants 
on their petition filings since it complicates and slows the 
process. 

2) It will create a financial boom for both tenant and landlord 
law firms. If this proposition becomes law, muny small.prop
erty owner will determine that they can no longer afford to 
maintain their buildings under San Frnncisco's stringent rent 
control. There will be a huge increase in the number of own
ers who decide to leave the rental business via the Ellis Act. 
All previous auempts by the City to block this state law have 
been thrown out by the courts. Tenants will naturally seek a 
lawyer's advice after they receive their eviction notice. 

3) There will be an end to llll those annoying painter's scaffold
ings blocking our sidewalks. S'ince vacancies arc very nu'e, 
small building owners will have no motivation to paint their 
buildings as the cost can not be shared with their more afflu
ent residents. Of course in a few years many neighborhoods 
will look shabby and ru11 down ... but then why should ten
ant's care, they do not own the buildings, they just live i1erc. 

Jon 811111gamer, Owner/Manager 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

.I am the manager of a six unit apartment building in San 
Frnncisco that was my husband's building. He. left the building 
in Trust for me to manage and to provide extrn income for my 
retirement. I have many long-term tenants that have resided at 
my property for years. Last year I painted the exterior of ihe 
building and filed a Capital Improvement petition with the Rent 
Board. My tenants objected lo the cost of the job and participat-

. eel at the Rent Doarcl hearing, bill understood thut with the rising 
cost of living and their rent being controlled, the only way I 
could make ends meet was to pass the cost along to them. My 
petition was certified, my tenants are paying the increase for only 
seven years, and the building has been maintained. I could not 
have clone the paint job without my tenants help. Please Vote· 
No on 1-1. · 

M. Ada Cook, Manager/Landlord 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument· 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors· to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Manag·ement. 

VOTENOONH 
The Professional Property Management Association hns been 

the middle organization between owners and tenants for over 20 
years. Our goal as property managers is to sec that owners and 
tenants arc represented fairly. Prop 1-1 would discourage major 
improvements to property and could lead to further deterioration 
of San Francisco's already limited housing stock. 

Many times the income 01: a property docs not fully meet the 
operating costs or the property. The ONLY option for owners to · 
make major improvements is to pass the cost along to their ten
ants. In most cases, tenants appreciate the temporary minor 
expense in exchange for welcome improvements to the property. 

A NO vote means that the owners and tenants of San Francisco 
together would continue maintain th~ housing stock and its 
improvements. The PPMA is Voting NO on Hand so should you. 

Miclll'ill' L. /-lomc;f/: Executive Director 
Professional Property Management Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opi_nion ot the authors and have not been checked tor accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION H 

Ever since I, arrived here, about 30 years ago, San Francisco 
has been expensive. I've always felt it was worth it, (or couldn't 
afford to leave). 

Today a live in and own (well, me and The Bank) a small 4 
unit building. 

Homeowners know that besides having a mortgage payment, 
und utilities, (and taxes and insurance, and repairs), occasionally 
there are some big bills. Like needing a new roof, replacing the 

. back stairs, foundation work, painting the exterior: items that are 
outside reguh\r expenses. Homeowners pay these charges up 
front. 

Renters know that besides paying the rent, and utilities, there's 
liule else. But the money to fix the big things is not accounted 
for in the 2% increases allowed under rent control. That is the 
function of Capital Improvement Passthroughs. Without those 
passthroughs, we'll have a dysfunctional ·housing· situation, 
somewhat like the MUNI deteriorution of recent years. Not a 
pretty site to see. 

Some argue that owners will fix their buildings ai1yway; and 
probably many of owner-occupiers will continue their pride of 
ownership and continue to care for their property. But would 
you, as a voter and renter, want to sit back, see me make needed 
repairs, and know that your vote has allowed you to shirk your 
part in paying? I am guessing (hoping, really) that you will say 
"NO". Because, in the end, you get what you pay for. 

Then again, I think this initiative should be called the "Free 
Beer" Proposition. Everyone's in favor -- "No rent increases" is 
li~e "free beer". But just as I don't enjoy being around "The Day 
After" a free beer night, I dread to see what The City will look 
like if this measure is approved. 

Peter Holde11, Small Landlord 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

• The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote No Oil H 
I bought an owner occupied four unit building just over a year 

ago that required structural work to make the building safer. 
Befori.c; the Capital Improvement initiative was written, I com
pleted and paid for the capital improvements and•filed my peti
tion with the Rent Board for certification. The tenants have not 
complained about the passthrough. This initiative should not be 
retroactive. I urge you to Vote No on H to allow property own
ers the opportunity to recoup some of their investments for mak
ing rental housing safer for the tenants of San Francisco. 

Amw Stern, Rental Housing Provider 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote No Oil Proposition H 
As a small apartment owner I am very concerned about 'Prop. H. 

If it were to pass it would prevent me from maintaining my 
building to the level my tenants _enjoy. 

I purchased my building to provide a secure nest egg for me 
and my family to turn to upon retirement. My objective has 
never been, and never will be to gouge my tenants. I've always 
tried to provide them with safe and decent places to live. To that 
end, from time to time I need to make substantial repairs to the 
building. In some cases I am able lo absorb the costs of these 
repairs, but in others I have no alternative but to pass-through 
some uf the costs to my tenants. 

I take great pride in my responsibilities as a small property 
owner. Prop. 1-1 would make it impossible for me to keep up my 
building lo the level I, my tenants, and I believe the community 
expects. 

Please vote no on Prop. 1-1 

Patricia A. Gmy, Homeowner 

Tile true source of funds used tor tile printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST .PROPOSITION H 

Argument Against Proposition H , . 
(Capital Improvement Pass Through) 

This poorly conceived attempt to control further rents paid by 
tenants is actually not in the best interest of renters. It re.moves 
_the incentive to improve and maintain rentul property. Thus, it 
will at minimum not provide for improvements and may, in 
extreme cuses of neglect, present the possibility of dangerous cir
cumstunces for renters. The measure may seem to provide for a 
fair retum for property owners, this meusure does not assure it. 

Harold M. Hoogasian 
Candidate for Supervisor District Seven 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management. 3. Citywide ProP,erty Management. 

Proposition H is another example of extremist legislation by a 
fringe of the renter-rights movement. 

In response lo a petition drive by the Housing , Rights 
Committee und to avoid. a costly campaign on both sides and a 
chullenge in the courts, an effort was made to bring all the major 
stakeholders to the table to forge a compromise by which the 
costs of capital improvements would be split 50/50 between 
lundlords and tenants." 

Al the last minute, dissidents who were at the table sabotaged 
the agreement and placed Prop. H on the ballot. It would require 
thut landlords bear the full costs of all cupital improvements to 
rental properties, even if the improvements primarily benefit ten
ants. 

If Proposition H passes, San Francisco will become a citywide 
slum as landlords, facing repair bills which cannot be spread out 
among those who will benefit from the repairs, will cut needed· 
maintenance and repuirs to rentnl housing. This is a lose/lose 
proposition. 

The San Francisco Republican Party urges you to vote No on 
Proposition 1-1. 

San Fm11cisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Casper, Chairman 
Mike Garza., Candidate 
12th Congressional District 
Howard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly Distric.t 
Hamid Hoogasia11, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor. 
Erik Bjol'II 
Elsa Cheung 
.foe/ Hol'llstein 
Gmce Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Les Payne 
Nick Van-Beek 
Sue H4mcls 

Bob lane, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 

Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolso11, Ph.D . 
Ed111011dJew 
Rita O'Hara 
Jody Smith 
Da11a Walsh 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument ,. 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION H 

Proposition H Endangers Us All 
Proposition H is disastrous public policy. If passed, this measure 

would provide a disincentive to many rental housing owners to do 
necessary work to their buildings. One certain result will be unsafe 
buildings and neighborhood blight. Both tenants and neighboring . 
home~wners may be the biggest losers in the long term. 

Under the CUJTent system, an owner can evenly distribute (to 
only the tenants who can afford .them) a portion of the costs of 
safety and quality of life repairs to their buildings. These costs 
are not passed through to Tenants who can not afford them. In 
other words, if a building has a dry-rotted deck or a leaking roof 
or needs earthquake retrofitting, an _owner can afford to address 
the problem quickly and fail'ly to all concerned. If Proposition 
H is passed, owners may not be able to .make these important 
repairs, and tenants and neighbors will be put at l'isk. 

In this way Proposition H will create the neighb~rhood blight 
that we all remember from the horror stories of New York and the 
.Bronx in the 1970's. The proliferation of dilapidated apartment 
houses has a serious effect on surrounding homes and entire 
·neighborhoods. 

Lets not make the some mistnkes as New York. Pro()osition 
H ls shortsighted and extremely damaging f>Ubllc 1>olicy. 

• Please vote against It. 

Bahholomew M1117,hy 
President, Coalition For Better Housing 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com• 
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Baywest Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Propositim, H is Poor Horu·illg Policy 
. Let's be fair! Capital Improvement passthroughs are an 

importm1t opportunity for many owners (especially "Mom· & 
Pop" owners) to afford to maintain their buildings. What kind of 
incentive would there be for an owner to maintain his or her 
building if he or she can only recover half the cost? Tltc courts 
have recognized that the ability to recover these costs provides a 
"safety valve" to our stringent rent controls, without which their 
legality might be challenged. 4 

• As it is, less than 2% of tenants receive a capital improve
ment passthrough. Most tenants will never receive one. 
And, for those who do, there are exemptions for those who 
cannot afford one. 

• Passthroughs arc already lin~ited to IO% of i1 tenant's rent 
per. year. The rent board carefully reviews all petitions to 
eliminate excessive claims. 

Let's stop fiddling with the City's rent control ordinance. 
More tinkering has not improved or increased the City's housing 
stock. It's time thut we all recognize this. Allow property own
ers to maintain San Francisco's housing stock. 

, Note NO on Proposition H -: for the sake of the City. 

Citize11sfor a 'Beffer Sa11 Francisco 
Edw{lrc/ Poole, Chair 
.li111 Gilleran 
Gem;qe Pfau 
Doug Robbins 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Citizens tor a Better San Francisco. 

Arguments printed on t~ls page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION H 

' I. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and 
Couii°ty of S1111 Fruncisco: 

SECTION ONE; JNl]'JATIVE ORDINANCE 
Sec. 37 .2 DeQnitions, · · 

(a) Birne Bent. 
. ( 1) Timi rent which is churged u ten- ' 

,int upon initial occupuncy ph,1s uny rent increase 
allowable und imposed under this clmpter; pro
vided, however, tlmt base rent shull not include 
increases imposed pursuant to Section 37 .7 
~elow or utility passtliroughs or genernl obliga
tion bond p11ssthroughs pursunnt to Section 
37.2(0) below, Buse rent for ten11111s of RAP 
rental units in 11re11s.designated on or ufter July I .. 
1977 shall be that re1ft which wns estublished 
pursuant to Section 32. 73-1 of the Sun Francisco 
Administrntive Code, Rent increases uttl'ibut
able to the Chief Administrntive Officer's amor
tization of a RAP loan in an m-ea designated on 
or after July l, 1977 slmll not be included in the 
base rent, 

(2) Fmm and after the effective date 
of this ordinance, the base rent for tenunts 
occupying rental units which have received eel'• 
tain tenant-based or project-based rental assis
tance shull be as follows: 

(a) With respect to tenant-based 
rental assistance: 

(i) For.any tenant receiving ten
ant-bused re11tal i1ssistance as of the effective 
dmc of this Ordinance (except wliere the rent 
payable by the tenant is a fixed pi;!rcentage pl' 
the tenant's income, such as in the Section 8 
certificate pmgrum and the rental subsidy pm
grum for the HOPWA program), and continu
ing to receive tenunt-based rental assistance 
foliowing the effective date of this Ordinunce, 
the busc rent for each unit occupied by such n 
tenant shall be the rent payable for thut unit 
undei· the housing assistance payments con
trnct, as amended, between the San Frnncisco 
Housing Authority and the lundlord (the "HAP 
Contrnct") with respect to that unit immediate
ly prior to the effective date of this ordinance 
(the "HAP Contract Rent"). 

(ii) For any tenant receiving 
tenant-based rental assistance (except where 
the rent payable by the tenant is a lixed per
centage of the tenant's income, such as in the 
Section 8 certilicate ·program and the rental 
subsidy program for the HOPWA progmm}, 
and commencing occupancy of a rcntul unit fol
lowing the effective date of this Ordinance, the 
base rent for each unit occupied by such a ten
ant shall be the HAP Contract Rent in effect as 
of the date the tenant commences occupancy ol' 
such unit, 

(iii) For any tenant whose ten
ant-based rental assistance terminates or 
expires, for whatever reason, following the 
effective date of this Ordinance, .the base rent 
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for each such unit following expirution or ter
mination shall be the HAP Contrnct Rent in 
effect for that unit immediately prior to the 
expirntion or termination of the tenant-bused 
rental assistance, 

(b) For any tenant occupying 11 

unit upon the expirntion or terminaiion, for 
whatever reuson, of a project-bused HAP 
Contrnct under Section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 USC §I437f, us 

, amended), the buse re1it for euch such unit fol
lowing expiration m· termination shall be the 
"conu,uct rent" in effect for that unit immedi
ately prior to the expirntion or .termination ·of 
the project-bused HAP Contrnct · 

(c) For any tenant occupying 11 

unit upon the p1'epayment or expirution of any· 
mortgage insured by ·the United Stutes 
Dep111·1111en~ of Housing .nnd Urban 
Development ("HUD"), including but not lim
ited to mortgages provided under sections 
221(d)(3), 22)(d)(4) nnd 236 of the National 
Housing Act ( 12 USC § I 715z-l ), the bnse rent 
for each such unit shnll be the "basic rentul 
charge" (described in 12 USC 17l5z-l(t), or 
successor legislation) in effect for that unit 
immediately prior to the. prepayment of the 
mortgage, which charge excludes the "interest 
reduction payment" 111tributable to that unit 
prior to the mortgage prepayinent m· expirntion. 

(b) l!!llull, The Residential Rent 
Stabilization und Arbitration Board. 

Cnpital Improvement~., Those 
improvements which muterially add to the 
value of the.pioperty and nppreciubly prolong 
its useful life, l!I• Htlllfll it IU ne,, IISllS, lllltl 

,~hit:1111111) he 111111J11tii!etl l!1,e1· th!! 1111el'ul lil'I/ ul' 
1111:! illll)ld'1'1!llllllll l!f 1111:! h11iltli11~, 

Cf!, Consumer Price Index for all 
U1:ban Consumers for the Sun Fruncisco
Oakland Metropolitan Arca, U.S. Department 
·of Labor. 

, Eneri;y Conservation Measures. 
Work Performed pursuant to the requirements 
of Al'ticle 12 of the Sun Francisco Housing 
Code. 

Aclmjnis1rmjve Law Judge, A per
son, designated by the board, who arbilrutes 
and mediates rental increase disputes, and per
forms other duties us required pursuant to this 
Chapter 37, ' 

Housjng Services, Services provided 
by the landlord connected with the use or occu
pancy of II rental unit including, but not limited 
to: repah:~; replacement; maintenance; paint
ing; light; heat; wuter; elevator service; laundry 
facilities and privileges; janitor service; refuse 
removal; furnishings; telephone; parking; rights 
pcrmillcd the tenant by agreement, including 
the right to lmve u specific number of occu
pants, whether express or implied, and whether 
or not the agreement prohibits suble1ting and/or 

ussignment; and any other benefits; privil~ges 
or facilities, 

·(h) Landlord. An owner, lessor,' sub
lessor, who receives or is entitled to receive rent 
for the use und occupancy of any residential 
rental unit or portion thereo~· in the City and 
County of San Francisco, and. the agent, repre
sentutive or successor of uny of the foregoing. 

(i) ~- A member of the 
Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration 
Bourd. 

(i) Over FMR Tennni;y Progrmn. A!'eg
ular ce11ificute tenancy progmm whereby ·1he 
base rent, together with u utility allowunce in 1111 

amount determined by. HUD, exceeds the fair 
market rent limitation for u particulur unit size 
us determined by HUD. 

(k) Payment standard. An amount deter
mined by the San Fruncisco Housing Authority 
that is used to determine the amount of assis
tance paid by the Sun Fruncisco Housing 
Authority on behalf of a tenant under the 
Section 8 Voucher Pmgrum (24 CFR Part 887). 

(I) Rim, Residentiiil Rehabilitation Lpun 
Progmm (Chapter 32, San Fmncisco 
Administmtive Code). 

(m)RAP Rentnl Units. Residential 
' dwelling units subject to RAP loans pursuant to 
Clmpter 32, San Fruncisco Administmtive Code. 

(n) Real Estate Pe11nrtmen1. A city 
department in the City and County of San. 
Fmncisco. 

(o) Rehnhilitotion Work. Any rehabilitu
tion or repair work done by the lundlord with 
regard to u rental unit, or to the common ureas 
of the structure containing the rental unit, 
which work was done in order to be in compli
ance with State m· local luw, or was done to 
repuir damage resulting from fire, earthquake 
or other casualty or naturul disaster. 

(p) &ill, The considcmtion, including 
any bonus, benefits or gmtuity, demunded or 
received by a landlord for or in ,:m111ectio11 with 
the use or. occupancy of II rental unit, or the 
assignment of a lease for such a unit, including 
but not limited to monies demanded or paid fat 
parking, furnishings, food service, housing ser
vices of any kind, or subletting. 

(q) Rent Increases. Any additional 
monies demanded or paid for rent as defined in 
item (p) above, or any reduction in housing ser
vices without a COl'l'esponding reduction in the 
monies demanded or paid for rent; provided, 
however, that where the landlord has been puy
ing the tenant's utilities and cost of those utili
ties increase, the landlord's passing through to 
the tenant of such increased costs does not con
stitute a rent increase; and (2) where ,there !ms 
been a change in the landlord's property tux 
allributable to a ballot measure approved by the 
voters between November I, 1996, and 
November 30, 1998, the landlord's passing 
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through of such incl'eused costs in uccol'dunce 
with this Chupter does not constitute a rent 
increase. 

(r) RentuJ Unjts. All l'esidentinl dwelling 
units in the City nnd County of Sun Fl'llncisco 
together with the lund mid uppul'teriunt build
ings thereto, und nil housing services, privi
leges, furnishings'und facilities supplied in con
nection with the use or occupuncy thereof, 
including garage and parking facilities, The 
term shull nm include: 

(I) housing accommodutions in 
hotels, motels, inns, tourist' houses, rooming 
und boarding houses, provided that ut such time 
us an accommodation has been occupied by a 
tenant for thirty-two (32) continuous days or 
more, such uccommodation shall become a 
rentul unit subject to the provisions of this 
chapter; provide~ further, no lundlord slrnll 
bl'irig 1111 uction to l'ecover possession of such 
unit in Ol'der to avoid having the unit come 
within the provisions of this chuptel', An evic
tion fol' 11 pul'pose not permitled under Sec. 
37.9(11) shall be deemed to be 1111 action to 
recover possession in order to uvoicl hnving a 
unit come within the pl'ovisions of this chapter; 

(2) dwelling units in non-profit 
coopel'lltives owned, occupied und controlled 
by II majol'ity of the l'esidents 01· dwelling units 
solely owned by a non-pl'Ofit public benefit cor
pomtion governed by a boul'd of directors the 
majority of which are l'esidents of the dwelling 
units and where it is required in the corporate 
by-laws thut rent increases be upproved by a 
majority of the residents; 

(3) housing accommodations in 
any hospitul, convent, monastel'y, extended care 
facility, usylum, residential cure or udult clay 
health care facility fol' the elclel'ly which must 
be operated pursuunt to a license issued by the 
California Depul'tment of Soc:inl Services, us 
required by Caiiforniu Health and Safery 
Chapters 3, 2 and 3.3, or in dormitories owned 
and opel'llted by an institution of higher educa
tion, a high school, or un elementary school; 

(4) except as provided in 
Subsections (A) nnd (B), dwelling units whose 
rents are controlled or regulutecl by uny govem
ment unit, agency or authority, excepting those 
ui1subsidized nnd/or unassisted units which are 
insmed by the United States Department of 
Housing and Urbun Development; provided, 
however, thul units in unreinforced masonry 
buildings which have undergone seismic 
strengthening in accordance with Building 
Code Chapters 14 and 15 shall remain subject 
to the Rent Ordinance to the extent that the 
Ordinance is not in con fl kt with the. seismic 
strengthening bond program or with the pro
gram's loai1 agreements or with any regulations 
promulgated thereunder; 

(A) For purposes or sec
tions 37.2, 37.3(a)(9)(A), 37.4, 37.5, 37.6. 

37.9, 37.9A, 37.IOA, 37.1 IA and 37.13, and 
the arbitrutioi1 provisions of sections 37 .8 and 
37 .SA applicuble only to the prnvisions of sec
tion 37.3(a)(9)(A), the term "rental units" shall 
include units occupied by recipients of tenant· 
based rentul assistunce where the tenant-bused 
rentul assistance progrum does not establish the 
tenant's shnre of base rent as n fixed percentage 
of II tenant's income, such as in the Section 8 
voucher program und the "Over-FMR 
Tenancy" progrnm defined in 24 CFR §982.4: 

(8) for purposes of sec
tions 37.2, 37.3(a)(9)(B), 37.4, 37.5, 37,6, 37.9, 
37.9A, 37. I0A, 37.1 IA and 37. 13, the term . 
"rentul units" shall include units occupied hy_ 
recipients of tenant-based rental assistance 
where the relll payable by the tenant under the 
tenant-based ('ental assistance program is a 
fixed percentage of the tenant's income; such as 
in the Section 8 certificate progrum and the 
rental subsidy program for the Housing 
Opportunities for persons with AIDS 
("HOPWA") program (42 U.S,C. §12901 et 
seq., as amended). 

(5) rental units located in II struc
ture for which a certificate of occupancy was 
first issued after the effective date of this ordi
nance, except as provided in Section 37.9A(b) 
of this chapter. 

(6) dwelling units in a building 
which has undergone substuntial rehabilitation 
after the effective elate of this ordinunce; pro
vided, however, that RAP rental units are not 
su~j~ct to this exemption, 

(s) Suhstuntjal Rehahilitatjon. · The ren
ovation, alteration or re1i10deling of residential 
units of 50 or more years of age which have 
been condemned or which do not qualify for 
certificates of occupancy or which require sub
stantial renovation in order to conform the 
building to contemporury standards for decent, 
safe and sanitary housing. Substantiul rehabil
itation may vary in degree from gutting and 
extensive reconstruction to extensive improve
ments that .cure substantial deferred mainte
nance. Cosmetic improvements alone such as 
painting,'decoraling and minor repairs, or other 
work which can be performed safely without 
having the• unit vacated do not qualify as sub
stantial rehabilitation. 

(I) Tenant. A person entitled by wriuen 
or orul agreement, sub-tenancy approved by the 
landlord, or by sufferance, to occupy a residen
tial dwelling unit to the exclusion of others. 

(u) Tenant-based Renrnl Assist:rnci;. 
Rental assistance provided directly to a tenant 
or directly lo a landlord on behalf of a particu
lar tenant, which includes but shall not be lim
ited lo certificates and vouchers issued pursuant 
lo Section 8 of the United Stales Housing Act 
of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. §l437f) and 
the I-IOPWA program. 

(v) Utilities. The term "utilities" shall 

refer to gas and electricity exclusively. 

Sec. 37.3 Rent I,imitutjons. 
<ul Rent Jncre;ise 1,imitotions for Tennnts 

iu Occntmncy. Lundlords may impose r;ent 
increuses upon tenunts in occupancy only as 
provided below: 

(I) Annual Rent Increase. On March I 
of each year, the Bourd shull publish the 
increuse in the CPI for the preceding · 12 months, 
as made uvuilable by the U.S. Department of 
Labor. A landlord muy impose unnuully II rent 
increase which does not exceed a tenant's buse 
rent by more than 60% of said published 
increase, In no event; ,however, shull the allow
able annuul increase be greater thun 7%. 

(2) ~- A landlord who refrains 
froin imposing an annuul rent increase or uny 
portion thereof may accumulate said increase 
und impose that amount on the tenunt's subse
quent rent increase anniversary dutes. A land
lord who, between April I, 1982 and Februury 
29, 1984, hus banked an 4111nu11I 7% rent 
increase (or rent increases) or imy portion 
thereof may impose the accumuluted increase 
on the tenant's subsequent rent increi1se 
anniversary elates. 

(3) C;1phal lmprovemenJs. Rehnhili
li!lion. und Enercy Conservation· Measures. For 
any petitions filed after April IO. 2000 or j1end
ini: petitions where no final decision has heen 
issued by April I 0, 2000. -A ll lllndlmd may ll!!1 
impose rent increases based upon the cost of 
capital improvements, relmbilitation or energy 
conservation , except as pmvidecl in this sec-
1.imJ. A lnndlorcl who !ms performed seismic 
strencthenilHl in accordance with Buiiclinc 
Code Chnpters 14 and 15. m;1y impose rent 
increases for seismic reJrofit in an mnount not 
to exceed 5% of the tennnt's hase rent in any 
twelve < l 2l month perjod. 

<al However. in no event shall 
deninl of n rent increase for c:1pi1nl improve
ments. rehahilitntion or enercy consi;rvnJion 
measures deny the landlord a consJjtuJionnlly 
required fair reJurn on Jhe property under the 
maintcnan£e or net operaJing income sJandnrd 
of fair return. In determinhm such t'l~rurn. the 
landlord's net operating income. exclusive of 
mort,.:ace principle and inJerest. in rhe hase 
year hefnre enactment of renJ control limita
tions shall he increased nJ the rare of 40% of the 
hwrease jn lhe CPI since Jhe base year. 

!hl All rent increases for c:1p
ital improvement, rchahiliratjon or enerpy cnn
seryarinn meusures which were anproved ql'Jer 
April I 0. 2000 and paid hy the tenan't, and were 
1101 for seismic rerrotit. shall he refunded 10 the 
tenant 110 later than December .11. :moo. If the 
landlord fails to refund the excess re111 hy 
December 31. 2000, the tenant may deduct the 
:1111011111 of the refund from f111ure rent pax.: 
ments. or hri111: a civil action under Section 
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37, 11 A. Qt exercise uny other ex,islinii reme
dies, Where n rent increase included costs for 
scjsmjc retrofit, the hmdlord or tennnt mny 0·1c 
n request IQ the Boord to cllkulntc the mnount 
of the nUownble rent iucrense, ti•o~·illell 1h111 
8tteh t.18818 itre eeflitietl flUFHlHtHl to . Set11l8H6, 

3?.7 111111 37.88 below1 ti•o~illell further 111111 
,,,.,here U htndlerd lt88 fJOFfePlnet-1 Heitunie 
1tlrllRf!ilheRh1g .hi 11ceorll11nce .,ilh 81tillli11g 
Elolle Elh11t1ter1t 14 111111 1§, 110 i11erc11se l'or e11t1i 
1111 im11ro, e1ile111it Ei111il1tlli1t! b111 1101 limilell to 
seiHHlit, utNHgthening~ tthttll t!Mt1eet1, in HH) 
111.'elr.e Oi!l month 11erioll, 19% ol' the te111111t's 
b111te NIii, 1t1tbjeet lo rt1les 11llot1te1I b~ the 8011rtl 
lo 11re ,1ent h111lllortl h11rtlsl1i11 11ntl to tJe11111it l1111tl 
l01•tht to t1ttnlit1t1e le nttthUuin theitr huildingu in 
a deeont; H1tt·e nnd tut11itm•~ t1onditio11, ,),, ln11tl 
loNI nttt~ uoou111~lt1te 1111) tltWtiHed hit1rem1e 
¥11ltit1h tmt1eetls this ttn1eu1u tt1td httpooe tltta 
inereaue in nuboettuent ) eu11n, st18jet1t 10 lite IQ% 

· lhnitntien, ~lotlting in tltio ttt1hHet1tio11 nhttll 1'3e 
uotutlrtu1d to 1n11,e11uotle a11~1 Rotu•tl 11ule1t t111 1eg 
ul1ttionM v, itlt 17'!u,ect ts lintiUUions 011 inc1•et11teu • 
buuetl upoH t!Uf'ilttl in11,-10•, e1nonln whotlte11 t'el' 
ft1r111etl oopm•utel~ 81 in eo1~unetion 1.1i1h uoiu 
n1ie utrenglltening · i1n1,ro, e1nenl1t 1,ur!tt1t1nl 10 
811iltli11g Ctille Cl111p1e11s I 4 1111tl I§, 

(4) !!till1ics, A landlord may impose 
increases bused upon the cost of utilities as pro
vided in Section 37.2(0) ubove. 

(5) Chnrces Relnted to Excess Wnter 
l,!se. A lundlord may impose· increuses not to 
exceed fifty percent of the excess use charges 
(penalties) levied by the.San Francisco Wuter 
Department on u building for use of water in 
excess of Wuter Department ullocutions under 
. the following conditions: 

(A) The landlord prnvides tenants 
with written certification thut the following 
have been instulled in 1111 units: (I) permanent
ly-instulled retrnfit devices designed to reduce 
the amount of wuter used per flush or low-flow 
toilets . ( 1.6 gutlons per flush); (2) low-flow 
showerheads which allow u flow of no more 
tlmn 2.5 gullons per minute; und (3) faucet aer
ators ( where installation on C\IITent faucets is 
physically feusible); und 

(BJ The landlord provides the len
unts with written certificution that no known 
plumbing leuks currently exist in the building 
und thut any leuks reporled . by tenants in the 
future will be promptly repaired; und 

(CJ The lundlord provides the ten
unts with a copy of the water bill for the period 
in which the penalty wus charged. Only penal
ties billed for a service period which begins 
after the effective dale of lhc ordinance I April 
·20, 1991] muy be passed lhrnugh lo lennnts. 
Where penalties rcsull from an allocalion 
whid1 docs not rcl'Jcct documented changes in 
occupancy which occurred after March I, 1991, 
a landlord must, if requested in writing by a 
tenanl. make a. good failh cfforl to appeal the 
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ullotment. Increuses bused upon penulties shull 
be pro-rated on u per room basis provided that 
the tenancy existed during the ·time the penulty 
churges uccrned, Such churges sl111II hot 
become part of. u tenant's buse rent. Where u 
penulty in uny given billing period reflects n 
25% or more increase in consumption ove1· the 
prior billing period, 1111d where thut increuse 
does not appear to result frolll increused occu
puncy or 1111y other known use, a landlord m·11y 
not impose any increase bused upon such 
penalty unless inspection by II licensed plumber 
or Water Department inspector foils to reveal 11 

plumbing or other leak. If the inspection does 
reveal u leuk, no increase bused itpon penalties 
muy be imposed at any time for the period of 
the umepuired leak. · 

(6) Property Tn,s. A landlord may 
impose increases bused upon a change in the 
landlord's property tax: resulting from the 
repayment of geneml obligation bonds of the 
City and County of San Francisco approved by 
the voters between .November I, 1996, und 
November 30, 1998 as provided in Section 
37 .2(o) above, Any rent jncrense fm; bonds 
approved after the effective dnre of this initiative 
ordhmnce must he• djsdosect nnd approved hy 
the voters, The amount of such increase shall be 
determined for each tux yeur as follows: 

(A) The Controller and the Board 
of Supervisors will .determine the percentage of 
the pro1ierty tux rule, if uny, · in each tux year 
uttributnble to genernl obligation bonds 
approved by the voters between November I, 
1996, and November 30, 1998, und repayable 
within such tax yeur . 

(8) This percentuge shall be mul
tiplh:d 6y the total amount of the net taxuble 
value for the applicable tax yeur. The result is 
the dollar amount of property tuxes fo'r thut tax 
year for u particular property uttributuble to the 
repayment o( genernl obligation bonds 
approved by the voters between November I, 
1996, and.November 30, 1998, 

(C), The dollar umount calculated 
under Subsection (8) shall be divided by the 
total number of ull units in euch property; 
including commercial units. That figure shall 
be divided by twelve months, to determine the 
monthly per unit costs for that tax yet1r of the 
repayment of general obligation bonds 
approved by the voters between November I, 
1996, and November 30, 1998. 

(D). Landlords may pass through 
to each unit in a particular property the dollar 
ammi;11 calculated under this Subsection (6). 
This passlhrough may be imposed only on the 
tcnnnl's anniversary date. This passthrnugh 
shall not become a part of a tcnnnl 's base rent. 
The amount of each annual passthrough 
imposed pursuant 10 this Subscclion (6) may 
vary l'rom year-to-year, depending on the 
amounl calcultlled under Subsections (A) 

through (C), Each annual pnssthrough . shull 
upply only for the twelve-month period after it 
is imposed. A lundlord muy impose the 
pussthrough described in this Subsection (6) for 
u purticul,ur tux year only wit~ respect to those 
tenants who were.residents of a purticulur prop
erty on Nove1nbe1· I of the upplicuble tax yeur, 
A landlord shall not impose u pussthrough pur
suimt to this_ Subsection (6) if. the landlord hus 
filed for or received Board upprovul for a rent 
increase under Section 37.8(e)(4) for increased 
operating and maintenance expenses in which 
the snme increase in property tuxes due to the 
repayment .of generul obligation bonds was 
included in· ihe comparison year cost totuls, 

(E). The Bourd will have avniluble 
u form which explains · how to . calculate the 
pass through. 

(F), Landlords must provide to 
tenants, ut leust · thirty (30) duys prior to the 
imposition of the pussthrough permitted under 
this Subsection (6), a copy of the completed 
form described in Subsection (E), This com
pleted form shull be provided in addition to the 
Notice of R~nt Increase required under Section 
37.3(b)(5), A tenunt muy petition for u hearing 

under the procedure described in Section 
37.8 where the tenant alleges that u lundlord 
has imposed II charge which•exceeds the limita
tions set forth in this Subsection (6), In such 11 

heuring, the burden of proof shull be on the 
lundlord. Tenunt · petitions regarding this 
passthrough must be filed within one yeur of. 
the effective dutc of the pussthrough. 

(G). The Bourd muy umend its 
rules und regulutions us necessary to implement 
this Subsection (6), 

(7) RAP Lonns. A landlord may 
impose rent increases uttributuble to the Chief 
Adminisu·u\ive Officer's nmortizution of the 
RAP loan in 1111 m:en designutcd on or ufter July 
I, 1977 pursuunt to Chupter 32 of the Sun 
Fmncisco Administrative Code. 

(8) Addjtjonnl Increuses. A landlord 
who seeks to· impose nny rent increase which. 
exceeds those permitted ubove shull petition for 
u rental arbitmtion hearing pursuunt to Section 
37 .8 of this chupter, 

~9j A ltmlllol'll 11111y i1111m11e 11 11e111 
i11e11e11111i te 11eeo~·e11 e011t11 i11tltlfl1etl fo11 1l1e 11e111e 
tli111ion of le11tl h11i!t11tl11, tllt tlelinetl ht S1111 
F111111eise11 lle11llh Cotle A111iele 26. S1teh 
h1e11em1e11 11111)' Ile ll11Betl on el111ngetl in 011e11111ing 
llllti nrninle1111ntlll lll!!ltlllllllll tll' fe11 tlllllilttl 
illljll'0\'lllllllnl ll1tjlentiillll1tl11 11!1 1011g ll11 lhtl tltlllltl 
whieh 1111e the l!t111io of the ltllll i11tl1tl11ue 1111tl 11 
11111!1!ltt11li11I 111111ti11n of the w111 It Yr hiel1 111!11hi11 e11 

t'e111edit1te11 11 le11tl l1tti!tt1'tl, tttl tlelinetl in S1111 
F11u11ei11eo Heulth Gotle A1'tiele 2fl, 1111tl 111'0¥itl 
etl l'm1he1•thut 1meh ee11111 tll'tl 11p111e\1etl fo11 01ie11 

(Continued on next page) 
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ating and 1t111it11eno11t1e eupense· ino11et1Hes pMI' 
8llllltl 18 Seeli811 37,8fe➔(4 ➔tM 11118 t!8111iftec,I 1111 

e11pi111I itttpP8 ,18ftl81tlll !lllf811111ll 18 Seelit!II 37.7 
l,elew, 

Whe11 ,ent ine10Rsett ttre 11uthorifl!etl "~ 
lhie e11hseuli8t1 f11➔f8➔, lhe 181111 re111 i1te11euee liw 
hoth OfJ8ftlti11g tuul 1nt1infemu,~e eHpe11Hos 111td 
e1111i111I it111'•8 ,e1t1e1tle sh11II 1181 e11eeec,I I Q'lii in 
11tty 1wel1,1e (Iii!➔ 111en1h 11eri81I. If11l18'1,11l!le renl 
h1e,ettoes tbte to the e8sts sf letttl t1eH1editttitH\ 
aad abuteR1e111 ,vorJt e,u~eett JQ9& in Hit)' 12 
1neRth ~e•iod, tHt Jr1thttinistrt1ti•t~ buw Jt1tlge 
sh11ll 11111'I~ 11 1'8l'lie11 ef s11eh e11ee110 18 lll'Pl'B~ ell 
8peratiHg and 1nttitttennntte ettpenne1:1 for loud 
,e111ediation ,,eorlt; und the htthmce, t~ ttlt~, to 
eertitied ear,ittll intpre ,1e1nonts; pI1e,1ided, 1101111 

e,e,, thttt stteh ine11ettne ahftll not ent?eetl I Qq~. 
1:\ htndlertl HUI)' ueeu1nuh11e un,• apptl()\•e8 el' 
eeNiHetl i11e11eott1! r1J1hieit. otteeedu tl1iu t111tat111t, 

8Hhjeel 10 Ille IQ9b li111il. 
( IO) With respect to units occupied 

by recipients of tenant-based rentul assistance: 
(A) If the tenunt's shure of the base 

rent is not calculuted us a fixed percentage of 
the tenunt's income, such a~ in the Section 8 
voucher program and the Over-FMR Tenancy 
Progmm, then: 

(i) If the buse rent is equal to or 
greater than the Payment Stundard, the rent 
increuse limitutions in Sections 37 .3(a)( I) and 
(2) shull apply to. the entire bnse rent, and the 
arbitmtion procedures for those increases set 
forth in section 37.8 and 37.8A shall apply. 

· . (ii) If the buse rl,!111 is less than 
the Puyment Standard, the rent increase limita
tions of this Chapter shall not upply; prov::' ~d. 
however, that any rent increase which would 
result in the buse rent being equal to or greater 
than the Payment Stundard slmll not result in a 
new buse rent thut exceeds the Payment 
Stmtdurd plus the increase ullowuble under 
Section 37.3(a){ I). 

(8) If the tenant's share of the base 
rent is culculated as a fixed percentuge of the 
tenant's income, such as in the Section 8 cer
tificute progmm and the rentul subsidy program 
for the HOPWA prognun, the rent increase lim
itutions in Section 37 J(a){I) and (2) shall not 
111,ply. In such circumstances, adjustments in 
rent shall be made solely according to the 
requirements of the tenant-based rental assis
tunce program. 

(b) Notice of Rent lncrense for TcnmHs 
in Occupnncy. On or before the date upon 
which a landlord gives a tenant legal 1101icc of a 
rent increase, the landlord shall inform the ten-
11111, in writing, of the following: 

(I) Which portion of the rent increase 
reflects the annual increase, and/or a banked 
11111011111, if any; 

(2) Which portion of the rent increase 
teflects costs for increased operating and main
tenance expenses,· rents for comparable units, 

und/or cupitul improvements, rehubilitution, or 
energy conservatioit meusurcs, certified pur
suunt to Section 37.7; Any rent incrense certi
fied cine to increnses in operatiac and rnnintc
nance costs shall not exceed seven percent. 

(3) Which portion of the rent increase 
reflects the pussthrough of charges for gas and 
electricity, or bond measure costs descl'ibed in 
Section 37.3(a)(6) above, which charges shall 
be explained in writing on n form provided by 
the Bourd as described in Section 
37.3(a)(6)(E); 

(4) Which portion of the rent increase 
reflects the amortization of the RAP loan, as 
described in Section 37.3(11)(7) above. 

(5) Nonconfnr111inc Rent Increases. 
Any rent increase which does not conform with 
the provisions of this section.shall be null and 
void. 

(6) With respect to rental units occu
pied by recipients of tenant-based rental assis
tunce, the notice re.quirements of this 
Subsection (b) shall be required in addition to 
any notice required as part of the tenant-based 
rental assistance program. 

(c) Initial Rent Umitntion for Suhten;mts. 
A tenant who subleases his or her rental unit may 
clmrge no more rent upon initial occupancy .of the 
subtenant or subtenants than that rent which the 
tenant is currently paying lo the lm1dlord. 

(ell Effect of Deferred Maintenance on 
Passthrouchs for Lead Remediation Techniques. 

(I) When lead hazards, \vhich have 
been remediatecl or abated pursuant to San 
Francisco Health Code Article 26 are also vio
lations of slate or local housing health and safe
·ty laws, the costs of such work shall 1101 be 
passed through to tenants a:; ei1lm1 u cu11ilul 
im1111e~1e111e111 er an operating and maintenance 
expense if the Aclminislralive Law Judge finds 
that the deferred nmintenance, as defined herein, 
of the current or previous lmtcllord caused or con
tributed lo the existence of the violation of law. 

(2) In any unit occupied by a lead 
poisoned child and in which there exists a lead 
hazurd, as defined in San Francisco 1-leulth 
Code Article 26, there shull be a reb1111ablc pre
sumption that violations of slate or local l10us
ing health and safety laws caused or created by 
deferred maintenance, caused or contributed to 
the presence of the lead hazards. If the landlord 
fails lo rebut the presumption, that portion of 
the petition seeking a rent increase for the costs 
of lead hazard remediation or abatement shall 
be denied. If the presumption is rch1111ed. the 
landlord shall be entitled lo a rent increase if 
·otherwise justi11ed by the sland,irds sci J'orth in 
the Chapter. 

(3) For purposes of the evaluation of 
petitions for rent increases l'nr lead remediation 
work. maintcnmu:e is deferred if a reasonable 
landlord under the circumstances would have 
performed, on a regular basis, the mai 111e1rnll(:c 

work required lo keep the premises from being 
in violution of housing safety and lmbitability 
standards set forth in California Civil Code 
Section 1941 and the San Fruncisco Municipal 
Code. In order to prevail on a deferred niainte
nance defense, a tenant must show thut the level 
of repair or remediation currently required 
would have been lessened had maintenance 
been performed in a more timely manner. 

Sec. 37.7 Ccrtifkntjon of Rcntul 1n,·1·cuscs 
!'o•· c,ud1111 '"''"'''unHI '" 
RebnbllilHlhm HIHI flllll'V:~ 
Cour1m111fhm MeuHt•ttP!• Seismic 
lktr!!llt. 

(a) Authorily. In accordum:e with such 
guidelines as the Board shall .establish, the 
Board and designated Administrutive Law 
Judges shall lmve the authority to conduct hear
ings in order to certify rental increases to the 
extent necessary to amortize .(he cost of~ 
im111•e.emc111.1, 1ch11liili1t11it111, 1111tl enet'g) t!BII 
,lt!l11'111iBII lllt!ll.1lll1t!.I !;eismic rcJrpflr. Costs 
determined lo be allributable lo such work shall 
be amortized over a period of 20 years ;md shall 
not exceed 5% of the tenanJ's base relJI in any 
I 2 month perjod wliidi i.1 l'ui1 1111tl I e1111e11111Jlu 
fo11 1l1c I) 11c 111111 1he c11hm1 t1f the w1111lt 1111tl .. hit!h 
will fl11B¥itlc 1111 illt!t!lllilt! It! lt1111llt11tl.1 IB 11mh1 
1t1i11, i1111111811e 111111 re11t111111c 1l1ci1 111•1111c1•1ic.1 11 hilt! 
tll lht! ,lttlllt! time Jll~llc!t!ling lt!IIUlll.1 fl't!III t!ltCe.1 
.1i1,1c 1•c111 i11t!re11.1c~. Costs allributable to routine 
repair and maintenance shall 1101 be ce11ilied. 

(b) Requirements for Certitkution. The 
Board and designated Administrative Law 
Judge·s may only certify the costs of ~ 
illlfll'Br't!IHt!lll.l, 1dtt1liilitt1lit111, untl c!llt11'l;) t!IIII 
.tt!l'\tlliBII lllt!U.llll'e!I seismic retrolit where the 
following criteria are met: 

(I) The landlord completed ~ 
illlfll'tl\'t!Hlt!lll.r or l't!h111Jili1111it111 seisrni.,; retrofit 
on or after April 15, 1979, e11 the lt1111II0111l e1,111 
11lc1ctl i11.,t11l1111it111 er t!llt!r,;) ee11.1c1•11111ie11 lllt!II 
:1t11'e.1 011 111• 111'1c11 Jttl) 2 I, 19!-\2 111111 htt.1 !iletl 11 
1111t1ef Bf e1111111lit111ct! with the 8u11c11H t1f 
-B11il11i11,; ll1!111ectitlll i11 11cc1,r1hmec wi1h the 
re11ui1•c11w1l!1 of Scetit,n 1207(11) t1f the 
I lt1t1.tin,; Gode: 

('.!) The landlord has not yet increased 
the rent or rents lo reflect the cost of said work; 

( 3) The landlord has 1101 been com
pensated for the work by insuralll:e proceeds; 

(4) The building is 1101 subject lo a 
RAP loan in a RAP area designated prior to 
July I. IIJ77. 

(5) The landlord .\l'.lill._j1aid for the 
seismic re1roli1 Illes the L'erlil1ca1ion petition no 
laler,lhan live (5) years after the wmk has l1cc11 
cnmplctcd. 

(c) A111or1izalion and C'nsl Allnealion. 

(Continued on next page) 
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• I , , • 

The Board slmll establish 111nortizatio11 periods 
and cost allocation· fol'lnul11s. Costs shall be 
11lloc11ted to each imit according to the benefit 
of the work 11ttribut11ble to such unit. 

(d) Estimotor. The Board or its Executive 
Director mny hire 1111 estimntor where 1111 expert 
npprnisul is required. 

(e) Filini: Fee. The Board shall estublish 
ii filing fee bused upon the cost of the t!llf'itttl 
ilttpf8\@H1011l; ~ltttbililtti811; 8f tnlOI !~' ~8H8Clln, tl 

1it1R 111e11suftls sejsmjc retrofit being reviewed. 
Such fees will pay fo1· the costs of 1111 estimutor. 
These fees shull be deposited in the Residential 
Rent Stabilization 1111d Arbitration Fund pursuant 
to Section I Q.117-88 of this code. 

(t) A11121icmjon Procedure. 
(I) ~- Landlords wllo seek 

to pass through the costs of l!t1flil1tl i11tflrt1, e 

1nenttt; rehttbilittttitu,1 8£ e11s,gy t:'81trteP11ttlien 
111e118111e11 3ejsmjc reJrnfit must file un applic11-
tion on II form rrescribed by· the board. The 
application shall be uccompunied by such sup
porting materials us the Board shnll prescribe. 
All upplicntlons must be submitted with the fil. 
ing fee estnblished by the board. 

(2) Filini: PnJe. Applici1tions 
must be filed pri~r to the muiling or delivery of 
legnl notice of II rent incrense to the tenants of 
units for which the landlord seeks certificntion 
nnd in no event more than five (5) yeurs after 
the work hus been completed. 
· (3) Effect of Eilini: Appjjcn1jon. · 

Upon the filing of the 11pplication, the request
ed increnses will be inpperntive until such time 
us the Administrutive Law Judge mnkes find
ings of t'ui:t 111 the conclusion of the certification 
hearing. 

(4l Notjce (o Parties. The Board 
shall calendar the application for heuring 
before a designated Administmtivc Law Judge 
und shall give written notice of the date to the 
parties nt least 10 days prior to the hearing. 

(gJ Cerliticu1ion Menrjn11s. 
(I) J'jme of (-leurin11, The heuring 

shall be held within 45 days of the filing of the 
application. 

(2) Cnnsoljda(jon. To the greutest 
extent possible, certilication hearings with 
respect to u given building shall be consolidat
ed, Where u landlord and/or tenant has filed a 
petition for hearing based upon the grounds and 
under the procedure set forth in SecliOJI 37 .8, 
the Bourd may, in its discretion, consolidate 
certification hearings with hearings on Section 
37.8 petitions. 

(3) Conduct nf 1-(eal'ini;. The hearing 
shall be conducted by an Adminislralive Law 
Judge designated by the Board. Both parties 
may offer such documents. testimony, wrilten 
declarations or other evidence as may be perti
nent to the proceedings. Burden of proof is on 
the landlord. A record of the proceedings must 
be maintained for purposes of appeal. 
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(4) Pcitermjnutjon of the AdmioisJmlive 
Lnw Jud1,te. .In accordance with the Board's 
amortization schedules und cost 11lloc11tion for- · 
·111ul11s, the .Administmtive Luw Judge shull 
1riuke findings as to whether or not the pro
posed rent increases ure justified bused upon 
the following considerntions: 

(A) The upplication and its sup- · 
porting documentation; · 

(B) Evidence presented 111 'the 
hearing establishing both the extent 1111d the 
cost of the work performed; 

(C) Estimutor's report, where 
such report hus been prepured; und · · 

(D) Any other such relevunt foe
. tors 11s the bourd shall specify in Rules 1111d 
· Regulations. 

(5) Fjndh111s of Fae(. TI1eAdministmtive 
Law Judge shall make written findings of fuel, 
copies of which shull be muiled within 30 d11ys 
of the hearing. 

(6) Payment or Refund of Rents to 
Implement Certificotion Decjsjon. If the 
Administrutive·Law Judge finds that all m· nny 
portion of the heretofore inoperntive rent 
increase is justified, the tenant shall be ordered 
to pay the landlord that umount. If the tenant 
lms paid an amount to the landlord which the 
Administrative Law Judge finds unjustified, the 
Administrative Law Judge shall order the land
lord to reimburse the tenant said amount. 

(7) FhmlitY of Admiuistrntive Law 
.ludJile's Decjsjon, The decision of the 
Administrative Law Jtidge shall be final unless 
the Board vacates his or her decision ·on appeal. 

· (8) ..8.Jlmllils. Either party muy file an 
appeal ofthe Administmtivc Luw Judge's deci
sion with the Board. Such appeals are gov
erned by Section 37.8(t) below. 

Sec. 37,8A llia1cdjted Hcnrlng Prm~edm·cs, 
As an alternative to the hearing procedures 

set forth in Sections 37.7(g) und 37.8(e) above, 
a landlmd or tenant may, in certain cuses, 
obtain an expedited hearing and final order 
with the written consent of all parties. This sec
tion contains the exclusive grounds and proce
dures for such hearings. 

(a) Appticahjljly. A tenant or landlord 
muy seek an expedited hearing for the follow
ing petitions only: 

(I) Any landlord capital improve
ment petition where the proposed increase for 
certified e1111i111I i1111i1•uH~111e111 scjsmjc rnlmtil 
costs does not exceed lite g1•tit1hi1 uf I 0% 52rl 
UI: 8,30.00 uf u IUIIUIII 

0!1 limltl 11e11l und the purties 
stipulate to the cost of the t!tl(litttl i1111wu~•ti111e11111 
seismic rc1rnn1: 

(2) Any tenant · petition alleging 
decreased housing services with a past value 
not exceeding $1,000.00 as of the date the peti
tion is liled; 

(3) Any tenant petition alleging the 

lundlord's failure to repair and maintain the 
premises us required by state or local luw; 

. (4) Any tenant -petition alleging 
unlawful rent increases where the purties stipu
late to the tenunt's rent history and the 1·ent . 
overpayments do not exceed u tcitul of 
$1,000.00 as of the date the petition is filed; 

(5) Any petition conceming jurisdic
tionul questions where the pm'lies stipulate to 
the relevant facts. 

(b) Heorioi: Procedures. The petition 
applic11tion procedures of Sections 37.7(t) nncl 
Section 37.S(c) und (d) apply to petitions for 
expedited heari11gs. The hem'ings shull be con
ducted according to the following procedures: 

(I) Time of He1irini:. The heuring 
must be held within twenty-one (21) duys of the 
filing of the written consent of 1111 the parties. 
The level of housing services provided to ten
imts' rental units shall not be decreased during 
the period between the tiling of the petition and 
the conclusion of the hearing. 

(2) Consolidation. To the greatest extent 
possible, 1111d only with the consent of the par
ties, hearings with respect to a given building 
shall be consolidated. 

(3) Conduct of Hemfo~. The hearing 
shull be conducted by un Administrative Law 
Judge designated by the Board. Both parties. 
may offer such documents, testimony, written 
declurntions or other eyidence as may be perti
nent to the proceedings. Stipulations of the 
piu·ties as required under Sections 37.8A(b)(I), 
(b)(4) and (b)(S) shall be required as evidence. 
Burden of · proof requirements set forth in 
Section 37.7 nncl 37.8 are applicable to the 
hearing cutegories in Section 37.8A(b) above. 
No record of the hearing shall be maintained 
for any purpose. 

(4) Order of the Administrative Law 
~. Based upon all criteria set forth in 
Section 37.7(4) and 37.8(e)(4) governing the 
petition, the Administrative Law Judge shull 
make a written order no I.Iler tlu11i' ten ( I 0) days 
ufter the hearing. The Administrative Law 
Judge shall muke no findings of filct. The 
Administrntive Law Judge shall order payment 
or refund of amounts owing to a party or par
ties, if amounts are owed, within a period of 
time not to exceed fortY,-five (45) days. 

(5) Slay nf Order. The Administrative 
Law Judge's order shall be stayed for fifteen 
( 15) days from the date of issuance, During 
this period, either party may lodge a written 
objection lo the order with the Board. If the 
Board receives such objection within this peri
od, the order is automatically dissolved and the 
petitioning party may refile the petition for 
hearing under uny other appropriate hearing 
procedure set forth in this chapter. 

(Continued on next page) 
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(6) finaljly of Achninis1cotive Low 
Juclge's Order. . If no objection lo the 
Administmtive Law Judge's ot'der is made pur
suant to Subsection (c)(5) above, the order 
become final. The order is not subject to appeal 
to the Board under Section 37.S(t) nor is it sub
ject to judicial review pursuant to · 

Section 37 .8(t)(9). 

SEC. 37.88 · Exvedited Henrin11 npd 
Anneol Procedures for 
Cnpltol Improvements Re
suutn11 From Seismic Work on 
Unn.informt Mamoi UnHdim:, 
Pursunnt to nn1Jdin11 Code 
Chapters 14 und 15 where 
Landlords Performed the 
Work wUh n UMBHond Lonn, 

This section contains the exclusive proce
dures fo1• nil hearings conceming certification 
of the ubove-describcd capital improvements. 
Landlords who perform such work without a 
UMB bond loan arc subject to the capital 
improvement certification pmccdmes set forth 
in Section 37.7 above. 

(a) Requirements for Certificmion. The 
landlord must have completed the capital 
improvements in compliance with the require
ments of Building Code Chapters 14 and 15. 
The certification requirements of Section 
37.7(b)(2) and (b)(3) arc also applicable. 

(b) Amortization and Cos( Allocation: 
~- Costs shall be equally allocated to 
each unit and amortized over a ~ ~ 
12!ll year period or the life of any loan acquired 
fol' the capital improvements, whichever is 
longer. Interest shall be limited to the actual 
interest rate charged on the loan and in no event 
shall exceed I 0% per year. 

(c) Eligible llcms, Costs. Only those 
items required in ol'clcr to comply with 
Building Code Chapters 14 and 15 may be cer
tified. The allowable cost of such items may 
not exceed the costs sci forth in the Mayor's 
Office of Economic Planning uncl 
Development's publication of eslimatccl cost 
ranges for bolts plus retrol111ing by building 
prototype and/or categories of eligible con
strnclion activities. 

(cl) Hcnrjng Procedures. The application 
proccdlll'es of Sections 37.7(1) apply 10 peti
tions for these expedited capilal improvement 
hearings; provided, however, that the lancllorcl 
shall pay no filing fee since the Board will 1101 
hire an estimator. The hearings shall be con
ducted according lo the following procedures: 

(I) Time or 1-h;arjn~: Consolidnlion: 
ConducJ of 1-lcnrinu. The hearing must be held 
within twenty-one (21) clays of the liling of the 
upplicalion. The consolidation and hearing 
conduct proce.clures of Section 37.7(g)(2) and 
(g)(3J apply. 

(2) Dcterminalion of Aclminislrulivc 

Luw Judge. In accordance with the require
ments of this section, the Administrative Luw 
Judge shall make findings us to whether or not 
the proposed rent increases are justified based 
upon the following considemtions: 

(A) The application and its sup
porting documentation; 

(B) Evidence presented ut the 
hearing establishing both the extent and the 
cost of the work performed; and 

(C) The Mayor's Office of 
Planning and Economic Development's bolts 
plus cost range publication; and 

(D) Tenant objections that the 
work has not been completed; and 

(E) Any other such relevant fac
tors as the Board shall specify in rules uncl reg
ulations. 

(3) fincHni:s of F;ic1: Effect of 
~- The Aclministrutive Law Judge slmll 
make written findings of fact, copies of which 
shall be mailed within twenty-one (21) clliys of 
the hearing. The decision of the Aclministmtive 
Law Judge is final unless the Board vucates it 
on appeal. ' 

(e) ~- Either party may appeal the 
Administrative Law Judge's decisions in accor
dance with the requirements of Section 
37.8(1')(1),(1)(2) and (1)(3). The Board shall 
decide whether or not to accept an appeal with
in twenty-one (21) clays. 

(I) Time of Appeal Hearing: Notice 
to Parties: Record: ConducJ of Heuring. The 
appeal pmcecllll'es of Section 37.8 (1)(5), (1)(6), 
(t)(7), (t)(8) and (1)(9) apply; provided, howev
er, ihat the Board's decision shall be rendered 
within twenty (20) clays of the hearing. 

(2\ RenJ lncrcnscs. A lancllorcl may 
not impose any rent increases approved by the 
Board on appeal without at least sixty (60) clays 
notice to the tenants. 

SECTION TWO; SEYERAHILITY 
If any provision of clause of this iuilio1ivc 

ordinance or the application thereof to nny per
son or cjrcumstnncc is held Jo he unconstjtu
tionnl or to he otherwise invalid hy any courJ of 
crnnpe1ent jurisdiction, such inya)jdhy slrnll noJ 
nffocl other jnilintivc ordhrnncc !21'0Yisions, and 
ch111scs or 1his ini1i;11jvc ordinance ore declared 
scvcrnhlc. 
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Ir Telephoning the.Department of Elections 

The Department of Elections has special 
telephone llnes for specific purposes: 

• To register to vote, call 554-4375; 
• To request an Absentee Ballot appllcatlon, 

call 554-4375; 
• Fo,r Information about becoming a Poll Worker, 

call 554-4385; 
• For election results on Election Night, 

call 554-4375; 
• For election Information, Including Election 

Night results, visit the Department of 
Elections web site at: 

http://www.sfgov.org/election 
• For all other Information, call 554-4375 

For your convenience and because of the huge number of 
calls during the weeks leading up to the election, the 
Department of Elections uses automa,ed information lines 
in addition to regular operators. If all operators are busy, 

· callers may hear recorded messages which will direct them 
to leave their name, address and telephone number. 
Callers with touch tone phones may be asked to press 
numbers to direct their calls to the right desk. Callers with 
rotary phones may wait on the· llne for an operator or to 
leave a message. 

_Avoid Long Lines - Vote by Mail 

It's as easy as 1-2-3. 
~ 1. Complete the application on th~ back cover of this pamphlet. 

~ 2. Put sufficient postage wher.e indicated. 

~ 3. Drop your completed application into a mailbox. 

Applications must be received by the Department of Elections no later than 5:00 p.m. on 
Tuesday, October 31, 2000 

Check the bottom left corner of 
the back cover of your voter 

pamphlet for the location 
of your. Polling Place. 

Your Polling Place Has Probably Changed 

We urge you to double-check the location of your polling place printed on the back 
page of this pamphlet. 
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Business Tax Revision 
PROPOSITION I 

Shall the City eHmlnate the gross receipts method of calculating the business 
tax and raise the existing payroll expense tax rate from 1.5 to 1.7 percent? 

YES .. 
NO .. • • 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

' THE WAY IT IS NOW: San Francisco collects a business tax 
from companies or persons doing business in the City. A 
business must use one of two methods to calculate the tax 

.owed: 

• 
• 

1.5 percent of its payroll; or 
an amount from $1.23 to $3.00 per thousand dollars 
of its gross receipts. 

The business must use the method that re~ults in the 
higher amount of taxes. 

. Any business owing less than $2,500 in taxes does not 
have to pay any tax. This is called the "small business 
exemption." · 

In addition to the tax, all businesses must pay an annual 
registration fee. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I Is an ordinance that would 

the past three years; a business had paid more under the 
gross receipts method than it would have paid under the 
payroll method, the City would refund or credit the differ
ence. 

Proposition I would raise the tax rate from 1.5 percent to 
1. 7 percent of the payroll for the 2000 tax year. After that, 
the rate would increase or decrease based on changes in 
how much the City collected from the business tax. 

Proposition I would keep the small business exemption, 
but the base amount would be adjusted annually so that 
changes in the tax rate would not disqualify small busi
nesses that would othe1wise be entitled to the exemption. 

Under Proposition I, the annual registration fees for most 
businesses would be reduced. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS:lf you vote yes, you want to make 
these changes to the City's business tax law. 

eliminate the gross receipts· method of tax calculation and A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
require all businesses to use the payroll method. If, during make these changes. 

Controller's Statement on "I" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal Impact of Proposition I: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my opin
ion, it would allow the City to retain the same level of busi
ness taxes that are currently being collected and allow 
those taxes to grow at a reasonable rate. 

The ordinance deletes the gross receipts portion of the 
business tax and increases the payroll portion to adjust for 
the change. It deletes the current payroll tax rate of 1.5% 
and allows the payroll tax rate to vary between 1 .4% and 
1. 7% of payroll expense based on the relative growth in 
City business tax revenue. This would mean that the rate 
would be reduced when revenue growth exceeds 7.5% and 
,he rate would be increased when the revenue growth 
drops below 2.5%. 

If future growth follows trends established over the last 25 
years, these changes would allow the City to receive 
approximately the same revenues it would have under the 
current tax structure. 

How "I" Got on the Ballot 
On August 9, 2000 the Department of Elections 

received a proposed ordinance signed by Mayor Brown. 

The City Election Code allows the Mayor to place an ordi
nance on the ballot in this manner. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-113 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Bus.iness Tax Revision 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

For more than thirty years, San Francisco businesses hi1ve paid The registration fee that all businesses pay would be reduced 
a business tax to the City based on either their payroll expense or . 'for 34,000 small businesses from $150 to $25 per year. · 
their gross receipts. Now several companies have sued the City; 
saying this tax is unconstitutional. If these companies win, the 
risk to the City's General Fund could be as much as 
$800 million-more than it provides annually for police, fire 
and public health services combined. We need your support to 
change our business tax ordinance In. order to head off this 
attack and save vital City services. 

Under this proposal, the business community as a whole will 
, pay the same amount as it did under the previous system. 

Small businesses are protected under the new ordinance. Of 
the 70,000 businesses registered with the City, '62,000 pay no tax 
now and wo.uld still pay no tax under this proposal. 

All of the business tax dollars will continue to go the City's 
General Fund to pay for services like public safety, transportation, 
public health and recreation and parks. 

According to the· Controller, the proposal is rcycnuc neutral, 
ensuring that the City will have the funds necessary to provide 
needed City services in the future, 

That is why we arc united in our support for this proposition. 

Mayor Willie L. Brown, J1: 
Treasurer Susan Leal 
City Attomey Louise H. Renne 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ·ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 
Incredible! 
The Mayor proposes a 13.3 % increase in your Payroll 

Expense Tax, $28 million a year out of your pocket, and does not 
mention the tax increase in his statement!. 

The Mayor's only defense for this huge increase in your 
Payroll Expense Tax is a court case the City might lose. He tries 
to scare voters saying the amount, if the City loses, "could be" 
$800 million. • 

First and foremost, NO LAWSUIT HAS.BEEN CONCLUDED 
AGAINST THE CITY! The City is currently the defendant in 
hundreds of suits, many "could" theoretically result in huge 
costs. Should we n\ise your Payroll Expense Tax enough lo cover 
every one of, these "could be" amounts? 

Second, even if the City loses, there is no reason to believe the 
amount will be more than a small fractio1) of the Mayor's "scare 
tactic" amount. San Francisco City Treasurer Susan Leal, 
commenting in the Examiner, said she believes the case "will not 
end up making a dent in the City's budget." · 

No doubt the Mayor will say employers, not workers, pay the 
tax anyway. This is equally misleading. Employers count ·your 
Payroll Expense Tax as a direct cost of employment, thereby 
reducing funds available to pay wages by this amount. · 

DON'T HE FOOLED! EVERY PENNY OF THIS 13.3% 
INCREASE IN THE PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX WILL 
COME FROM THE WORKING MEN AND WOMEN OF 
SAN FRANCISCO AND NO ONE ELSE! 

Protect our workers, their jobs and their families. 
Vote No on Proposition I. 

Fred Martin 
Chairman, San Francisco Taxpayers Association 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Business ·Tax Revision 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION I 

Vote.No on Proposition I. 
Plain and simple: Proposition I is a 13.3% increase i~t the 

city taxes on your pay. That's a $28,000,000.00 increase in 
taxes on your wages. If you are not prepared to pay it, you. 
should Vote No on I. 

Even worse: one use of your $28,000,000.00 is to pay tax 
refunds to companies that have few, often no employees in San 
Francisco. These companies, based mostly outside the Bay Area, 
will get tax refunds paid from the 13.3% increase in your Payroll 
Expense Tax FOR THE NEXT FIVE YEARS! Proposition I 
shifts this cost to those who provide badly needed jobs. Prop I 
thereby inhibits vital job growth in our city. 

The refunds go mostly to corporations selling products here. 
They make money from you. Under Proposition I, refunds go to 
these companies from a 13.3% increase in your Payroll Expense 
Tax. · 

Dean Anda!, Chairman, of the State Board of Tax Equalization 
says: 

"Proposition I is a disaster for working families in San 
Francisco. It does not meet the test of common sense. How can 

anyone, even the Mayor, seriously suggest a 13.3% increase in 
the payroll expense tax on the wages of working men and women 
to give refunds to big corporations, most of them from outside 
San Francisco?" 

Like Proposition I so far? Well, iead on. Prop I also repeals 
the "gross receipts method of calculating the business tax." Who 
pays the tax being repealed? Not you. Not the working people of 
San Francisco. 

So who pays the tax being repealed_? That's right! The tax 
being repealed is paid primarily by the same companies, most 
based outside San Francisco, who are gelling the refunds paid 
with the 13.3% increase in your Payroll Expense Taxes! 
. Protect San Francisco's jobs and workers and their 

families. Vote No on Proposition I. 

Fred Martin 
Chairman, San Francisco Taxpayers Association 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION I 
The opponents got it wrong. Prop. J is NOT a tax that you pay 

on your wages-in fact, Prop. J will only be paid by the largest 
8,000 businesses. It is an adjustment to the City's business tax 
structure so that the businesses that require the most services 
from the City pay their fair share. 

Prop. I will require the business community to contribute the 
same share to city services that they always have. 

Lawyers for a few large corporations arc trying to find a 
loophole in the City's business tax strncture. If we don't pass this 
measure, the City will have to pay back over $800 million to 
these large businesses. 

Prop I is NECESSARY to ensure these lawsuits do not 
cripple the City's ability to provide police, lire, and other critical 
services to its residents. 

Prop. I protects YOU, the citizens, not the clients of corporate 
lawyers trying to avoid paying their fair share. 

Mayor Willie Brown 
Treasurer Susan Leal 
City Attoniey Louise H. Renne 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Busi·ness Tax Revision 
PAID ARGUMENTS· 1N FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I 

The Committee on Jobs, a San Francisco-based busi.ness 
association, urges you to support Proposition I. 

Why would a business association support a change in the tax 
structure? As civic-minded businesspeople, we are committed to 
San Francisco's financial health, and we believe the City faces a 
threatto its fiscal stability. 

A recent court ruling threatens San Frnncisco's business tax 
structure and could ultimately force the City to pay out 
$800 million. Proposition I addresses the problem. The City · 
Controller has determined that this new tax structure will be 
revenue neutral to the City. 

Proposition I creates a tax structure that ties the business tax to· 
the economic conditions of San Francisco-a trne partnership 
based upon mutual interests. This solution is good for San 
Francisco and its diverse communities. Please join us in support
ing Proposition I. 

Nathan Nayman 
Executive Director, Committee on Jobs . 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is The Committee on Jobs. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Business Tax Revision 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROP.OSITION .I 

We have a record city treasury. The taxes are flowing into the 
Royal Courts. We have surpluses spilling out of our municipal 
coffers. We have money we haven't even figured out how to 
spend yet. But leave it to the scheming, rocket scientists at City 
Hall to conjure up a way to squeeze the golden goose and attack 
business. Here in the Left Coast, business is an easy target. 
Higher taxes are detrimental to our city. With skyrocketing 
office rents and still new and larger business taxes, don't expect 
these jt>bs to stay in San Francisco. Business will go to more 
favorable environments. And when they do move out, they'll 
take our jobs to the suburbs along with new urbnn spmwl and 
more pollt1tio11. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress 
San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. 

The City's business tax laws should be vigorously defended in 
court. 

This measure will: 
• Elimiiiate a tax that large downtown businesses pay. 
• Permit tax refunds for big businesses friendly to the Mayor. 
• Allow severnl corporations to continue to sue the City seeking 

tax breaks. 
• Increase taxes automatically when the economy is in a slump. 
• Increase taxes on many small businesses. 

Joel Ventresca 
Candidate for San Francisco Treasurer ( ! 997) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

Proposition I is a convoluted solution to a problem that should 
have never existed in the first place. 

The Gross Receipts Tax, which was found unconstitutional by 
a Los Angeles fedeml District · 

Cmu't, continues to be defended by the City Attomey's Office. 
Ruther than reach an out-of-court settlement which originally 
would have cost the City $300,000, millions now hung in the bal
ance. The City's lawyers have refused to budge. 

Unfortunately, it will be 8,000 small and middle-sized busi
nesses who will have lo bail olll the City, once the court case is 
lost. 

Prop. I would increase their taxes by 13.3%. And when there 
is a down-tum in the economy, as inevitably there will be, this 
measure will provide tax relief. Businesses will be forced to lay 
off workers, adding to the welfare rolls. 

The Sun Fnmcisco Republican Party urges every voter to Vote 
No on Proposition I, and culls upon the City and the plaintiffs· to 
settle ollt of court, eliminate the Gross Receipts Tax, accept the 
original settlement, and not misc payroll taxes. 

Sc111 Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Caspe1; Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate 
12th Congressional District 
Harold floogasian, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor 
.!11/ie Bell 
Albert Chang 
Lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. 
Edmond .fell' 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Les Payne 

Hm\'{/rd Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 

Erik Bjorn 
Elsa Che1111g 
Joel Homstein 
Gail E. Neira 
Rita O'Hara 
Sue 1-\/r)(}d,1· 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

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

P-111 



i' 

. Business Tax. Revision 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION I 

Vote NO 011 Propo~itio11 I 
By voting no on Proposition I, the voters will send a message 

to the City Attorney's Office and to the plaintiffs that settlement 
of the current lawsuit should be encouraged. Let the judicial 
process work this out - don't default to the voters and don't force 
small business to bail the City out of a lawsuit that should have 
been settled. The elimination of the gross receipts tax and raising 
the payroll tax rate n·om 1.5 to 1.7 percent will impose a greater 
burden on small and medium sized businesses in the City - why 
increase taxes in good times'? 

Citizens for a Better San Francisco 
Edward Poole, Chair• 
Honor Bulkley 
Jim Gi/le/'(//l 
George Pfau 
Doug Robbins 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Citizens for a Bet/er San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. 21st Century PAC 2. Chevron Corporation 3. 
George Jewett, Jr. 

THE GOLDEN GATE RESTAURANT .ASSOCIATION · 
OPPOSES PROP I 

The GORA opposes a payroll lax increase that will be shoul
dered by its member restaurants. A payroll lax increase is a dis
incentive for all small businesses, particularly those such as 
restaurants that are labor intensive, to give raises, hire new 
employees and create more jobs. It is too bad that the City 

. Attomey allowed this situation to deteriomte from the possibili-
ty of a reasonable settlement into a financial liability that small 
businesses ure being asked to shoulder. As small businesses did 
not create the problem, they should not be asked lo finance the 
solution. 

Golden Gate Restaurant Association 

The true source of funds used to pay for the printing fee of this 
argument is the Golden Gate Restaurant Association PAC. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are:' 1. Southern Wines and Spirits 2. GGRA 3. Scomas, 
Sausalito. 

' I 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked tor accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION I 

The Mayor hereby orders submitted to the· 
qualifi.ed electors of the City 1111d County of Sun 
Francisco ("City"), fOI' the November 7, 2000 
election, the following Ordinance amending the 
Sun Frnncisco Business Tax and Regulations 
Code. This Ordinance· is intended to require 
commerce and the business ~ommunity to carry 
a fnir share of the costs of local government in 
return for the benefits, opportunities and pro
tections afforded by the. City. These amend
ments, if approved by u n111jority of the voters, 
would: (I) for the 2000 tax year, set the rate of 
the Payroll Expense Tux paid by businesses at 
I. 70 percent; (2) starting with the 200 I tax 
year, adjust the annual Payroll Expense Tux rate 
between 1.40 percent and 1.70 percent depend
ing upon increases or decreases in business tax 
revenues; (3) eliminate the gross receipts 
method of calculating the tnx on businesses; (4) 
refund or credit such gross receipts-bused tuxes 
paid during the 1997, 1998 and 1999 tux years 
to the extent that such payments exceeded busi
nesses' tax liability for those yeurs as measured 
by their payroll expense; (5) reduce the regis
tration fee for most businesses; (6) retuin the 
existing Small Business Exemption and adjust 
such exemption to eliminate adverse impacts 
on small businesses clue to changes in the 
underlying tux rnte; (7) retain the existing 
Enterprise Zone Tax Credit, New Jobs Tax 

· Credit, Summer Youth Employment Tux Credit, 
Garment Manufoctm·ers' Tax Credit, and the· 
Credit for Surplus Business Tux Revenue; and (8) 
starting in 2003, consoliclute the deadlines for Iii· 
ing annual tux returns and applications for renew
ul of business registmtion certificates in order to 
ease udministmtive burdens on taxpayers. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City 
11nd County of Sun F1·1111cisco: 

Section I. Repeal of Article 12-A. The Sun 
Frnncisco Municipal Code is hereby amended 
by repealing Article 12-A of the Business Tux 
and Regulations Code in its entirety, The effec
tive date of the repent of Section 917. I of 
Article 12-A of the Business Tax and 
Regulations Code is Jm111ary I, 1997. 

Section 2, 'Jkpeal of ArJicle 12-B. The Sun 
Frnncisco Municipal Code is hereby amended 
by repeuling Article 12-B of the Business Tux 
and Regulations Code in its entirety. In addi
tion, the Business Tux (Gross Receipts Tax) 
imposed by Article 12-B of the Business Tax 
and Regulations Code and the exemption set 
forth in Section I 026.1 thereof arc hereby 
repealed cffcclivc for tax ycurs commencing on 
or after January I, 1997, Persons who paid the 
Business Tux (Gross Receipts Tax) !'or the 
1997, 1998 or 1999 lax years shall be entitled 
lo refunds and/or crcdils as specified in Article 
12-B of the Business Tax and Regulalions Code 
as enacted by this Ordinance. 

Section 3. Amendment; Enactment of New 
Article 12. The Sun Fmncisco Municipal Code 
is hereby umendecl by adding a new Article 12 
to the Business Tax and Regulmions Code to 
rend as follows: 

ARTICLE 12 
BUSINESS REGISTRATION 

SEC. 901. SHORT TITLE. This Article 
shall be· known as 1hc "Business Registration 
Ordinance," 

SEC. 902. OPERATION OF DEFINI
TIONS, Except where the context otherwise 
requires, the terms used in this Article shall 
have thl! meanings given to them in Sections 
902, I through 902. 11, inclusive, of this Article. 
Terms not clelinecl in this Article thut are 
defined in Article 6 of the Business Tax and 
Regulations Code shall have the same meaning 
given to them in that Article, 

SEC. 902.1. "AGENT." The term "ugent" 
mcuns un agent as that term is defined in Title 
9, Chapter I, Article I of the Civil Code of the 
State of California (Sections 2295 et seq,), as 
mnencled from time to time, or any successor 
statute, and includes, without limitation, an 
actual agent, ostensible agent, general agent, or 
special agent. 

SEC. 902.2. "BUSINESS." The term 
;,business" means any activity, enterprise, pro
fession, trade or undertaking of any nature con
ducted or engaged in, or orclinurily conducted 
or engaged in. with the object of gain, benefit 
or advantage, whether direct or indirect, lo the 
taxpayer or to m10ther or others. The term 
"business" includes nonprofit businesses, trade 
dssociations and subsidiary or indepr.nclcnt 
entities which conduct operations for the bene
fit of others and at no profit to themselves, The 
term "business" ulso includes an organization 
huving u formally recognized exemption from 

• income taxation pursuant lo Section 501(c), 
50 l (cl) or 40 I (a) ofTitle 26 of the Uni led States 
Code, as amended from time to time, us quali
fied by Sections 502, 503, 504 und 508 ofTitle 
26 of the United States Code, as amended from 
time to time, or the successor statutes of any of 
them. 

SEC. 9112.3, "CITY." The term "City" 
means the City and County of San Francisco, 

SEC. 9112.4. "NEWLY ESTAULISHED 
BUSINESS." (a) The term "newly cstublishcd 
business" means a business that was not con
ducted within the City during the immediately 
preceding tax year, The l'ollowing shall not be 
considered newly established businesses: 

( l) A business to which a valid exist
ing registration cerlilkate is transferred in 
accordance with Section 906(,iJ of this Article; 

(2) A business crn1ducled from a new 
location, whether within or without the City, if 
the business conducted al the location used dur
ing the preceding tax year ,v.1s discontinued 

prior lo or concurrently with commencement of 
business ut the new location; 

(3) · A business thnt was conducted 
within the City at any time during the preced-· 
ing tax year. 

(bl The Tax Collector may, on written 
npplicution by the tuxpayer, and after consider• 
ing ult ihc facts and circumstances, determine 
that a business clescribecl in Subsection (n) of 
this Section is in fact newly established and not 
a continuation of II business engaged within the 
City during the immediately preceding tux year. 

SEC. 902.S. "PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX 
ORDINANCE"; "PAYROLL EXPENSE 
TAX." "Pnyroll Expense Tax Ordinunce" 
meuns Article 12-A of the Business Tax and 
Rcgulatiohs Code of the San Francisco 
Municipal Code; "Payroll Expense Tax" means 
the tax imposed thereunder. · 

SEC. 902.6. "PERSON." (a) The term 
"person" means any individual, firm, company, 
partnership, limited liability partnership, joint 
venture, association, proprietorship, social 
club, fraternal organization, joint stock compn• 
ny, domestic or foreign corporation, limited lia• 
bility company, estate, trust, business lf'llst, 
recci~er, trustee, trustee in bunkrnptcy, admin
istrator. executor, assignee, syndicate, or any 
other group or combinntion acting us a unit, 
whether mutual. cooperative, fraternal, non
profit or otherwise, excepting: the United 
_Stutes of America, the State of Califomin, and 
any political subdivision of' either of them upon 
which the City is without authority to impose 
the business registration requirements provided 
in this Article, 

(b) Whenever the term "person" is used in 
any clause in this Article imposing either a fee 
or a penally for failure to perform any act man
dated by this Article, such term shall include 
any natural person who us an individual or with 
a spouse and/or lineal clesccndant(s) owns or 
controls 50 percent or more of the voting stock 
of a corporation obligated to register or remit 
fees pursuant lo this Article and, in addition, 
hus the power lo control the liscnl decision
making process by which the corporation allo
cates funds to creditors in preference lo its 
obligations under this Article, An individual 
who is an officer or director of a "person," us 
defined above, shall rebullably be presumed to 
be a person with the power to control the enti
ty's fiscal decision-making processes. 

SEC. 902.7. "REGISTRATION CER
TIFICATE." The term "registration certifi
cate" mcuns a registration certificate issued by 
the Tax Collector in accorduncc with the provi
sions of this Article. 

SEC. 902.8. "REGISTRATION TRAN
SITION PEIUOD." The term "Registration 

(Continued on next page) 
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Transition Period" meuns the six-month period 
commencing Junuary I, 2003 und ending June 
30, 2003. . . 

SEC, 902,9. "REGISTRATION YEAR!' 
The term "registration ycurll means the fiscal 
ycm· commencing on July I of each culendur 
ycur und ending on June 30 of the subsequent 
calcndur ycur. 

SEC, 902,10, "REPRESENTATIVE." 
The term "representutive" means II representu~ 
tive as that term is used in United States Public 
Law 86-272, Section 381 of Title 15 of the 
United States Code, as amended from time to 
time, or nny successor statute, except that such 
term shall include 1111 independent contrnctor 
notwithstanding Section 381(d)(2) of Title 15 
of the United States Code, us amended from 
time to time, or any successor statute. 

SEC. 902,li,. "TAX YEAR," The term 
"tax year'; me11ns the ·year commencing on 
Junuury I st of euch calendar year and ending on 
December 31st of the same calendar yem·. 

SEC. 903. REGISTRATION CERTIFI• 
CATE •. REQUIRED, (11) No person may 
engage in business willtin the City unless the 
person has obtained II current registration cer
tificate pursuant to this A1ticle. Every person 
engnging in business within the City slmll dis
play II current registrntio.n certificate on the 
business premises, regnrdless of whether such 
person is subject \o tax pursuant to Article 12-
A of the Business Tax· and Regulations Code. 

(b) An'y organization having u formally rec
ognized ·exemption from income taxation pur
s1111111 to Section 50l(c), 501(d) or 40l(a) of 
Title 26 of the United Stutes Code, as mnended 
from time to time, as qualified by Sections 502, 
503, 504 and 508 of Title 26 of the United 
Stutes Code, as amended from time to time, .or 
the successor statutes of nny of them, shall 
obtain a registmtion certificate. 

(c) Failure to obtain II registration certifi
cate shall not absolve.any person from payment 
of any tax imposed or license required by the 
City. 

SEC, 904. NEXUS; "ENGAGING IN 
BUSINESS WITHIN THE CITY." (11) The 
registrntion requirements imposed by this · 
Article shall apply to any person engaging in 
business within the City. A person is "engaging 
in business within the City," within the meaning 
of this Article, if that person meets one or more 
of the following conditions:· 

(I) The person maintains n fixed place 
of business within the City; or 

(2) An employee, representative or 
agent of the person maintains a fixed place of 
business within the City for the benefit or pnr
tinl bcnelit of the person; or 

(3) The person or one or more of the 
person's c111ployces, representatives or agents 
owns, rents, leases, or hires real or personal 
property within the City for business purposes 
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for the benefit or partial benefit of the person; or 
(4) .The person or one or more of the 

person's employees, representatives or agents 
regularly maintains a stock of tangible person
al property within the City, for sale in the ordi
nary course of the person's business; oi · 

(5) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or, agents 
employs or loans capital or property within the 
City for the benefit or partial benefit of the per
son; or 

· (6) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, represen!ntives or agents· 
solicits business within the City for nil or part 
of any seven calendar days during a tax year; or 

(7) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
performs work or renders services within the 
City for nil or part of any seven calendar days 
during II tax year; or 

(8) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
utilizes the streets within the City in connection 
with the operation of motor vehicles for busi
ness purposes for all or purl of any seven calen
dar days during a tax year; or 

(9) , The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or· agents 
exercises corporate or franchise powers within 
the City fo1· the benefit or pmtiul benefit of the 
person; or 

. ( IO) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives 01· agents 
liquidates, a business when the liquidutors 
thereof hold themselves out to the public ns 
conducting such business. 

(b) Notwithstanding Su~sectipn (11) of this 
Section, 11 person receiving rental income in 
connection with the operation of any of the fol
lowing shall not, by reason of that fuel nlone, be 
deemed to be engaging in ·business within the 
City: (I) 11 coopemtive housing corporntion, ns 
defined in Section 216{b) of Title 26 of the 
United Stutes Code, 11s amended from time to 
time, or nny successor statute; (2) 11 residential 
structure consisting of fewer than fciur units; or 
(3) n residemial condominium. 

(c) A ·person shall not be considered to be 
engaging in business within the City solely by 
reason of the receipt of pussive investment 
income. "Passive investment income" for this 
purpose includes dividends, interest, royalties, 
annuities nnd gains from the sale or exchange 
of stock or securities solely for n person's own 
account, not derived in the ordinary course of u 
business. · 

SEC, 905. REGISTRATION CERTIFI
CATE •· FEE. (n) Except as otherwise pl'O
vidcd in this Section and Section 906(f) of this 
Article, the annual fee for obtaining II registra
tion certificate, payable in advance, shall be as 
follows: 

Com1mtcd Payroll Ex)lcnse 

'litx for Most Recent Annual R~mtion 
Completed 'litx Year · Fee · 
Less than $1 $25 
$1 to $10,000 $150 
$!0,000.01 lo $50,000. $250 
More than $50,000 $500 
(b) In the event that no applicant for a regis

trntion certificate has not filed u tax return for 
the immediately preceding tux year as reqtiired 
by the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinunce, the Tux 
Collector shall determine the ·amount of the 
registration fee required based on the appli
cunt's estimated payroll expense for the period 
covered·by the registrution certificate. 

( c) · The fee for obtaining II registration cer
tificate for the two cnlendnr years ending on 
December 31, 2000 and December 31, 2001' 
shall be determined in uccordnnce with 
Sections I 007, 1007. I and 1007 .2 of Article 
12-B of the Business Tux and Regulutions Code 
as those Sections rend on December 31, 1999. 
The fee for obtaining II registration ce1tificnte 
for any cnlendnr yeur ending on 01· before 
December 31, 1999 shall be determined in 
accordance with the l'egistrntion fee. provisions 
of the Business Tnx and Regulations Code, or 
its predecessor, governing such year. 

(d) Any orgnnizntioi1 lmving II formully rec
ognized exemption from income taxation pur
suant to Section 501(c), 501(d) or 401(a) of 
Title 26 of the United States Code, as amended 
from time to time, us qualified by Sections 502, 
503; 504 nnd 508 of Title 26 of the United. 
Stutes Code, as amended from time-10 time, or 
the successor stututes of any of them, shull not 
be required to pay a registrntion fee under this 
A1ticle unless the ol'gnnizntion is enguged within 
the City in 1111 unrelated tmde or business within 
the meaning of Section 1006.2 ofArticle 12-A of 
the Business Tux and Regulations Code. 

(e) A person shall be exempt from puying 
the registmtion fee required by this Section if 
and to the extent that federnl or state law pro
hibits the imposition of the registration fee 
upon such person. 

(f) The registration fee imposed by this 
Article is imposed for general governmental 
purposes and in order to requil'e c~mmerce und 
the bus_iness community to carry a fuir shure of 
the costs of iocnl govemment in return for the 
benefits, opportunities and pl'Otections afforded 
by the City. Pl'Oceeds from the fee shall be 
deposited within the City's general fund uncl 
may be expended for uny purposes of the City. 

SEC. 906. REGISTRATION CERTIFI
CATE .. APPLICATION AND ISSUANCE. 

(a) Ench person engaging in business with
in the City shall apply to the Tux Collector, on 
11 form prescribed by the Tax Collector, for a 
registmtion certificate. The applicatioi1 shall be 

(Continued on next page) 
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accompunied by the person's registrution fee as 
determined under this Article. To case admin
istrutive burdens on tuxpuyers (by consolidat
ing the deudlines to file unnual tax returns und 
apply for renewal of registration certificates), 
the term of registl'lltion certificules shall be 
changed from the culendur yeur bus is to a fiscal 
yeur basis. The purpose of Subsections (b) 
thmugh (e) of this Section is to fhcilitate such 
chunge und shull be interpreted in uccol'Clance 
with this purpose. 

(b) A regislmtion certificate issued for a 
culendur yeur commencing on or before 
Januury I, 2002, shull be valid until December 
31 of such eulenclar year. All persons cngngi ng 
in business within the City during any such cal
endar year shnll, before the lust business uay in 
October, upply to the Tax Collector for a rcgis
trntion ee1·1ificute for the succeeding registra
tion period. The application for renewal of the 
m111uul registi·ation certificate shall become 
delinquent if the registration fee is 1101 paid on 
or before the last busin.ess clay in October. 

(c) To accomplish the clmnge from the cal
endar year registration period lo a liscal year 
registration period, there shall be a Registrution 
Transition Period commencing January 1, 2003 
and endiitg June 30, 2003. A regislralion cer
tificate issued for the Registration Transition 
Period shall be valid through June 30, 2003. 
Except us pmvided in Subsection (f) of this 
Section, any person engaging in business with
in the City during the calendar year preceding 
the Registration Transition Period shall; before 
October 31, 2002, apply to the Tax Collector 
for a registration certificate covering the 
Registration Transition Period. The application 
for renewal of the registration certilicate cover
ing the Registration Transition Period shall 
become delinquent if the registration rec is nol 
paid on or before October 31, 2002. Excepl as 
provided in Subsection (fJ of this Section, lite 
fee for a registration cerlilicate covering lite 
Registration Transition Period shall be 50 per
cent of the iimount of 1he annual regislralion fee 
otherwise applicable under Section 905 or !his 
Article. 

(d) Any person engaging in busiuess within 
, the City during the Regislratiun Transition 
Period shall, between January l and Febrnary 
28, 2003, apply 10 the Tax Collector for a regis
tration ccr1ilica1e for lhe succeeding rcgislra
tion yeur (commencing July I, 2003 and cuding 
June 30, 2004). The applicalion for renewal or 
such certilicale shall become .delinqucnl ii' not 
paid on or before February 28, 2003. 

(e) A regislrnlion ccrlilicale issued for any 
registration year after lhe Rcgis1ratio11 
Transition Period shall he valid lhrnugh June 30 
of such rcgislralion year. Exccpl as provided in 
Suhseclion (0 of !his Section, for any rcgislra
lion year commencing on or after July I, 2003, 
any person engaging in business within lhe City 

shall, between January J and the last duy of 
· February, apply 10 the Tux Collector for a reg
islralion certificate for the succeeding iegistra
lion year. The appHcution for renewal of the 
annual registration certificate shall become 
delinquent if the registration fee is not paid on 
or before the last day of Februury. 

( f) A person shall liuve 15 days afler com
mencing business within the City to i1pply for a 
regislralion certificate. The registration fee for 
newly-established businesses sltall be prorated 
as follows: 

(I) · For lax years ending on or before 
December 31, 200 I, the fee for obtaining a reg
istration ccrtilicate for a newly established 
business shall be determiucd in accordance 
with Sections 1007, 1007,J and 1007.2 of 
Article 12-B of the Business. Tax and 
Regulations Code as ii read on December 31, 
1999, or lite predecessor provisions goveming 
lite registration fee for lite relevant 1ax year. 

(2) For lite tax year ending on 
December 31, 2002, lite fee for obtaining u reg
istration certilicale ·for a newly established 
business shall be determined pursuant to 
Section 905 of this Article using lite estimated 
Payroll Expense Tax liability for such lax year. 
l'hc rcgislralion fee for any person who com
mences business operations within lite City 
during such tax year shall be prorated as fol
lows: For persons commencing business 
between Janumy Isl and March 31st, the regis
lralion fee shall be 100 percent of the annual 
fee; for persons commencing business between 
April Isl and June 30th, lite registration fee 
shall he 75 percent of lite minual fee; for per
sons commencing business be I ween July Isl 
and September 30th, 1he registration Ice shall, 
be 50 percent of !he annual fee; and for persons 
com111enci11g business be1wee11 October I st and 
Deceinher 31st, lite registration fee shall be 25 
percent of lite annual fee. Where a rcgislralion 
cerlilicale is issued for a period other than for a 
calendar year, lhe Tax Collector shall have dis
cretion lo prorate the .regislnllion fee schedule 
in accordance with this model. 

(3) For the Regislralion Tnmsilion 
Period, lhc J'cc for ohlaining a registration cer-
1ilicale ror a newly eslablishcd business shall be 
determined pursuant lo Section 905 of this 
Article using lite eslimaled Payroll Expense 
Tax liabilily for lite 2003 lax year: For any per
son who commences business operations with
in lite City on or afler .January I, 20()3 and 
bel'orc April I, 2003, lite regislration fee shall 
he as sci forlh in Subsection (c) of !his Section. 
For nny person who commences business oper
ations within lite City on or after April I, 2003 
and before July I, 2003, the regislralion fee 
shall he 25 pcn:cnl of lite amount of lite annual 
regislralion fee otherwise applicable under 
Section 905(aJ of this Article. 

( 4) For regislral ion years commcnc-

ing on or after July I, 2003, the fee for obtain
ing a regislrntion certificate for II newly estab
lished business shnll be determined pursunnt to 
Section 905 of this Article using the estimated 
Pnyrnll Expense Tax liability for the tax year in 
which the person commences such business 
within the City. The registrntion fee for persons 
who commence business operations ufter the 
Registrntion Transition Period shall be prorated 
as follows: For persons commencing business 
between January 1st and March 31st, the regis
tration fee shnll be 50 percent of the 11nnu11l fee; 
for persons commencing business between 
April Jst and June 30th, the regisu·ation fee 
shall be 25 percent of the annual fee; for per
sons commencing business between July 1st 
and September 30th, the rcgistrntion fee shull · 
be I 00 percent of the unnual fee; and for per
sons commencing business between October 
1st and December 31st, the registmtion fee 
shull be 75 percent of the annual fee. Where a 
registration certilicate is issued for a period 
other than for a registration year, the Tax 
Collector shall have discretion to 1irorate the 
registration fee schedule in accordance with 
this model. 

(5) Notwiths11111ding any other provi
sion of this Article, no person obtaining a reg
istration certificate for a newly established 
business that qu.11ilies for the $25 minimum 
registration fee set forth in Section 905 of this 
Article shall be entitled 10 prorate the rcgis1ra-
1ion fee under this Section, but instead shall pay 
the $25 minimum rcgis1rution Jee, 

(g) All applications for renewal of registra
tion certificates shall be accompanied by the 
full amount of lite npplicmtl's annual registra
tion fee for the period covered by the registra
tion certificate. 

(h) Promptly after receiving a properly 
complcled application and registration fee from 
any person, the Tax Collector shall determine 
whether the applicant has paid all outstanding: 
(I) Payroll Expense Taxes, (2) costs and/or 
charges assessed pursuant to Section 174.2 of 
Article 5.1 of lhe Public Works Code, as 
amen<lecl from lime 10 time, for fnilure to abate 
a nuisance regarding lhe cleanliness or an abut
ting public sidewalk or. right-of-way, and (3) 
other taxes and license fees clue lo the City. In 
addition, the Tax Collector mny investigate 
whether the applicant has paid other a1t1011111s 
owing 10 the City as II result of lines, penalties, 
inleresl, assessments, or any other financial 
ohligalions imposed by law, regulation or cnn
lracl. If the Tax Collector determines that all 
liabilities have been 'paid, lite Tax Collcl'lor 
shall issue a registration certilicale to the appli
cant for each place or business maintained hy 
!he applicant. 

(Continued on next page) 
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(i) If n person submits a timely upplicntion 
under this Section :ind the Tux Collectm· deter• 
mines that the upplicunt hus sntisfied nil the 
requireme11ts of this A11icle, including the puy-. 
_ment of all outsrn11ding liubilities owed to the 
City, then the Tax Collector shall issue u regis• 
trution ~ertificute to the applicant within 30 
duys after the. Tux Collector makes such deter
minution. 

G) Euch registmtion certificate shull be 
nonussignuble arid nontrnnsfcruble, except in 
cuses in which the business is tmnsferred, 
whether by sule or otherwise, io another person 
or legal entjty and the ultimate beneficial own
ership of the business, both before und after the 
transfer, is substantially the sume. For purpos
es of this Section, shareholders, purtners, or 
other persons holding II direct 01· indirect inter
est in a leg1il entity shnll be deemed to be the 
ultimate beneficial owners of such legal entity. 
Except us pmvided ubove, the holder of the reg
istration certificate shall sll!'rende1· the certifi
cute to the Tux Collector immediutely upon the 
S1\le or transfet• of the business for which the, 
Tux Collector. issued the registmtion certiticute. 
The holder of the registmtion certificate shull 
also surrender the certificate to the Tux 
Collector when such holder ceuses to conduct 
business nt the locution designated in the cc1·
tificute .. 

(k) If the Tux Collector determines thut any 
liabilities. cnumemted in Subsection (h) of this 
Section remain unpaid us of the elute 1111 uppli
cution is received, the Tux Collector shall give 
written notification of that fuel to the applicant. 
The written notificution slmll set forth the 
11111011111 'owed, the liubilities enumemted in 
Subsectio1i (h) of this Section for which the 
mnount(s) nl'e owed, the dates the liabilities 
were incurred and any other infonnulion the 
-Tax Collector deems necessary to upprise the 
applicunt of whut specific liabilities nre owed to 
the City. The Tux Collectm· shull not issue a 
l'egistnttion certificate unless and until the 
upplicant hus paid nil umounts owing to the 
City, including but not limited to, taxes, license 
fees, and costs or charges ussessed for failure to 
ubute u nuisance condition on u public right-of. 
way under Section 17.4.2 of Article 5.1 of the 
Public Works Code, us amended from time to 
time, for which the applicant is liable; provid
ed, that if a good faith dispute exists regarding 
the 11111011111 of the outstanding liability ol"liabil
iiies owed by the upplicunt to the City, und the 
dispute is pending before n City agency or colll'l 
of competent jurisdiction, then the Tax 
Collector shall not refuse' lo issue a registrnlion 
certificate solely for non-payment of the 
amount in dispute. 

(I) Each registration certilicate, and each 
duplicate thereof, shnll set forth the name under 
which the person transacts or intends to trans
act business, the location of the registrant's 
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place of business und such other infortnati011 us 
the Tux Collector may require, and be promi
nently displayed therein, In the cuse of a sole 
proprietorship, .the registration certificute shall 
be signed by the sole pI'oprietor; in the cuse of 
u purtnership, the registration certificate shall 
be signed by n generul purtner; in the cnse of 11 

limited liability company, the registri1tio11 i:er
tifict1te shall be signed by the mnnuging in.em
ber; and in the case of a cot'porntion, the regis- . 
tration certificute slmll be signed by the person 
authorized by the corporation to sign 011 its 
behalf. 

(Ill) Each person liuble for payment of a reg
istration fee pursuant to this Article shall only 
pay one registrution foe; however, the Tux 
Collector shall issue II sepurute registration cer
tificute fol' cuch location within ttie City where 
the pet'son enguges in business. 

SEC. 907, PROOF OF REGISTRATION 
REQUIRED TO FILE STATEMENT OF 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS. NAME. The 
County Clerk shall not accept for filing, pur
suant to Section 17900 ct seq. of the California 
Business and. Professions Code, as amended 
from time to time, or uny successor statute, any 
statement of fictitious business name I'cpresent
ing uny new, renewnl, uddition, withdrawul or 
abandonment of II fictitious business name until 
a registrntion certificate or other evidence is 
presented which shows that the applicant has 
complied with this Article. The County Clerk 
shall promulgute rules and regulations to implc
melll this Section. 

SEC. 9118, ISSUANCE OF REGISTRA
.TION CERTIFICATE PROHIBITED TO 
PERSON NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH 
CHILD OR FAMILY SUPPORT ORDER 
OR ,JUDGMENT. (u) The following defini
tions shull upply to terms used in this Section: 

(I) The term "compliance with n 
judgment or order for support" means that, as. 
set forth in a judgment or order for child or 
family support, the obligor is no mol'e thun 30 
calcndar days in nrl'cars in making payments in 
full for cul't'cnt support, in making periodic 
payments on II suppol'l arreurnge, or in making 
periodic payments on a judgment for reim
bursement of public assistunce, or has obtained 
a judiciul determination that the judgment or 
order is unenforceable; and 

(2) The term "Department of Child 
Support Services" shall mean the Depurlment 
of Child Support Services of the City. 

(b) The Depurtment of Child Suppon 
Services shull maintain a list of persons includ
ed in a case being enforced under Title JV-D of 
the Social Scl:urily Act, as amended from lime 
lo time, or uny successor statute, for whom a 
child or family support order or judgment has 
been rendered by, or registered in, a court of the 
Stale or California, and who tll'e·not in compli
ance with that order or judgment. The 

Department of Child Support Services shull 
submit 1111 upduted list ,vith the nmn,es, social 
security nlllnbers, und last known addresses of 
these persons to the Tax Collector on a month
ly basis. The Dept!rlment of Child Support 
Services sh nil verify that the persons I isled ure 
subject io mi order or judgment f~r the puyment 
of support and that these persons al'e tiot in 
compliance with the order or judgment. 

(c) Promptly after receiving u pmperly 
completed npplicution for II registmtion cer~ili
cate pursuant to this Article, the Tax Collector 
shull determine whether the applicant is on the 
most recent certified list provided by the 
Depurtment of Child Support Services. If the 
applicant is on the list, the Tax Collector shall 
immediately serve notice 011 the applicant of 
the Tux Collector's intent to withhold issuance 
of the annuul registration certificate fm· non
compliance with a judgement 01· order of sup
port. The notice shall be made personally or by 
mail to the applicant's last known mailing 
address on file with the Tax Collector. The 
notice shall: (I) indicate that the applicant must 
obtain a, l'eleiise from the Department of Child 
Suppori Sel'vices as a condition for the issuance 
of 1111 annual registralion certificate; (2) indicate 
that the applicant may obtain a temporary reg
islrution certificate by tiling a request for 
l'eview with the Department of' Child Suppon 
Services, pursuant to Subsection ( e) of this 
Section within ~0 calendar days of the issuance 
of the Tax Collector's notice; and (3) include u 
form that the applicant may use· to request a 
review by the Department of Child Suppon 
Service;,. 

(d) Notwithslanding the requirements of 
Section 906 of this Article, the Tax Collectm· 
shull not issue a regisll'al ion certificate to an 
otherwise qualified applicant unless and until 
the Tax Collector receives a release from the 
Depurtment of Child Support Services, as pm
vicled in Subsection (e) of this Section. The 
Tax Collector slmll issue a tempornry registra
tion certificate, valid for a period of 150 clays, 
lo any applicant whose name is on the ccrtiliecl 
list if the applicant is otherwise eligible for 11 

registration certificate and if the ni)plicunt 
requests a review by the Department of Chile\ 
Support Services within 30 calendar days of the 
issuance of the Tax Collector's notice and noti
fies the Tax Ccillcctor of such request. 

(e) If the aJJplicanl wishes to challenge the 
submission of hi.~ or her nnme on lhc certified 
list, the applicant shall submit a wri11e11 request 
for review lo the Department of Child Support 
Services, on the form provided by the Tax 
Collector, and shall notify the Tax Collector of 
such request. The Depar1111enl of Child 
Support Services shall establish review proce-
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dures to nllow nn applicant to have the underly
ing arrearnge und any relevant defenses investi
gated, to provide 1111 upplicunt information on 
the process of obtuining a modification of a 
support order, or to provide an applicant assis
tance in the establishment of a jmyment sched-. 
ule. on IUTearnges if the circumstances so war
rant. The Department of Child SupJ>orl 
Services shall inform the applicu111 in writing of 
his 01· her findings upon completion of the 
review. The Depm'lment of Child Support 
Services shall immediately send a release to the 
Tux Collector and the applicant, if any of the 
following conditions lll'C met: 

(I) , ... The upplicalll is found to be in 
compliance or enters an agreement with the 
Department of Child Support Services for a 
payment schedule on arrcurages or reimburse
ment; or 

(2) The applicant has obtained a judi
cial finding of compliance with li judgment or 
order of support; or 

(3) The applicant has filed and served 
a request for judicial review pursuant to this 
Section, but a resolution of that review will 1101 
be made within the I SO-day period of the tcm
pomry registrution certificate. This paragruph 
shall only apply if the delay in completing the 
judicial review process docs 1101 result from the 
upplicunl's failure to act in a reasonable, timely 
and diligent manner upon receiving the 
Department of Child Support Services' notice 
of findings. 

(f) Except as otherwise provided in this 
Section, the Depal'lment of Child Support 
Services shall not issue a release if the appli
cant is not in eomplianee with a judgment or 
order for.support. If, upon completing a review 
initiated pursuant to Subsection (e) or this 
Section, the Department of Child Suppon 
Services finds that a release should 1101 be 
issued, the Department of Child Support 
Services shall notify the applicant in writing 
that the applicunt may, by filing an order lo 

show cause or notice of motion, request any or 
all of 1he

0 

following: 
(l) Judicial review of the Department 

of Child Support Services' decision nol 10 issue 
u release; 01· 

(2) A judicial dclerminalion of com
pliance; or 

(3) A modification or the support 
judgment oi· order. 

The notice of findings of the Depal'lmenl or 
Child Support Services shall contain the name 
and address of the court in which Ilic applicant 
shall lilc the order to show cause or notice or 
motion and inform the applicant Iha! his m her 
name shall remain on the list prepared hy the 
Dcpurlmcnt or Child Support Services pursuant 
to lhb Section if the applicant docs 1101 timely 
request judicial review. The applicant shall 
comply with all statutes and rules or court 

regarding orders to show cause and motions. 
(g) The request for judicial review shall be 

served by the applicant upon the Department of 
Child Support Services within seven calendar 
clays or the tiling of the petition, notice of 
motion or order to show cm1se. If the judicial 
review resulls in a finding by the court that the 
obligor is in compliance with the judgment or 
order for support, the. Department of Child 
Support Services· shall inimcdiately send a 
release in accordance with Subsection (c) of 
this Section 10 the Tax Collector. 

(h) If the Tax Collector docs not receive a 
release from the Department of Child Support 
Service~ upon cxpirntion of the applicant's tem
pomry rcgistrution ccrtilicatc, the Tax Collector 
shall refer the case lo the Department of Child 
Support Services. 

(i) The Tax Collector and the Dcparlmenl 
of Child Support Services shall enter into a 
cooperative agreement lo provide for the 
receipt by the 111x Collector of fedcrnl funds to 
cover that portion or costs incurred by the Tax 
Collector in implementing this Section which 
arc reimbursable according to fedcrnl law and 
regulation. 

(i) In the event that a rcgistrntion certificate 
is denied pursuant lo this Section, the Tax 
Collector may retain a portion of the registra
tion rec in an amount 1101 lo exceed the City's 
cost in processing the regis1rn1ion application. 

SEC. 909, REGISTRATION CERTIFI• 
CATE - SUSPENSION AND REVOCA
TION. If a person fails 10 comply with any 
provision ,of this Article or any rule or regula
tion adopted pursuant thereto, the Tax 
Collecto1·, after giving such person IO business 
days' notice in writing specifying the lime and 
place of the hearing and requiring such person 
10 show cause why his or her regislrulion ccr
lilil:ate or registration certificates should not be 
revoked, may revoke or suspend any one or 
more of the registration certificates held by 
sud1 pcrsoi1. The notice shall be served in the 
same manner prescribed for the service of a 
notice or a deficiency determination under 
Arlich: 6 of the Business Tax and Regulations 
Code. The 111x Collector shall not issue a new 
registration .cel'lificalc aflcr the revocation of a 
registration ccrlil'icale unless the registrant 
complies with the pruvisions or this Article and 
Ar1iclcs 6 and 12-A or the Business Tux and 
Regulations Code and the rules and regulations 
adopted thereunder. 

SEC. 910. AUTHORITY TO PROMUL
GATE REGULATIONS. The 'fox Collector 
may promulgalc regulations and issue rules, 
dc1cr111ina1inns and inlcrprclalions consislenl 
with lhc purposes r1r this Article and Aniclc 6 
or the Business 'fox and Regulations Code as 
may he necessary and appropriate Lo apply such 
Articles in a lawful manner, including provi
sions rnr pcnallics due lo fraud, underpayment 

of fees and taxes, or any evasion of such 
Articles or the mies and regulations promulgat
ed thereunder. All regulations, rnlcs, detcnni
nations and inlerprctations promulgated or 
issued by the Tax Collector that arc not incon
sistent with such Articles, and that were pro
mulgated or issued prior lo the effective date of 
this Article, shall remain in full force and 
effect. 

SEC. 911. SAVINGS CLAUSE. Nothing 
in this Article shnll be constrned as requiring 
the puymenl of any fee for engaging in a busi
ness or the doing of :111 act when such payment 
or net would constitute an unlawful burden 
upon or an unlmvful interference with interstate 
or foreign commerce, or which payment or act 
would be in violation of the Constitution or a 
statute of the United Slates or of the 
Constitution or a statute of the. State of 
California. If any part or provision of this 
Article, or the application thereof to any person 
or circumstance, is held invalid, the remainder 
of this Article, including the application of such 
part or provision lo other persons or circum
stances, shall not be affected thereby :md shall · 
continue ·in full force and effect. To this end, 
the provisions of this Al'licle arc severable. 

Section 4. Amcndmcn1: EnactmenJ nf New 
ArJiclc 12-A. The San Francisco Municipal 
Code is hereby amended by adding a new 
Article 12-A to the Business Tux and 
Regulations Code lo read as follows: 

ARTICLE 12-A . 
PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX 

SEC. 1001. SHORT Tl'l'LE. This Article 
shall be known as the "Payroll Expense Tax 
Ordinance" and the Lax imposed herein shall be 
known as the "Payroll Expense Tax." 

SEC. 10112. OPERATION OF DE;FINI• 
'J'IONS. Except where the context otherwise 
requires, the terms used in this Aniclc shall 
have the meanings given lo them in Sections 
I 002.1 through I 002.11, inclusive, of this 
Article. Terms not dclined in this Article that 
arc defined in Article 6 of the Business Tax and 
Regulations Code shall have the same meaning 
given lo them in that Anicle. . 

SEC. 10112,1. "AGEN'I:" The term "agent" 
means an agent as that term is defined in Title 
9, Chapter I, Article I or the Civil Code of the 
Slate or California (Sections 2295 ct seq.), as 
amended from lime 10 lime, or any successor 
statute, and includes, without limitation, an 
actual agent, oslcnsihle agent, general agent, or 
special agent. 

SEC. 1002,2, "ASSOCIATION." The 
term "association" includes a partnership, lim
ited partnership, limited liability company, lim
ited liahility par111crship and any other form of 
unincorporated business or enterprise. 

(Continued on next page) 
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SEC. 1002,3. "BUSINESS," The term 
. "business" means· a·ny activity, ente1·prise, pro

fession, trade or undertnking of nny nature con
ducted or e1ignged in, or ordinarily conducted 
or engaged-in, with the object of gain, benefit 
m· ndvnntnge, whether dired or indirect, to the 
taxpnyer or _to .mtodter or others. The term 
"business" includes nonprofit businesses, tmde 
nssociations, and subsidiary m· independent 
entities wl1ich conduct operntions for the, bene
fit of others nnd at no profit to themselves. The 
term "business" also includes 1111 orgnnizution 
having II formally recognized exemption from 
income taxation pursuant to Section, 50l(c), 
501(d) o~401(a) of Title 26 of the United'Stntes 
Code,.us amended from time to time, as quali
fied by Sectiorts 502, 503, 504 nnd 508 of Title 
26 of the United Stutes Code, us mnended from 
time to time, or the successor statutes of any of 
them. 

SEC. 1002,4, "CITY." The term "City" 
means the City and County of San Francisco. 

SEC, 11102,5. ."EMPLOYEE." The term 
"employee" refers to 1111 individuul defined in 
Title 22, Section 4303-1 of the California Code 
of Regulations, us amended from time to time, 
m· its successor, and includes the specific nppli· 
cations thereof to specified industries as set 
forth in Title 22, Sections 4304-2 through 
4304.-11, inclusive, of the California Code .of 
Regulations, as amended from time to time, or 
their successors. • 

SEC, 1002,6, · ."INDIVIDUAL," The term 
"individual" means a nuturnl person, a human 
being, as distinguished from an nrtificinl person 
such as II corporntion or political subdivision. 

SEC, 1002,7. "PAYROLL EXPENSE." 
The term "payroll expense" means the compen• 
sution paid, including saluries, wages, comniis
sions und olh~r compensution, to 1111 individual 
who, during any tax ycur, performs wmk or 
renders services, in whole or in part, within the 
City; und if more than one individual during 
any tax yenr performs work or renders services, 
in whole or in part, within the City, the term 
"payroll expense" mcuns the total compcnsu• 
lion pnid including salaries, wages, commis
sions 1111d other compensation, to all such indi
viduals. Amounts paid or credited to those hav
ing nn ownership interest in' 1111 associntion prior 
and in addition to the distribution of owne1·ship 
profit or loss shall be presumed to be distribu
tions "by way of salary" and for personal ser
vices rendered, unless the taxpayer proves oth
erwise by elem· and convincing evidence. 

SEC. 1002.8. "PERSON," (a) The term 
"person" means any individual, linn, company, 
partnership, limited liability partnership, joint . 
venture, association, proprietorship, social 
club, fraternal organization, joint stock compti
ny, domestic or foreign corporation, limited lia
bility company, estate, lrusl, business trnsl, 
receiver, trustee, trustee in bankruptcy, admin-
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istrnto1·, ~xecutor, assignee, syndicate, or. uny 
other group or combination acting as a . unit, 
whether mutual, coopemtive, fratemnl, non
profit or otherwise, excepting: the United 
Stutes of America, the Stnte of California, nnd 
any political subdivision of either of them upon 
which the City is without authority to Impose 
the tnx provided in this Article. 

(b) Whenever the term "person" is used in 
nny clause in this Article imposing either II tax 
liability or a penalty for failure to perform any 
net mandnted by this Article, such term shall 
include nny nati1rnl person who 1is nn individual 
or with II spouse nnd/or lineal descendunt(s) 
owns or controls 50 percent or more of the vot
ing stock of u corporation obligated to file 
retums and pny 01· remit tax pursuant to this 
Article and, in addition, hns the power to con• 
trot the fiscnl decision-1111,king process by 
which the corporntion nllocatcs funds to credi
tors in preference to its obligations under this 
Article. An indi_vidunl who is 1111 officer or 
dil'cctor of 11 "person," as defined 11bovc, shall 
rebutt11bly be presu·med to be Ii .person with ·the 
power to control the entity's fiscal decision• 
making processes. 

SEC, 1002,9. "REPRESENTATIVE," 
The term "representative" means u representn· 
tivc us thnt te1·m is used in United Stutes Public 
Law 86-272, Section 381 of Title· 15 of the 
United States Code, as amended from time to 
time, or uny successor statute, except that such 
term shnll include mt independent contmctor 
notwithst1111ding Section 38l(d)(2) of Title 15 
of the United Stutes Code, as amended from 
time to time, OI' any successor statute. 

SEC. 1002,10. "TAX COLLECTOR." 
The term "Tux Collector" mcmts the Tux 
Collector of the City and County of Sun 
Fmncisco or his or her designee, 

SEC. 1002,11, "TAX YEAR," The term 
"tax year" means the year commencing on 
January I st of ench calendar ye11r und ending on 
December 31st of the sumc calendar yeur. In 
the case of a retum made for a fr11ction11I purl of 
a year, the tci·m "tax ycnr" menns the period for 
which such return is mude. 

SEC.1003, IMPOSITION OF PAYROLL 
EXPENSE TAX, (a) A tux for genernl gov
ermnentul purposes is hereby imposed upon 
every person engaging in business within the 
City as defined in Section 1005 of this Article; 
provided, that such tax shall be levied only 
upon thnt portion of payroll expense that is 
attributable to the City, us determined in accor
dance with Section I 004 of this Article, 

(b) This tax is imposed for general govcrn
llll!lllal purposes and in order to require com
merce and the business co1111m111ity to curry u 
l'nir share of the costs of local govemmcnt in 
return for the benefits, opportunities and pro
tections afforded by the City. Proceeds from 
the tax shall be deposited in the City's general 

fund nnd may be expended for 11ny purposes of 
the City. 

{c) A person shall be exempt from paying 
the tax required by this Article if and to the 
extent that federal or state lnw prohibits the 
imposition of the tax upon such person. , 

SEC.1003.1. RATES OF TAX, (11) For the 
tax yeur commencing on Jnnuary I, 2000 nnd 
ending on December 31, 2000 (the 2000 tax 
year); the rate of the Payroll Expense Tux shall 
be I. 70 percent of the person's payroll expense. 
For ench tux year commencing on or after 

· Jnnuury 1, 2001 (the 2001 nnd subsequent tux 
years), the rate of the Payroll Expense Tax shall 
be adjusted annually 11s specified in 
Subsections {b), (c), (d), (e) nnd (t) of this 
Section. 

(b), As used in this Section: 
· (1) The term "Base Ye11r" ineumi the tis~ 

cul yenr of the City ending within the tux yenr 
for which the· rate for the Pnyroll Expense Tax 
shall be ndjusted pursuant to this Section. 

(2) The term "P.E.T. revenues" means 
. totnl revenues derived from registration fees 
and the Payroll Expense Tux for II fiscnl year of 
the City, c11lculuted without reduction for any 
Refund Credits under Article 12-B of the 
Busfoess Tux and Regulations Code allowed or 
paid in such fiscal yem·. 

(c) Subject to the limitation set forth in 
Subsection (d) of this Section: 

(I) If the Controller determines that 
P.E.T. revenues for the Buse Year exceed P.E.T. 
revenues for the fiscal ye11r of the City immedi
ately preceding the Bnse Year by more thnn 
2,50 percent but less thnn 7 .50 percent, then the 
rnte of the Payroll Expense Tax for the tax yenr 
within which the Base Yem: ends shall not be 
adjusted and the mtc of the Payroll Expense 
Tax for such tux yenr shall be the same us the 
rnte for the immediately preceding tax y·eur. 

(2) If the Controller cl<!temtincs thnt 
P.E.T. revenues for the' Base Yenr exceed P.E.T. 
revenues for the fisc11I ycnr of the City immedi
ntely-preceding the Buse Ycur by 7.50 percent 
or more, the mtc of the Pnyroll Expense Tux for 
the tnx year within which the Base Yenr ends 
shull be the mtc applicuble in the immediately 
preceding tux year decreased by five basis 
points. For example, 11 rnte decrease of five 
bnsis points would mean decreasing the mte 
from I. 70 percent to 1.65 percent. 

(3) If the Controller determines tlmt 
P.E.T. revenues for the Buse Yenr exceed P.E.T. 
revenues for the fiscal yenr of the City i'mmedi
utcly preceding the Base Year by 2.50 percent 
or less or, alternntivcly, such revenues decrease, 
the rate of the Payroll Expense Tux for the tax 
yenr within which the Buse Year ends shall be 
the rule applicable in the immediately prcccd-
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ing t11x. ye11r incre11sed by five b11sis p~ints. For 
example, 11 rule increase of five basis points 
would mean increasing the rute from 1.50 per
cent to I .'55 percent. 

(d) · In no event shall the tux rute established 
'by operation of this Section be less than I .40 
percent or more than I. 70 percent. 

(e) The. Controller shall make the 11111111111 
determination required by Subsection (c) of 
this Section no later thun August 31. Tho Tux 
Collecior shall, within 15 days of ~'Uch determi
nation, publish a notice announcing the adjust
ed tux rute for the then-current tax year. 

(t) For the purpose of establishing the 
Payroll Expense Tux rate applicable in the tux 
year commencing on January I, 2001 und end
ing on December 31, 2001 (the 2001 tux yeur), 
the Controller shall adjust the P.E.T. revenue 
figures for the Base Yeur and/or fiscal year pre
ceding the Base Year to eliminate distortions in 
real revenue growth resulting from changes in 
the tax rule and tax structure set forth in this 
Ordinance. 

SEC. 1004. APPORTIONMENT OF 
PAYROLL EXPENSE, Where payroll 
expense is incurred by reason of work per
formed or services rendered by nn individual, 
partly within 1111d partly without the City, the 
portion of such payroll expense at1ribut11ble to 
the City (and subject to tax hereunder) shall be 
determined as follows: 

(n) Except ns otherwise provided in this 
Section, the portion· of such payroll expense 
nttl'ibutuble to the City shall be the portion of 
such payroll expense which the total number of 
working hours employed within the City bears 
to the total number of working hours within and 
without the City. 

(b) If the amount of such payroll expense 
depends on the volume of business transacted 
by such individual, then the portion of such 
payroll expense attributable to the City shall be 
the portion of such paymll expense which the 
volume of business tmnsacted by such individ
ual within the City bears to the volume of busi
ness trunsacted by such individual within and 
without the City. 

( c) If it is impructic;ible, unreasonable or 
impmper lo apportion pnymll expense us set 
forth above either because of the pnrticulur 
nature of the services of such individual, or on 
account of the unusuul busis of compensation, 
or for imy other reason, then the amount of the 
paymll expense reusonubly 11111'ibutnble to work 
performed or services rendered within the City 
shall be determined on the basis of nil the rele
vant facts und circumstances of the purticulur 
case, in accordunce with any rulings and regu
lations issued by the 1'.tx Collector for thnt pur
pose. 

(cl) If the Tax Collector determines that the 
percentage of puyroll expense attributable to 
the City, for uny one or more persons, is a rein-

lively sU\ble percentage, the Tux Collector may 
establish that percentage us primu facie evi
dence of the person's payroll expense attribut
able to the City; provided, that the Tax 
Collector shull condition the establishrnent of 
such fixed percentage upon the obligation of 
the person to report jmmedintely to the Tax 
Collector any significant change in the person's 
mode of business which may impact the portion 
of the person's payroll expense which is 1111rib
utable to the City; and, provided further, that 
any such fixed percentuge estublished by the 
Tax Collector may be rescinded by the Tax 
Collector nt any time. 

SEC. 1005. NEXUS; "ENGAGING IN 
BUSINESS WITHIN THE CITY." (11) The 
Payroll Expense Tux shall apply to any person 
engaging in business within the City. A person 
is "engaging in business within the City," with
in the inenning of this Article, if that person 
enguges, hires, employs or contrncts with one 
or more individuals, as an employee, to per
form work or render services in whole or in part 
within the City, and meets one or more of the 
following conditions: 

(I) The person maintains II fixed place 
of business within the City; or· 

(2) An employee, representative or 
ageni of the person maintains n fixed place of 
business within the City for the benefit or· par
tial benefit of such person; or 

(3) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
owns, rents, leases or hires real or· personal prop
erty within the City for business purposes for the 
benefit or· partial benefit of such person; or 

(4) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
regularly maintains II stock of tangible person
ul property within the City, for sale in the ordi
nary course of the person's business; or 

(5) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
employs or loans cnpitnl or property within the 
City for the benefit or partial benefit of the per
son; or 

(6) The person or one or more of such 
person's employees, representatives or ugents 
solicits business within the City for all or· part of 
any seven culenclar clays during a tax year; or 

(7) The person or one or· more of the 
person's employees, representatives or 'agents 
performs work or renders services within the 
City for all or part of uny seven calendar days 
during a tax yeur; or ' 

(8) The person or one or more of the 
1ierson's employees, representatives or ,igents 
utilizes the streets within the City in connection 
with the operntion of motor vehicles for busi
ness purposes for ull 01: pnrt of any seven calen
dar days during a tax ycur; or 

(9) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 

exercises corporate or franchise powers within 
the City for the benefit or partial benefit of the 
person; or 

( I 0) The person or one or more of the 
person's employees, representatives or agents 
liquidates a business when the. liquidators 
thereof hold themselves out to the public as 
conducting such business. 

(b) Notwithstanding Subsection (a) of this 
Section, a person receiving rental income in 
connection with the operntion of any of the fol
lowing shall not, by reason of that fuel ulone, be 
deemed to be engaging in business within the 
City: (I) a coopemtive housing corporation, as 
defined in Section 216(b) of Title 26 of the 
United States Code, as amended from time 10· 

time, or· any successor statute; (2) a residential 
structure consisting of fewer than four units; or 
(3) a residentiul condominium. 

( c) A person shall not be considered lo be 
· engaging in business within the City solely by 
reason of the receipt of passive investment 
income. "Passive investment income" for this 
purpose includes dividends, interest, royalties, 
annuities and gains from the sule or exchange 
of stock or securities solely for a person's own 
uccount, not derived in the ordinnry course of a 
business. 

SEC. 1006. EXEMPTIONS AND CRED
ITS .. The persons specified in Sections I 006. I 
through 1006,7 of this Article shall be exempt 
from all or a portion of the Payroll Expense Tax 
on the condition that the City has the power to 
allow such exemptions and credits. If a court of 
competent jurisdiction determines in a linal 
judgment that an exemption or credit specified 
in Sections !006. I through I 006. 7 of this 
Article results in the invalidity of nil or any por
tion of the Payroll Expense Tax as applied to 
any person, then all persons who otherwise 
would be exempt from all or a portion of the 
Payroll Expense Tax under th~ exemption or 
credit resulting in such invalidity shall instead 
be liabi'e for the full amount of Payroll Expense 
Tax as specified in Section 1003.1 of this 
Article without regard to the invalid exemption 
o,r credit, and such exemptions and credits shall 
be severed from the Payroll Expense Tax. 
Payment of such additional amounts made 
within three years after the decision of the courl 
becomes final shall not be subject to interest 
and penalties on that basis. The persons spcci
licd in Sections I 006.1 through I 006, 7 of I his 
Al'licle shall comply with all applicnhle llllsi
ness registralion provisions of Article 12 of the 
Business 111x and Regulations Code. 

SEC. 1006,1. SMALL BUSINESS 
EXEMPTION. (a) A pcrson who in any lax 
year qualilies as a "small business enlcrprise" 
shall be excmpl from the Payroll Expense Tax 

(Continued on next page) 
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for such tux year. Except us otherwise provid
ed in Subsections (b) und (\:) below, n person 
qualifies 11s 11 "small business enterpi·ise" in 11 

tax yeur only if: · 
(I) the person tiles II timely, uccurnte 

·and complete Puyroll Expense Tax return with 
the Tax Collector for the tax yeur; und 

(2) the umount of the person's liability 
for Payroll Expense Tnx for the tux ycnr, prior 
to the applicution. of uny credit ( other th1111 the 
New Jobs or Summer Youth Employment Tux 
Credits), docs not exceed· the following 
amounts: 

(A) For the tax· year commencing 
on January I, 2000 and ending on December 
31, 2000 (the 2000 tux ye11r), the 11mo11111 shall · 
be $2850; 

(B). For tax yeurs commencing on 
or after January I, 2001 (the 2001 and subse
quent lllX yeurs), the amount shall be deter
mined by (i) multiplying $2500 by II fraction, 
the numerntor of which is the Payroll Expense 
Tax rnte · fo'r the then-current tax yeat 
( expressed as II percentage), 1111d the denomina
tor of which is 1.5 percent, and (ii) rounding up 
the product to the nearest 50 dollars. 

(b} Notwithstanding pamgruph ( I) of 
Subsection (a) ubove, the Tax Collector, in his 
or her discretion, upon good cause shown, muy 
111low uny person who otherwise meets the 
requirements of 1~ "small business enterprise" to 
qualify us such· upon the filing of a lute, accu
rate und complete 1111111111! Puyroll Expense Tax 
return. 

( c) For the purpose of taxes due on puyroll 
expe1,se incurred on or after January I, 200 I, 
no person engaged in the business of selling 
fireurms or firearn1s ammunition shall be eligi
ble for the s·mull business exemption herein 
provided. 

(I) As used herein, the term "fireann" 
means uny device, designed to be used as a 
weapon, from which is expelled through a bar
rel a projectile by the force of any explosion, or 
other form of combustion. The term also 
includes uny rocket, rocket-propelled projectile 
launcher, or similar device containing any 
explosive or incendiary material und not 
designed for emergency or distress signaling 
purposes. 

(2) · As used herein, the term "firearms 
ummunition" means any projectiles with their 
fuses, propelling charges, or primers fired frorii 
wcupons, und any of the individual components 
thereof, including, but not limited to, black 
powder and reloading primers. 

(3) As used herein, the term "engaged 
in the business or selling firearms or firearms 
ammunition" means the selling, leasing, or 
trnnsfcrring or firearms or fircunns ammuni
tion. No person shall he "engaged in the busi
ness of selling firearms or firearms ammuni
tion" within the meaning of this Section if she 
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m· he is npt required to obtuin a license to sell · 
firearms or firearms ammunition pursuant to 
Section 6 I 3 of Article 9 of the Police Code, us 
umended from time to time, or if she or he is an 
uuctioneer or uuction company required to 
mnintain a bond or deposit pursuant to 
Culifornia Civil Code ;section 1812.600, as 
umended from time to time, or nny successor 
stutute. 

SEC. 1006.2, OTHER EXEMPTIONS. 
(11) Except as provided in Subsection (b) of this 
Section, 1111 orgnnization tllut is exe1ilpt from 
income taxation by Chapter 4 (commencing· 
with Section 2370 I) of Part 11 of Division 2 of 
the Revemie and Tnxntion Code or Subchnpter 
F ( commencing with Section 50 I) of Chapter I 
of Subtitle A of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as such statutes mny be mnended from 
time to time, or the successor statutes of either, 
shnll be exempt from taxation under this 
Article. 

(b) An organization otherwise exempt from 
income lllxntion under Subsection (a) of this 
Section that is directly enguged within the City 
in nn unrehtted trade or business within the 
meaning of section 513(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as mne1ided from time 
to time, or any successor stutute, nnd hns, from 
its own operations, unrelated business taxable · 
income ("UBTI") within the meuning of 
Section 512(11)( I) of the lntemnl Revenue Code 
of 1986, as amended from time to t_ime, or nny 
successor statute, shall pay a Payroll Expense· 
Tax on that portion of its payroll expense cqunl 
to the product of the orgnnizution 's totul payroll 
expense attributuble to the dty multiplied by a 
fraction, the numerntor of which shall be its 
UBTI attributable to the City and the denomi
nutor of which shnll be its totnl taxable income 
(as defined for federal income tax purposes) 
attributable to the City. 

(c) Blind persons licensed mider the provi
sions of Chapter 6A of Title 20 of the United 
States Code ("Vending Stands for Blind in 
Federnl Buildings") and blind persons licensed 
under the provisions of Article 5 .of Chapter 6 
of Part 2 of Division IO of the Welfare and 
Institutions Code of the State of California 
("Business Enterprises for the Blind"), as such 
statutes may be amended from time to time, or 
any successor statute of either, need not include 
in the computation or payroll expense .the first 
$15,000 of payroll expense in a tux ycur which 
is attributable to the City. A blind person, us 
used in this Section, means a person having not 
more than IO percent visual acuity in the better 
eye, with correction. Such blindness shall be 
certified hy a licensed physician or smgeon 
who specializes in diseases of the eye, and the 
exemption jJrovided by this Section shall not 
apply until such certification is furnished to the 
Tnx Collec.:tor. 

. (cl) Skilled Nursing Facilities licensed 

under the prov1s1ons of Title 22, California 
Code of Regulations, Division 5 ("Licensing 
and Certification of Heaith · Fucilitles, Home 
Health Agencies, Clinics und Refc;r_tnl 

. Agencies") Chnpter 3 ("SkHled Nursing 
Facilities"), ns nmended from time to time, or 
nny successor statute . or, regulation, shall be 
exempt from taxation under this Article. 

SEC, 1006,3, ENTERPRISE ZONE TAX 
CREDIT. (a) General Rule; A credit ilgoinst 
the Payroll Expense Tnx shnll be allowed for 
euch person who maintains a fixed pince of 
business within the Snn Francisco Enterprise 
Zone and who, on or ofter January I, 1992, cre
ates one or more new jobs and hires employees 
who qualify under Subsection (b} of this 
Section; provided, thnt in no event shall the tux 
credit redirce a person's Payroll Expeitse Tux· 
liability to less than zero in any tux year. The 
tax credits shnll serve only us an offset against 
the additional tux that would be paid as II result 
of udditionul hiring by n business located with
in the San Frnncisco Enterprise Zone. Each 
person clnhning this credit shall file with the 
Tax Collector, on a form prescribed by the Tux 
Collector,' 1111 affidavit under penulty of perjury 
attesting to facts establishing his or her entitle
ment to the tax credit under this Section und 
any regulations promulgated · by the Tux 
Collector. The affidavit shall be supported by ' 
State tax credit forms from the Employment 
Development Department, Department of 
Social Services, und Workforce ,Investment 
Board, 01· their successor ugencies. 

(b) DcOnltlon of''Q111diffed Employt.-c!' An 
employee is 11 "qualified employee" for purpos
es of computing this tax credit if he or she is 
newly hired on or after January I, 1992 by the 
person claiming the credit, und meets one or 
more of the following conditions: (I) the 
employee is receiving subsidized employment 
training or )iervices under the terms of the 
Workforce Investm,ent Act (29 U.S.C, Sections 
2940 et seq., us amended from time to time, or 
any successor statute); or (2) the employee is 
registered in the Welfare-to-Work Progl'!lm (42 
U.S.C. Sections 603(a)(5) et seq., us umended 
from time to time, or.any successor statute); or 
(3) the employee is certified by the 
Employment Development Department as eli
gible for the feclel'lll Work Opportunity Tux 
Credit Progrum (26 U.S.C. Sections 51 et seq., 
as amended from time to time, or uny successor 
statute); or (4) the employee is receiving gener
al assistance, 

(c) Amount ot' C1·ccllt. The tux credit for 
each qualified employee shnll be u varying per
centage of the additional tax that would be 
incun·cd by the person claiming the credit as a 
result of additional· wages paid for work per-
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fonned wiihin the Sun Francisco Enterprise 
Zone, and the dollar umount of such tux credit 
shull depend both upon the·dumtion of employ
ment us of the date Payroll Expense Tuxes ure 
clue, and the eligible wages puid, as follows: 

(I) The eligible wuges to which the 
percentage is applied shall be limited to wages 
puid for work performed by the qualified 
employee• while jihysicully present within the 
City: uncl 

(2) The 1iercentage to be applied to 
eligible wages shall depend upon the employ
ee's durntion of employment as follows: 

Uurntlon of 
Employment 
First 24 months 
Second 24 months 
Third 24 months 

Credit Allowed on 
Pnyroll Expense Tnx 
Liability 
100% 
50% 
25% 

Fomth 24.months 15% 
Fifth 24 months 10% 

(d) Smull Business Excm1>tion. A person 
shall not qualify for the Small Business 
Exemption set forth in Section l006.1 of this 
Article as a result of application of the 
Enterprise Zone Tax Credit. 

(e) Regulntions. The Tax Collector may 
promulgate and enforce rules and regulations, 
and issue determinations and inteqjretations, 
relating to the upplication of this Section. Any 
rules and regulations promulgated ~y the Tax 
Collector und any modifications thereof made 
by the Board of Review shall be approved as to 
legal form by the City Attorney. The rnles and 
regulations shall become effective 30 days after 
receipt by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, unless the Board of Supervisors 
by resolution disapproves or 111oclifies the regu
lations. The Board of Supervisors' determina
tion to 111odify or disapprove a rnle or regula
tion submitted by the Tax Collector shall not 
impair the ability of the Tax Collector to resub
mit the same or a similar rule or regulation 
directly to the Board of Supervisors if the Tax 
Collector determines it is necessary to effectu
ate the 1iurposcs of this Section. All regula
tions, rules, determinations and interpretations 
promulgated or issued by the Tax Collector that 
ure not inconsistent with this Section, and that 
wci•e promulgated rn· issued prior to the effec
tive date of this Article, shall remain in full 
force and cffct:t. 

(I') Re11ort on El'f'ect or 'fox Credit, The 
Tax Collector shall submit an annual report to 
the Board of Supervisors on or before May 31 
that estimates the effect of the tax credit on 
employment and local tax revenues for the pre
ceding tax year. The Tax Collector shall also 
make available to the Board of Supervisors the 
aggregate information of the dollar value of the 
Enterprise Zone 11,x Credit claimed each year 

by businesses. 
SEC. 1006.4, NEW JOBS TAX CREDIT. 

(11) General Rule. (I) Any business shnll be 
allowed a credit against the Payroll Expense 
Tax for each new job (which in no case shall be 
a job lasting fewer than 24 months) created on 
or after July I, 1993; however, in no event shall 
the tux credit reduce a person's liability for the 
tax to less than zero in any tax year. For jobs 
c1·eatcd after July I, 1993 and before January I, 
1998, the New Jobs Tax Credit may be cluimed 
by such business for a 24 month period begin
ning with the tax year in which such job was 
created. For jobs created on or after Jmiuary I, 
1998, the New Jobs Tax Credit· may be claimed 
by the business for a 48 month period begin
ning with the tax year in which such job was 
created. Each person claiming the tax credit 
shall lile with the Tax Collector, on a form pie
scribed by the Tax Collector, an affidavit under 
penalty of pe1:jury attesting to li1cts establishing 
the person's entitlement to the tax cre'dit con
sistent with this Section and regulations pro
mulgated by the Tax Collector. 

(2) No employer-shall be allowed a 
credit under this Section for employing any 
individual to perform services if such employer 
or a predecessor employer, prior to employing 
such individm1l, employed another individual 
within the City to perform the same or substan
tially similar services. The application of this 
Section shall be made on the basis of all the rel
evant facts and circumstances of ti particular 
case. 

(b) Amount or Credit. (I) The iunount of 
the New Jobs Tax Credit allowable for each Wx 
year is equal to the applicable percentage of the 
additional Payroll Expense Tax directly attrib
utable to the specilic job for which such credit 
·is taken. In the case of any new job created 
after July I. 1993 and before January I, I 998, 
the applicable percentage shall be I 00 percent 
for the lirst 12 months of such job and 50 per
cent for the second 12 months of such job. In 
the case of any new job created on or after 
Januury I, 1998, and before the expiration of 
the New Jobs Tax Credit as specified ill 
Subsection (f) of this Section, the applicable 
percentage shall be I 00 pcrcc11t for the first 24 
months .of such job and 50 percctit for the sec
ond 24 months of such job. 

(2) No New Jobs Tax Credit shall he 
allowed for nny job to the extent such credit 
would reduce, in any year, the employer's 
Payroll Expense 11,x liability below the base 
year limitation for such credit. For purposes of 
this Sc;ction, the "base year limitation" for such 
credit shall be the employer's highest Payroll 
Expense Tax liability (without regard to any 
credits provided hy this Arricle or Article 12-13 
of the Business Tax and Regulations Cock, and 
adjusted to eliminate the impa<.:t on such liabil
ity attributable solely to changes in the tllHler-

lying rate of tax) during any tux year ending 
after 1992 and commencing before the tax yeur 
in which the specific job for which such credit 
is taken was created. 

(c) Smull Business Exem11tlon. If, 11fter 
application of the New Jobs Tux Credit, the tnx
payer qualifies for the Smull Business 
Exemption set forth in Section 1006.1 of this 
Article, the tuxpaycr shali be exempt from tax
ation under this Article. 

(d) Reg11l11tlons. The Tax Collector may 
promulgate and enforce rnles and regulations, 
and issue determinations und interpretations, 
relating to the application of this Section. Any 
rnles and regulations promulgated by the Tux 
Collector and any modifications thereof made 
by the Board of Review shall be approved us to 
legal form by the City Attorney. The rules and 
regulations shall become effective 30 days after 
receipt by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, unless the Board of Supervisors 
by resolution disapproves or modifies the regu
lations. The Board of Supervisors' determina
.tion to modify or disapprove II rnle or regula
tion submitted by the Tax Collector shall not 
impair the ability of the Tax Collector lo resub
mit the same or a similar rnle or regulation 
directly lo the Board of Supervisors if the Tax 
Collector determines it is necessary to effectu
ate the purposes of this Section. All regula
tions, rules, determinations and interpretations 
promulgated or issued by the Tax Collector that 
arc not inconsistent with this Section, and that 
were promulgated or issued prio·r to the effec
tive date of this Article, shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

(e) Report on Effect or Tux Credit. The 
Tax Collector shall submit an annual report to 
the Board of Supervisors on or before May 31 
that estimates the effect of the tux credit on 
employment and local tax revenues for the pre
ceding tax year. The Tax Collector shall also 
make available to the Board of Supervisors the 
aggregate information of the dollar value of the 
New Jobs Tax Credits claimed each year by 
businesses. 

(I') Expiration. The New Jobs Tax Credit 
shall expire on December 31, 2002, unless the 
Board of Supervisors extends the credit by 
ordinance. · 

SEC. 1006.5. SUMMER YOUTH 
EMPLOYMU:NT TAX CREDIT. (n) 
General Ruic. (I) Any person subject to the 
Payroll Expense Tax shall he allowed a credit 
against the tax for each summer job creuted: 
however. in no event shall the Summer Youth 
Employment Tax Credit reduce a person's lia
bility for such tax to less than i.cro in any tax 
year. Each person claiming the tax 1:redit shall 
iile with the Tax Cnllec.:tor. on a form pre-

(Continued on next page) 
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scribed by the Tax Collector, an affidavit under 
penalty of perjury attesting io fuels establishing 
the person's entitlement to the tax credit con
sistent with this Section 1111d regulations adopt• 
ed.by the·Tnx Collector. In no event shall cred
it be provided for any work. performed before 
the first Sunday. in May or after the second. 
Sunday of September of the calendar year.· 

(2) The amount of the Summer Youth 
Employment Tax Credit for any given tax year, 
subject to the conditions below, shall be II per
centage of th!! udditionnl Payroll Expense Tux 
that otherwise would be due for un individual 
hired after May 12, 1996 for u job qualifying 
for the credit bused .on the stutus of the employ
ee as disadvantaged or not disndvantuged, ns 

,follows: 
Disadvantaged 100% 
Not Disadvantaged 50% 

. (3) A summer job us defined in this 
Section shull•not include n job performed by u 
predecessor employee; provided, thut a prior 
year's summer job shull not be considered a job 
performed by II predecessor employee. 

(b). Definitions, The following definitions 
shall apply to terms used in this Section. 

( 1) · "Sum1iter job0 meuns any ·new job 
created ufter the first Sundny of Mny of tl)e cnl
endar yenr nnd before July 1st of thnt cnlendnr 
year, and also includes internships, clerkships, 
and apprenticeships. 

(2) "Youth" .means any individual who, 
during the duration of the credit period, is 
between the ages of 14 and 21. 

(3) "Disadvantaged youth" means any 
youth whose family income is not greater thnn 
80 percent of the medinn fumily income as pro
vided in the most recently published estimate 
of medinn tinnily income for San Francisco by 
the United Stutes Department of Housing 11nd 
Urban Development or uny successor agency. 

(c) Smull Business Exemption, If, 11fter 
application of the Summer Youth Employment 
Tax Credit, the tuxpnyer qualifies for the Smull 
Business Exemption set forth in Section 1006.1 
of this Article, the tuxpuyer shnll be exempt 
froni tuxntion under this Article, Solely for the 
purpose of determining the Summer Youth 
Employment Tux Credit in the preceding sen
tence, there shall be a rebu11able presumption 
that nil youths nre clisudvuntagcd youths. 

(d) Regulntlons, The Tax Collector muy 
promulgate and enforce rules und regulutions, 
nnd issue detenninations and interprelutioils, 
reluting lo the npplicution of this Section. Any 
rules und regululions promulgated by the Tax 
Collector and uny modilicutions thereof made 
by the Board of Review shnll be upproved as lo 
legnl form by the City A11orney. The rnles and 
regulations shall become effective 30 days after 
receipt by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, unless the Board of Supervisors 
by resolution disapproves or modifies the regu-
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lntions. The Bonrd of Superv_isors' determinn-
. tion to modify or disapprove II rule or regulu
tion submitted by the Tux Collector shall not 
impair the ability of the Tux Collector to resub
mit the sume or II si.milur rule or regulation 
directly to the .Board of Supervisors if the Tax ' 
Collector determines it is necessnry to effectu
ate the purposes of this Section. All regula
tions, rules, determinntions and interpretations ' 
promulgated or issued by the Tux Collector thut 
are not inconsisten.t with this Section, nnd that 
were promulguted or issued prior to the effec• 
tive dnte of this Article, shall remnin in full 
force and effect. 

(c) Report on Effect of Tux Credit. The 
Tax Collector shnll submit un unnual report to 
the Board of Supervisors on or before Muy 31 
thnt estimntes the effect of the tnX' credit on 

· employment und local tux revenues, The Tax 
Collector sh~II also muke available to the Bonrd 
of Supervisors the 11ggreg11te informntion of the 
dollur vnlue of the Summer Youth Employment 
Tux credits clnimed ench yeur by businesses. 

(f) Expir11tion, The Summer Youth 
Employment Tux Credit provided in this 
Section shull expire on December 31, 200 I, 
unless the Board of Supervisors extends the 
credit by ordinnnce. 
. SEC, 1006,6, GARMENT MANUFAC· 

TURERS' TAX CREDI1: (u) Credit, . A 
credit shull be ullowed ugainst the Payroll 
Expense Tux for nny gnrment manufacturer 
with gross 11eceipts of not more than $5,000,000 
11nnu111ly that, on m· after J11nu11ry I, 1997, 
invests in: ( 1) technicul equipment for use in 
the garment m1111ufncturer's business within the 
City; (2) work reorg11niz11tion within the gur
ment mimufucturer's factory within the City; or 
(3) training of the garment 1111111ufucturer;s 
employees locuted within the.City. Each per
son claiming the credit shall file with the Tux 
Collector, on II form prescribed by the Tux 
Collector, an uffidnvit under penalty of perjury 
attesting to. fuels establishing his or her e111itle
ment to the tux credit. The uflidnvit shall be 
supported by such other documentntion us the 
Tax Collector shall prescribe, Any person 
claiming II credit for employee trnining shall, 
prior to commencement of training, obtain pre
upprovul of the truining program from ,the Tux 
,Collector. 

(b) Dcllnitions, The following dellnilions 
shall apply 10 terms used in this Section: 

(I) "Employee training" means any 
training provided 10 the garment manufactur
er's employees foi· purposes of upgrading their 
skills with respect lo the garment munufactur-

• ing business. "Employee truining" includes, 
but is not limited lo, training to opernle techni
cal equipment, training and improvement in 
business and other management skills, and 
learning and incorporuting new or improved 
production methods or technologies in the gar-

ment munufuctul'ing process. 
.. 

(2) "Garment munufuctitrer" means 11 
person who utilizes commerciul sewing tech
niques nnd skills to process fubric into finished, 
articles of clothing or 11pp11rel to be worn by 
human beings. 

(3) "Gross receipts" means the 10111I 
amount charged 01· received by a garment man
ufacturer for 1111 snles of goods und/or services 
performed,including nil receipts, cnsh credits. 
und property of a~y kind or 1i11ture, nnd exclud
ing bad debts, retumed merchandise, and trude 
discounts. 

( 4) "Qunlified investment". means the 
nmount paid or incurred by u garment manufac
turer for the purchuse 01· lease of technicul equip: 
ment for use in the gnrment munufncturer's busi
ness within the City, for work reorgnnization 
within the gnrment mnnufucturer's factory within 
the City, und for employee !mining provided to 
nny employee employed witltin the City. 

(5) "Technicul equipment" menns nny 
equipment used directly in the process of oper
ating and managing II garment factory, includ
ing but not limited to, equipment for the cutting 
room, sewing room, press room, und design· 
room. In nddition, "technicul equipment" 
menns nny equipment used to improve the 1111111-
ugement and operation of the gi1rment fnctory, 
including but not limited to, general office 
equipment to upgrnde the garment manufactur
er's uccomiting, munngement, und marketing 
processes. The te1·111 "technical equipment" ' 
shall inclucle, but not be limited to, computer
ized pnllem~muking equipment, culling tables, 
electric cutting knives, single>needle sewing 
nuichines, overlock machines; boilers, irons, 
steam bonrds, ·uutomutic spreuders, pressing 
und fusing equipment, stemn chnn!)els, CAD 
nnd CAM systems, computers, and manage
ment and operational software. 

(6) "Work reorganizution" means the 
conversion within a garment factory frqm the 
trnditionnl munufucturing system of progres
sive bundles 10 a more productive and efficient 
system, such as II modular manufacturing sys
tem or a unit production system. The costs for 
which the credit for work reorganization may 
be taken include, but nre not limited to: (A) the 
costs of constructing und installing new tech
nology; (B} the costs of modifying· existing 
machinery and work spaces, including neces
sary electrical upgrudes; and (C) the costs or 
accessories ·and· allachmenls lo existing 
machinery, such us foot pedals, floor mats, 
incentive boards, rolling bins, uncl maintenance· 
tools and manuals. 

(c) Amount of' C1·cclit, Except as other
wise provided in Subsections (cl), (e), (f) and 
(g) of this Section, the amount of the credit 
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allowed by this Section for ench tux year shall 
be the sum of (i) 60 percent of the qualified 
investment in such tux yeur (the "Current Year's 

. Credit"), and (ii) 40 percent of the qualified 
investment in the tux year immediately preced
ing such tux yenr (the "Carry-Over Credit"). 
The credit, including uny ·credit carryover from 
a prior tux year, shull not exceed $30,000 per 
tux year, und in no event shull the tax credit 
reduce a person's Payroll Expense Tux liability 
to less thun zero. The Garment Manufuctu1·ers 

• Tux Credit is not transferable. 
(d) Credit Limitations. (I) With respect 

to the credit for the purchase or lease of tccltni
cul equipment, the Current Year's Credit shall 
be allowed only if a garment manufacturer 
places such equipment in service within the 
City during the tux year and keeps such equip
ment in service within the City through the end 
of such tux year, und the Curry-Over Credit 
shall be allowed only if the garment manufac
turer keeps the equipment in service within the 
City through the end of the tux year immediate
ly following the tax year in which the equip
ment wus placed in service, 

(2) With respect to the credit for work 
reorganization, the Current Year's Credit shall 
be allowed only if II garment manufacture•· 
keeps the factory for which the credit is 
claimed in service within the City through the 
end of the tux year within which the work reor
ganization was completed, and the Cal'l'y-Over 
Credit shall be allowed only if the garment 
mnnufucturer keeps such factory in service 
within the City through the e1id of the tax year 
immediately following the tux year within 
which the WOl'k reorgunizution wus completed. 

(3) With respe~t to the credit for 
employee trnining, the Curre111 Year's Credit 
shall be allowed only if and to the extent a gar
ment manufacturer employs the specific indi
viduals for which the employee training credit 
is claimed withii1 the City through the end of 

· the tax year within which such training is com-
pleted, und the Curry-Over Credit shall be 
allowed only if and to the extent the garment 
manufacturer employs the individuals within 
the City through the end of the tax year imme
diately following the tax year within which the 
trnining was completed. 

(e) Recapture ot' C1·cdits, (I) With 
respect to the credit for the purchuse or lease of 
technical equi1imcnt, the Current Year's Credit 
shall be retroactively disallowed if the technical 
equipment for which such credit was claimed 
ceases lo be used in such garment manufactur
er's business within the City before the lirsl 
anniversary, of the elate upon which the garment 
manulitcturer placed the eql1ip111enl in service, 
and the Carry-Over Credit shall be retroactive
ly disallowed if the technical equipment ceases 
to be used in the garment manufacturer's busi
ness within the City before the second anniver-

sary of the date upon which the equipment was 
placed in service by the gurment munufucturer. 

(2) With respect to the credit for work 
reorganization, the Current Year's (;redit shall 
be rctrouctively disullowcd if the factory for 
which the credit was claimed is disposed of or 
otherwise ceases to remuin in service in the 
City by the gurment manufuctm·er before the 
first anniversary of the elute upon which the 
work reorganization was completed, and the 
Carry-Over Credit shall be retroactively disal
lowed if the factory is disposed of or othe1wise 
ceases to remain in service in the City by the 
garment manufacturer before the second 
anniversary of the date upon which the work 
rcorgunization was completed. 

(3) With respect to the credit for 
employee training, the Current Year's Credit 
shall be ·retroactively disallowed if and to the 
extent the specific individuals for which the 
employee training credit was claime~ cease to 
be employed within the City by the garment 
m11nufoct111·er before the first anniversm·y of the 
date upon which the training was completed, 
and the Carry-Over Credit shall be retroactive
ly disallowed if and to the extent the individu
als cease to be employed within the City by the 
garment manufacturer before the second 
anniversary of the date upon which the trnining 
was completed. 

(t') C111'1'yove1~ In the case where the cred
it allowed by this Section exceeds the garment 
manufacturer's Payroll Expense Tax liability 
for a particular tax year, the excess may be cur
ried over to reduce the tax in the following tax 
year and succeeding tax years, if necessary, for 
up to three tax years or until the credit has b~en 
exhausted, whichevc1' lirst occurs. 

(g) Othe1· Credits. The credit provided in 
this Section shall be in addition to any other 
credit under the Business Tax und Regulations 
Code to which the person is entitled.· The cred
it provided in this Section shall be taken after 
nil other uvailable credits have been exhausted. 

(It) Smull Business Exemption, A person 
shall not qualify for the Small Business 
Exemption set forth in Section 1006. I of this 
Article as a result ol' application of the Garmcm 
Manufacturers Tax Credit. 

(i) Ex1>ir11tio11; Carryover ot' Unused 
Credit, The credit provided in this Section 
shall expire on December 31, 200 I, unless the 
credit is extended by ordinance. Any unused 
credit may continue to be carried forward as 
pr~vided in Subsection (f). 

f.i) Report on Effect of Tux C1·edit, The 
Tax Collcdor shall submit an annual report to 
the Board or Supervisors on or before May 31 
that estimates the effect of the tax credit on 
employnwnt and local tax revenues for the pre
ceding tax year. The Tax Collector shall also 
make available to the Board of Supervisors the 
aggregate information or the dollar value of the 

Garment Manufacturers Tax Credit claimed 
each year by businesses. 

(k) Regulntlons. The Tax ~ollector may 
promulgate and enforce rules and regulations, 
and issue determinntions and interpretations, 
relating to the application of this Section. Any 
rules and regulntions promulgated by the Tax 
Collector und uny modifications thereof made 
by the Board of Review shall be approved us to 
legal form by the City Attorney. The rules nnd 
regulations shnll become effective 30 duys after 
receipt by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, unless the Board of Supervisors 
by resolution disapprov~s or modifies the regu
lations. The Board of Supervisors' determinu
tion to modify or disapprove a rnle 01· regulu
tion submitted by the Tax Collector shall not 
impuir the ability of the Tax Collector to resub
mit the sume or a similar rule or regulution 
dil'ectly to the Board of Supervisors if the Tax 
Collector determines it is necessary to effectu
ate the purposes of this Section. All rcguln
tions, rules, determinations and interpretations 
promulgated 01· issued by the Tax Collector that 
arc not inconsistent with this Section, and that 
were promulgated or issued prior to the effec
tive date of this Article, shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

SEC. 1006.7. CREDIT OF SURPLUS 
BUSINESS TAX REVENUE. (11) General 
Rule. Any person that docs not qualify for the 
Small Business Exemption under the provi
sions of Section I 006.1 of this Article shall be 
allowed a credit against the Payroll Expense 
Tax for any tax year ending within a fiscal year 
of the City immediately following a fiscal year 
in which the City has surplus Payroll Expense 
Tax revenue: provided, that in no event shall the 
tax credit allowable pursuant to this Section 
reduce a person's liability for such tax to an 
amount less limn zero: For euch liscal year, the 
Controller shall determine whether the City has 
surplus Puyroll Expense Tax revenue. The 
Controller's determination whether the City hns 
surplus Payroll Expense Tax revenue shall be 
nmdc on or before the first business day of 
September following the close of such fiscal 
year. The Controller shall notify 'the Tax 
Collec1or of his or her determination. 

(b) Amount of Cl'cdlt. For purposes of this 
Section, the amount of the tax credit for any tax 
year shall be $500.00: provided, that in no 
event shall the tax credit allowable pursuant to 
this Section. reduce a person's liability for the 
Payroll Expense Tax in any tax year to an 
amount less lhan zero. 

(c) Definitions, The following definitions 
shall apply to the terms used in this Section. 

(I) For any fiscal year or the City, the 
City shall be 'deemed to have "surplus Payroll 
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Expense Tux revenue" if and only if the actual 
Payroll Expense Tux revenue for such fiscal 
year _exceeds the turget Payroll Expense Tux · 
revenue for such fiscal year. 

(2) . For uny fiscid year of the City, the 
"actual· Payroll Expense Tax revenue" means 
the aggregate nmpunt of tux revenue collected 
pursuant Article 12 (Business Registration) and 
Article 12-A (Payroll Expense Tux) of the 
Business Tux and Regulations Code, less the 
11mount of any Refund Credits unde1· Article 12-
B of the Business Tux and Regulations Code 
allowed or puid in such fiscal year. 

(3) (A) Except us pmvided in sub
pnrngrnph (B) below, f~r any tisciil year of the 
City, the "target Payroll Expense Tux revenue;' 
is an amount equul to the product of (i) the 
uctmil Payroll Expense Tux revenue for the tis
cul year immediately preceding such fiscal 

· year, multiplied by (ii) 107.5,percelll; 
(B) Forthe fiscal year of the City 

ending on June 30, 2000, the "target Payroll 
Expense Tux revenue" is 1111 amount equal to the 
product of (i) the total of the Business Tux 
(Gross Receipts Tux), Payroll Expense Tux and 
registration fee revenues for the fiscal yeur of 
the City immediately · preceding such fiscal 
yeur, multiplied by (ii) 107.5 percent. 

. (d) Effective Dute. The tux credit provided 
by this Section shall be u\lowuble in tax years 
ending after 1997. . 

SEC. 1007. PAYMENTS, RETURNS, 
PREPAYMENTS AND EXTENSIONS. (u) 
Due Dute of Tuxes. Unless otherwise specifi
cally provided for in other provisions of this 
Article, the tuxes imposed herein shall become 
d"t and payable on January 1st of each yeur 
1111d shall become delinquent if not paid on or 
before the lust day of Febrnury of each yeur. 
Concurrently with the payment of the tuxes 
imposed herein, the person shull make II Payroll 
Expense Tux retum us pmvided herein. 

(b) Return; Time for FIiing. Each person 
subject to the tax imposed by this Article, and 
any persons who . would be subject to tux 
imposed by this Article but for the provisions of 
Section 1006.I (Smull Business Exemption), 
shall, mi or before the lust dny of February of 
ench year and concurrently with the puyment of 
nny tnx herein imposed, make and file with the 
Tux Collector, on a form obtainable from the 
Tux Collector, 11 retum fm the preceding tux 
yeur, setting forth such information us the Tux 
Collector shnll require,. including (unless the 
Tnx Collector wnives the need to furnish the 
same) the person's payroll expense for each 
incliviclunl performing work or rendering ser
vices, in whole or in part, within the City, 
together with that portion of the person's pay
roll expen~c for each such individual altribut
able to the City, plus the aggregate amouni of 
the person's pnyroll expense for all such indi
viduals nttribu1able lo the City, plus such other 
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information as the Tax Coi'lect01· may require. 
(c) Prepayments. Notwithstanding the 

date otherwise provided for herein for the pay
ment of the tux due. hereunder, every person 
who, for any tax year commencing with 1973, 
becqmes liable for payment of n total Payroll 
Expense Tax in excess of $ 1000, shull be 
required to pny the tux for the following tux 
yeur, in two instnllments; provided thnt, for any 
tux yenr commencing on 01· after Jnmmry I, 
1982 nnd ending on or before December 31, 
1999, no person shnll be required to make such 
installments for the following tux year unless 
the person becomes liable for payment of a 
total Payroll Expense Tux in an amount which 
exceeds $2500. For tnx yeurs commencing on 
or after Jnmmry I, 2000, no person shall be 
required to mnke such instnlhnents for the fol
lowing tux year · unless the person becomes 
liable for puymcnt of a total Payroll Expense 
Tnx. in 1111 nmount which exceeds the nmount of 
the Smnli' Business Exemption for that year a_s 
determined pursuant to Section 1006.1 of this 
Article. 

The first instnlhnertl sl1all be n credit agninst 
· the tux due on Jnnum·y I (which shall become 
clelinqitent on Murch I) of the following year, 
and slmll be in 1111 11111011111 equal to one-half 
( 1/2) of the estimated Payroll Expense Tnx lii1-
bility for such year. Such estimntecl Payroll 
Expense Tnx liability slmll be computed by 
using the total taxable payroll expense for the 
preceding tax yenr plus n two percent growth 
factor, multiplied by the rnte of tax in effect at 
the time the installment is clue. The first install
ment shall become clue nnd payable every July 
1st, and shall become delinquent every August 
1st. The second installment shnll be reported 
and pnicl us otherwise pmviclecl herein, nncl 
slmll be in nn mnount equal to total Payroll 
Expense Tux linbility, less the amount of nny 
tnx prepayment actually paid. 

Any tax prepayment required hereunder 
which is not paid before the delinquency elate 
shnll benr n penally, in ndclition to the tnx nncl 
the prepayment thereof, in an amount equnl to 
live percent (5%) of such prepayment for each 
month or fraction thereof during which such 
prepayment (or any portion thereof) remains 
delinquent, up to twenty percent (20%) in the 
aggregate, plus interest ut n rnte of one percent 
( ! % ) per month from the dnte such prepayment 
first became delinquent. Any prepuyment (or 
portion thereol) that remains unpaid under this 
Section for a period of ninety (90) cluys after 
the person is notified of such delinquency shnll 
be subject to 1111 additional penalty or twenty 
percent (20%) of such delinquent prepayment. 
Such prepnyment shall be nccompnnied by a 
tnx prepnymenl form obtainnble from the Tax 
Collector, bul the failure of the Tax Collector to 
fumish the person with a tnx prepnymenl form 
shall not relieve the person of the tax prepny-

ment obligation set forth herein. If the person 
can establish by clenr and convincing evidenc'e 
that such p~epnyment will amount to more thnn 
one-half ( 1/2) of the total tnx liability for the 
tax year in which the tux prepuy'ment becomes 
due, the Tax Collector mny, in writing, adjust 
the amount of the tux prepayment. 

(d) Large Firm Prepayments. . Notwith
standing the date otherwise provided for herein 
for the payment of the tux due hereunder, each 
person subject to the tnx imposed by this 
Article with a total.tux liability of $50,000 or 
more in the preceding yenr shall be required to 
mnke payments for the totnl amount of tuxes 
due. on Janunry I (which shall become delin
quent on Murch l) of the following yenr in four 
quarterly installments. The first, second und 
third quarterly installments shnll become due. 
nnd .payable every April 1st, July 1st .and 
October 1st, nnd shall become delinquent eve1·y 
Mny 1st, August Isl and November 1st, respec
tively. Such quarterly installments shall be 11 
credit against the tux due on January I (which 
shall bec.ome delinquent on March I) of the fol
lowing yeiir. Ench quarterly installment due 
hereunder shall be in 1111 amount equal to one• 
fourth (1/4) of the estimated Payrnll Expense 
Tnx liability for the then-current year. Such 
estimated Payroll Expense Tux linbilily shall be 
computed by using .the totnl taxable payroll 
expense for the preceding yenr plus a two per
cent growth factor, multiplied by the rate of tax 
in effect nt the time the quarterly instnllment is 
clue. The fourth installment shnll be in 1111 
amount equal to the total Payroll Expense Tux 
linbilily for the nnnunl period, less the amount 
of any tux prep11ymellls uctunlly puid. 

Any quarterly prepayment required hereun
. der which is not p11id before the delinquency 
cl11te shall bem· n penalty, in addition to the tux 
nncl the prepayment thereof, in an amount equal 
to live percent (5%) of such prepayment for 
e11ch month or frnction thereof during which 
such prepayment (or uny portion thereof) 
remains delinquent, up to twenty percent (20%) 
in the nggregnte, plus interest 111 n rnte of one 
percent.( I%) pe1· month from the elate such pre
payment first become delinquent. Any prepny
m~llls thut remuin unp11id under this Section for 
a period of ninety (90) clays ofter the person is 
notified of such delinquency shall be subject to 
mi 11ddition11l penalty of twenty percent (20%) 
of such clelhiquent prepnyment. Such quarterly 
prepayment shall be nccompaniecl by II prepay
ment form obtuinuble from the Tax Collector, 
but fnilurc of the Tax Collector to fumish the 
person with a prepuyment form shall not relieve 
the person of the tnx prepnyment obligation set 
forth herein. If the person cnn establish by clear 
and convincing evidence that any quarlel'ly pre-

(Continued on next page) 
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payment will make the sum of all prepayments 
made in an annunl filing period exceed the 101111 
tnx liubility for the unnuul filing period in 
which the tax prepuyment· becomes due, the 
Tux Collector muy, in writing, adjust the 
amount of the tux prepayment. 

(c) Extension ofTbnc for Flllng II Return 
and Paying Tux. Notwithstanding the date 
provided for herein for filing of returns und the 
puyment of tux due hereunder, the Tax 
Collector may, for good cause shown, grant 
extensions not in excess of 60 days for the pay
ment or prepayment of such tax and for the 
making of such return. If such tux is paid with
in the extension period granted by the Tax 
Collector, 'no penalty shall be added to the 
amount due and payable, Notwithstanding the 
granting of an extension by the Tnx Collector, 
all delinquent taxes and tax prepayments shall 
bear interest from the date such tuxes and pre
payments first became delinquent to the date 
such taxes and prepayments are paid, at the rate 
of one percent per month, or fraction thereof. 

SEC. 1008. AUTHORITY TO PROMUL
GATE REGULATIONS, The Tax Collecior 
may promulgnte regulations and issue rules, 
determinations und interpretations consistent 
with the purposes of this Article and Article 6 
of the Business Tux and Regulations Code as 
mny be necessary and appropriate to apply such 
Articles in 11 lawful manner, including provi
sions for penalties due to fraud, underpayment 
of fees and taxes, or any evasion of such 
Articles or the rules and regulations promulgat
ed thereunder. All regulations, ·rules, determi
nations and interpretations promulgated or 
issued by the Tnx Collector that are not incon
sistent with such Articles, and that were pro
mulgated or issued prior to the effective date of 
this Article, shall remain in full force and 
effect, 

SEC. 1009. SAVINGS CLAUSE, Nothing 
in this Article shall be construed us requiring 

. the payment of any tax for engaging in a busi
ness or the doing of an act when such payment 
would constitute an unlawful burden upon or an 
unlawful interference with interstate or foreign 
comme1·ce, or which payment or act would be 
in violation of the Constillltion or a statute of 
the United States or of the Constitution or a 
stutute of the State of California, rr any part or 
provision of this Article, or the application 
thereof Lo any person or circumstance, is held 
invalid, the remainder of this Article, including 
the application of such part or provision to 
other persons or circumsta111.:es, shall not he 
affected thereby and shall continue in full force 
and effect. To this encl, the provisions of this 
Article arc severable. 

Section 5. Amcndmcnl: Enactment or New 
Article 12-B. The San Francisco Municipal 
Code is hereby amended by adding a new 
Article I 2-B to the Business Tax and 

Regulations Code to read us follows: 
ARTICLE 12-B 

BUSINESS TAX REFUND AND CREDIT 
SEC, 1!)20. S'fATEMENT OF PURPOSE. 

Prior to enactmelll of this Ordinunce, persons 
engaging in business within San Fmncisco 
were required to pay taxes under 1111 altemutive
measure system whereby a business puid a tax 
measured either by its payroll expense or its 
gross receipts, whichever resulted in a higher 
tax liability, This Ordinance repeals, retroactive 
to the beginning of the 1997 tax year (January 
I, 1997), the gross receipts ordinance set forth 
in former Article 12-8, and Section 917.1 of 
former Article 12-A (which exempts a business 
from :my payment under the payroll expense 
ordinance if its culculutccl liability under the 
gross receipts ordimmce is higher than its lia
bility under the payroll expense ordinance), 
The purpose of this Ordinance is lo impose a 
single-measure tax on all persons engaging in 
business within the City. Persons that paid a 
tux measured by gross receipts under former 
Article 12-B for the 1997, 1998 or 1999 tax 
years shall receive a credit against future pay
roll expense-based taxes and/or a . refund as 
specified in this Article. The credit and/or 
refund shall be in an amount equal to the dif
ference between the amount actually paid 
under the gross receipts ordinance and the less-

., er amount payable under the payroll expense 
ordinance. The credit and/or refund due to a 
person slmll earn interest from the date the 
gross receipts-based tax was paid until such 
time as the credit is used or the refund is paid, 
In addition, if the person paid a delinquent tax 
or other penalty calculated as ll percentage of 
the person's liability under the gross receipts 
ordinance for the I 997, 1998 or 1999 tax years, 
then the person shall receive a partial credit 
and/or refund of such penalty in proportion to 
the person's decreased tax liability for those lax 
years, 

SEC. 1021, REFUND OR CREDI1: Any 
person who paid any tax measured by gross 
receipts under former Article 12-B as ii read at 
the time payment was due for any tax year 
commencing on or after January I, 1997 and 
ending on or before December 31, 1999 (the 
1997, 1998 and 1999 lax years), and who files 
a claim for l'l!fund thereof within six months of 
the effcctivl! date of this Article, on a form pre
scribed by the Tax Collector, shall be allowed a 
credit und/or refund in an amount and in a man
ner determined under this Artide. 

SEC. 1022. DETERMINATION OF 
REFUND OR CREDIT, (n) Amount of 
Refund or Credit. For each tax year com
mencing on or after January I, 1997 and ending 
on or before December 3 I, 1999 (the I 997, 
I 998 and 1999 tax years), the City shall pro
vide a refund or credit in an amount .equal to thl! 
difference between a person's actual tax pay-

mcnts to the City under former Article 12-B us 
it read at the time payment was due for such tuX: 
year and the person's lesser Payroll Expense 
Tax umount for such tux yeur. A person's "less
er Payroll Expense Tux amount" for each tax 
year shall be an umount equul to the Puyroll 
Expense Tux liability that such person would 
have incurred in such tux year but for the 
exemption set forth in Section 917.1 of the 
Business Tux and Regulutions Codcus that sec
tion rend on December 31, 1999, If a person 
paid penalties for the 1997, 1998 or 1999 tax 
year that were culculated as a percentage of the 
person's tux liability as measured by gross 
receipts for such year, then, for such tax yeur, 
the City shall provide u ref111id dr credit for 
such penalties in un amount equal to the penal
ty actually paid, multiplied by II fraction, the 
numerator of which is the excess of the tux 
actually paid over the person's lesser Payroll 
Expense Tax amount and the denominator of 
which is the umount of tax the person actuully 
paid under former Article 12-B for such tax 
year. The amount of any refund or credit 
required by this Article shall earn interest there
on as specified in Section 6:15-2 of Article 6 of 
the Business Tax and Regulations Code. The 
refund shall be paid or credited to the person in 
accordance with the pmvisions of Subsection 
(b) of this Section. 

(b) A11plic11tlon of Refund Credit. The 
aggregate amount the City shall allow as a 
credit and/or refund to each person pursuant to 
Subsection (u) of this Section for all tax yeurs 
for which the person is entitled to a refund (the 
"Refund Credit") shall be puid 01· credited to 
the person as follows: 

(I) The Refund Credit shall be applied 
as an annual credit against the person's Puymll 
Expense Tax for tux years commencing on or 
after January I, 200 I and ending on or before 
December 31, 2005 (the 200 I, 2002, 2003, 
2004 and 2005 tax years), in equal amounts 
over those tax years and, to that extent, nmy be 
applied against prepayments required pursmmt 
lo Section I 007 of Article 12-A of the Business 
Tax and Regulations Code for such years; 

(2) In no event shall the Refund Credit 
applied in any tax year pursuant to this Section 
exceed the amount of the person's Payroll 
Expense Tax liability for such tax yeur; 

(3) No person shall qualify for the Small 
Business Exemption set forth in Section 1006. I 
of the Business 111x and Regulutions Code as a 
result of applying the Refund Credit against 
such person's Payroll Expense Tax liability; 

(4) Any unused portion of the Refund 
Credit shall be paid in cash to the person not 
later than March 31, 2006, Any person that has 
ceased lo engage in business within the City (as 

(Continued on next page) 
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LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION I (CONTINUED) 

defined in Section 904 of Article 12 of the 
Business Tux and Regulations Code),.and is no 
longer subject to the registration requirements 
set forth in Article 12 of the Business Tax and 
Regulations Code, muy request thnt the Tux. 
.<;:ollector pay over any unused portion of the 
Refund Credit to such person no later thnn 
March 31 of the tax year following the tax year 
in which such person ceased to engage in. busi-
ness within the City. · · 

(c) Sm11II Business Exemption. For the 
1997, 1998 and 1999 tax yenrs, persons may 
quulify. for the Smull Business Ex.emption set 
forth in former Section 905A of Article 12-A of 
the Business Tux und Regulations Code as it 
rend on December 31, 1999, 11s u result of the 
reduction of the person's liubility for those tax 
yeurs by operution of this Ordinance. 

SEC. 1023, AUTHORITY TO PROMUL
GATE REGULATIONS. The Tux Collector 
muy promulgate regulations and issue rules, 
determinations und interpretations consistent 
with the purposes of this Article and Article 6 
of the Business Tux and Regulations Code us 
may be necessary and appropriate to upp1y such 
Articles in a lawful manner, including provi
sions for penalties due to fraud, underpayment 
of taxes, or any evasion of such Articles or the 
rules and regulations promulgated thereunder .. 

Section 6. · Amendment of Qrdjnnnce. By 
adopting this Ordihnnce, the People of the City 
and County of San Francisco do not intend to 
limit or in any way curtail the powers of the • 
Board of Supervisors us to the subject mutter of 
this Ordinance; however, the Board of 
Supervisors may not increase the rates set forth · 
in Section 1003.1 of Article 12-A 01· Sections 
905 and 906 of Article 12 of the Business Tux 
and Regulations Code, as adopted by this 
Ordinance, without the approval of a majority 
of the voters of the City voting·on the question. 
The Board of Supervisors is hereby authorized· 
to enact legislation necessary to curry 0111 the 
purposes of this Ordinance, to amend this 
Ordinunce and to conform the provisions of this 
Ordinance to npplicuble state und/m federal 
law. Nothing in this section shall limit the · 
authority of the Board' of Supervisors to.impose 
or increase any fee 01' tux rnte where such 
incrcusc . is expressly uuthorizcd by this 
Ordinunce 01· other applicable law. · 

Section 7. Severohilhy. If any part or 
provision of this Ordinance, or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstance, is held 
invalid, the remuindcr of this Ordinance, 
including the upplicution of such purl or provi
sion to other persons or circumstances, shall 
not be nffectecl thereby and shall continue in 
full force and effect. To this encl, provisions of 
this Ordinance arc scvcmblc. 

Section 8. Mnjorily Approvol: E(fec(iye 
D.ill£, This Orclinnncc shall be effective only if 
approved by a majority of the voters voting 
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City Contractor Contributions 
PROPOSITION J 

Shall the City ban officials from accepting gifts, payments, or campaign 
contributions from a person or group If the offlclal previously approved granting 
the donor a contract or special benefit? 

YES -
NO -

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Under state and local law, public benefit, or monetary payment to that person or group. This 
officials may not participate in decisions in which they have ban would apply from the date of approval of the benefit 
a financial interest. For example, officials may not vote to until two years after th'e official's term of office ended or the 
give a contract to a company that they own in whole or in official otherwise left office, or six years after the approval, 
part. whichever came first. 

Officials must report all gifts they receive worth more 
than $50, and may not accept more than $300 in gifts per A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to ban 
year from any single source. An official may not participate City officials from accepting gifts or campaign contributions. 
in making a government decision affecting anyone who has from a person or group where the official has previously 
given $250 or more in gifts or income to the official in the approved granting a contract or special benefit to that 
past year. Campaign contributions to an official are not person or group. 
considered gifts or income. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J is an ordinance that would 
ban any City official from accepting a gift, payment, job 
offer, or campaign contribution from a person or group, if 
the City official previously had approved granting a 
contract, lease, franchise, land use variance; special tax 

Controller's Statement on "J" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition J: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it would have a minor effect on the· cost of 
government. · 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to · 
ban City officials from accepting gifts or campaign 
contributions from a person or group where the official has 
previously approved granting a contract or special benefit 
to that person or group. 

How "J" Got on the Ballot 
On June 30, 2000 the Department of Elections certified 

that the initiative petition, calling for Proposition J to be 
placed on the ballot, had qualified for the ballot. 

9,735 signatures were required to place an ordinance on 
the ballot. 

This number Is equal to 5 % of the total number of 
people who voted for Mayor in 1999. A random check of 
the signatures submitted on June 1, 2000 by the proponent 
of the initiative petition showed that more than the required 
number of signatures were valid. 

nus MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, ntE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-133 
SOME OF THE WOADS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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City· Contractor Contributions 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGU VOR OF PROPOSITION J 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City Contractor Contributions 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT' T AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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City Contractor C.ontributions 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR ·oF· PROPOSITION J 

· • Republicans stand for good government. This reform 
'proposition was put on the ballot by a non-partisan, grassroots, 
good-government group. It should enjoy the respect of all citizens. 
This measure would help stop bribery and corruption in city hall. 

And in San Francisco, that'll be a full time job! 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

Stop special deals to downtown special interests like 
Bloomingdales ! 

Vote YES on Prop JI 

Jake McGo/drick 
Candida1e for District 1 Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is McGoldrlck for Supervisor. · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com

mittee are 1. Hiroshi Fukuda 2. Mowltza Biddle 3. Steve 
WIiiiams, 

The flow of corporate campaign contributions and gifts to pub
lic officials is corrupting our local democracy. 

Joel Ventresca . . 
President, Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods (1987-89; 
1992-94) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

Ralp~ Nader, both the San Francisco Democratic AND 
Republican committees and California Common Cause all 
agree on only one thing this year. They all endorse Measure J, 
That's because Measure J is good government without politics. 

The signatures needed to qualify Measure J were collected by 
the non-partisan Oaks Project through an unprecedented 100% 
volunteer petition effort. · 

Measure J prevents corruption by banning "legal" kickbacks, 
J bars politicians from taking money, gifts, or jobs from anyone 
benefiting from the politician's actions (i.e. granting city 
contracts, special tax breaks of land deals), 

VOTE YES on Mcasut·c J. 

Ben Gertner 
Oaks Project Volunteer 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Nlc~olas Wlrz. 

Elected officials shouldn't reward campaign contributors with 
city contracts and money. But that's exactly what has brought the 
FBI into City Hall. Keep everyone's hands out of the cookie jar. 
Vote Yes on Proposition J, 

Harvey Milk Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Harvey MIik Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender Democratic 
Club. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Californians. for Indian Self-Reliance 2. 

· Assemblywoman Carole Mlgden 3 .. Harvey MIik Lesbian, Gay, 
Bisexual, Transgender Democratic Ciub. 

We support city government for the public interest, not special 
interests! 

Proposition J promotes integrity in city officials, saving tax
payers from wasteful contrncts and favoritism. Vote Yes on J. 

San Francisco Green Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Green Party. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain .3. John Strawn. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J 

Should contractors with bu'siness before boards and commis
sions be prohibited from donating to the members of those 
boards? This is a tough one, I just don't know, hmmm, let me 
think ... 

Vote YES on J. 

Matt Gonzalez 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Matt Gonzalez. 

Proposition J bans the quid pro quo of awarding city contracts 
for campaign contributions. It stops city officials from taking 
money and jobs from those they award contracts to. 

Vote Yes on Proposition J! 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Jane Morrison 2. Zoanne Nordstrom 3. Jennifer 
Clary. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION J! 
There are at least two reasons for voters and taxpayers to sup

port Proposition J strongly: First, it's a sincere initiative by real 
voters, not elected officials, to control the disturbing syndrome 
of money and other gifts dictating Board of Supervisors and var
ious commissions' actions. Secondly, it's plain good government 
policy lo prohibit decision-makers from voting.on matters where 
proponents or opponents have given campaign contributions or 
gifts or anything of value. 

Proposition J stops that kind of purchased influence from 
dominating City Hall decisions that affect our lives and well
being. This measure was painstakingly qualified for the ballot by 
people like our ne,ighbors and yours. Don't let them down. Send 
malodorous City Hall a strong message - San Francisco is not 
for sale. Vote YES ON PROPOSITION .J, 

Good Govem111e11t Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Kopps Good Government Alliance. 

The San Francisco Republican Party supports reasonable and 
workable reforms of the political system. 

That is why we are supporting Proposition J. Prop. J will help 
eliminate undue influence, whether in fact or in appearance, by 
entities or individuals doing or seeking business with the City. 

Vote Yes on Proposition J. 

San Francisco Republican Party 
Donald A. Caspe1; Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate Howard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Congressional District 12th Assembly District 
Terence Faulkner, Candidate Harold Hoogasian, Candidate 
3rd Senate District District VII Supervisor 
Julie Bell Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. Joel Homstei11 
Gail E. Neira Denis Norrington 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick Rita O'Hara 
Les Payne Dana Walsh 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the !)Uthors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION J 

. No Paid Arguments Were Submitted Against Measure J 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION J 

Amendment to Sun Francisco Administrative 
Code 

Chapter 16 qf the San Francisco Administrative 
Code shall be amended by the addition of the 
following Article: 

ARTICLE XX. TAXPAYER PROTECTION 

Section 16,990. Tltle 
This Article shall be known us the City und 
County of San Fruncisco Taxpayer Protection 
Amendment of 2000. 

Section 16.991. Findings and Declorotlons 
(a) The people of the City and County of San 
Francisco ("City and County") find tlmt the use 
or disposition of public assets is often tainted 
by contlicts of interest among local public offi
cials entrusted with their management and con
trol. Such assets, including publicly owned real 
property, land use decisions confening substan
tial private benefits, conferrnl of a franchise 
without competition, public purchases, taxa
tion, and .financing, should be arrnnged strictly 
on the merits for the benefit of the public, and 
irrespective of the separate personal or finan
cial interests of involved public officials. 
(b) The people find that public decisions to sell 
or lease property, to confer cable, trash hauling 
and other franchises, to award public constrnc
tion or service contracts, or to utilize 01· dispose 
of other public assets, and to grnnt special Jund 
use or taxation exceptions have often been 
made with the expectation of, and subsequent 
receipt of, private benefits from those so assist
ed to involved public 'decision makers'. The 
people further find that the sources of such cor
ruptive influence include gifts and honorariu, 
future employment offers, and anticipated cam
paign contributions for public officials who ure 
either elected or who Inter seek elective office. 
The trading of special favors or advantage in 
the management or disposal of public assets 
and. in the making of major public purchases 
compromises the political process, undermines 
confidence in democratic institutions, deprives 
meritorious prospective private buyers, lessees, 
and sellers of fair opportunity, and deprives the 
public of its rightful enjoyment and effective 
use of public assets, 
(c) Accordingly, the people declare that there is 
a compelling state interest in reducing the cor
ruptive influence of emoluments, gifts, und 
prospective cumpuign contributions on the 
decisions of public officials in the management 
of public assets and franchises, and in the dis
position of public funds, The people, who com
pensate public officials, expect and declare that 
as a condition of such public ol'lice, no gifts, 
prnmiscd employment, or campaign contribu
tions shall be received from any substantial 

beneficiary of such a public decision for u ren
sonuble period, as provided hen;in, 

Section 16,992. Definitions 
. (a) As used herein, the term public benefit does 
not include public employment in the normal 
course of business for services rendered, but 
includes a contmct, benefit, or arrangement 
between the City and County and any individ
ual, eorporntion, firm, partnership, association, 
or other person or entity to: 

(I) provide personal services of a value in 
excess of $50,000 over any 12 month period; 

(2) sell or furnish any material, supplies or 
equipment to the City and County of a value in 
excess of $50,000 over any 12 month period; 

(3) buy or sell any real prnperty to or from 
the City and County with a value in excess of 
$50,000, or lease any real prnperty to or from 
the City and County with a value in excess of 
$50,000 over any 12 month period; 

( 4) receive an award of a franchise to conduct 
any business activity in a territory in which no 
other competitor potentially is available to pro
vide similar and competitive services, and for 
which gross revenue from the business activity 
exceeds $50,000 in nny I 2 month period; 

(5) confer a land use variance, special use 
permit, or other exception to a pre-existing 
master plan or lmid use ordinance pertaining to 
real prnperty where such decision has a value in 
excess of $50,000; 

(6) confer a tax abateme111, exception, or 
benefit not generally applicable of a value in 
excess of $5,000 in any 12 month period; 

(7) receive cash or specie of a net value to the 
recipient in excess of $10,000 in any 12 month 
period, 
(b) Those persons or entities receiving public 
benefits as defined in Section 16.992(a)(l)-(7) 
shall include the individual, corporution, firm, 
partnership, association, or other person or 
elllity so beneliting, and any individual or per
son who, during a period where such benefit is 
received or accrues, 

(I) has more than a ten percent (JO%) equity, 
participation, or revenue interest in Lhut entity; or 

(2) who is a trustee, director, partner, or ofti
cer of that entity, 
(c) As used herein; the term personal or cam
paign advantage shall include: 

(I) any gift, honomria, emolument, or personal 
pecuniary benelit of a value in excess of $50; 

(2) any employment for compensation; 
(3) any campaign contributions for any elec

tive oflice said official may pursue. 
(cl) As used herein, the term public oflicial 
includes any elected or appointed public ofti
cial acting in an official capacity. 

Section 16,993, Prnhibitions 
(a) No City and County public oflicial who has 

exercised discretion to approve and who hus 
approved or voted to approve a public benefit 
as defined in Section 16.992(a) may receive u 
personal or campaign advantage as defined in 
Section 16. 992( c) from u person as defined in 
Section 16.992(b) for a period beginning on the 
date the official approves or votes to approve 
the public benefit, and ending no later than 

(I) two years after the expiration of the term 
of office that the official is serving at the time 
the official apprnves or votes to approve the 
public benefit; 

(2) two years after the official's departure 
from his or her office whether or not there is u 
pre-established term of office; or 

3) six years from the date the official 
approves or votes to approve· the public benefit; 
whichever is first. 
(b) Section 16,993(a) slmll also apply to the 
exercise of discretion of any such public offi
cial serving in· his or her official capacity 
thrnugh a redevelopment agency, or any other 
public agency, whether within or without the 
tel'l'itorial jurisdiction of the City and County 
either as a representative or appointee of the 
City and County. 

Section 16,994, Responsibilities of' City and 
County Public Oflici11ls ond Advantage 
Recipients 
(a) City and County public officials shall prnc
tice due diligence to ascertain whether or not a 
benefit defined under Section I 6,992(n) has 
been confel'l'ed, and to monitor personal 01· 

campaign advantages enumerated under 
Section 16,992(c) so that any such qualifying 
advantage received is returned forthwith, and 
no later than ten days after its receipt. 
(b) City and County public officials shall pro
vide, upon inquiry by any person, the names of 
all entities and persons known to them who 
respectively qualify as public benefit recipients 
under lhe terms of Sections 16,992 and 16,993, 

Section 16,995. Disclos111·e of' the Lnw 
The City and County shall provide any person, 
corporation, firm, partnership, association, or 
other person or entity applying 01· competing 
for any benefit enumerated in Section 
16.992(a) with written notice of the provisions 
of this Article and the future limitations it 
imposes, Said notice shall be incorporated into 
requests for 'proposal,' bid invitations, or other 
existing inf'ormutional disclosure documents lo 
persons engaged in prospective business with, 
from, or through the City and County. 

Section 16.996, Pcnnltics nnd Enforcement 
(a) In addition lo all other penalties which 
might apply, any knowing and willful violation 

(Continued on next page) 
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LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J (CONTINUED) 

of this Article by u public official constitutes a 
criminal misdemeanor offense .. 
(b) A civil action may be brought under this 
Article against II public official who receives 11 

personal or campaign advantage in violation of 
Section 16.993. A finding of liability shall sub
ject the public official to the following civil 
remedies: 

(1) restitution of the personal or campaign 
advantage received, which shall accrue to the 
General Fund of the City and County; 

(2) a civil penalty of up to five times the 
value of the personal or cmnpaign advantage 
received; · 
. (3) injunctive relief necessary to prevent pre
. sent and future violations of this Article; 

( 4) disqualification from future public office 
or position within the jurisdiction, if violations 
are willful, egregious, or repeated. 
(c) A civil action under subdivision (b) of this 
section may be brought by any resident of the 
City and County. In the event that such an 
action is brought by n ~esident of the City and 
County and the petitioner prevails, the respon
dent public official shall pay reasonable nttor
ney 's fees and costs to the prevailing petitioner. 
Civil penalties collected in such II prosecution 
shall accrue JO% to the petitioner and 90% to 
the General Fund of the City and County. 
(d) Any person who believes that the provisions 
of this Article hi1ve been violated .may· file 11 

complaint ·with the Ethics Commission, u·pon 
receipt of II complnint, or upon its own initia
tive, the Commission may investigate alleged 
violations of.this Article nnd may enforce the 
provisions of this Article pursuant to Charter 
Section CJ.699-13 and to the rules and regula
tions adopted pursuant to Charter Section 
15.102. 

Section 16,997, Effect of Article 
The provisions of this Article are intended to 
supplement, nnd not to replace, any provisions 
of the Snn Frnncisco Chatter and 
Administrntive Code that relate to campaign 
finance, lobbying, conflicts of interest or gov
e1'11mental ethics. 

Section 16,998, Seve1·nbility 
If any provision ol' this Article is held invalid, 
such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not 
affect other provisions or applications which 
can be given effect without the invaliclatccl pro
vision, and tci this· end the prnvisions of this 
Ai·ticlc arc sevorublc, 
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Office Development Controls 
. PROPOSITION K 

Shall the City adopt new controls on office development, Including office space 
for computer-based services? 

YES ... 

NO -

.. .. 
Digest 

· by Ballot Simplification Committee 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: In 1986, the. voters passed an In the Mission Bay Redevelopment Areas or Port property; 
initiative ordinance regulating office space development in and any office space rented to a non-profit at half the 
San Francisco. The measure limits annual approval of new projected market rate for 25 years or more. 
office space in the City to a total of 950,000 square feet. • Create a number of new rules for adding or subtracting 
Any unused portion of this approval cap may be carried office square footage to or from the cap. 
over to following years. Certain types of projects· are • Transfer authority to reduce the annual office space cap 
exempted from the cap, but most government buildings from the Board of Supervisors to the voters. 
and buildings In certain redevelopment areas are not • Permit computer technology types of office space in 
exempt. The Board of Supervisors can lower the cap. certain-zoning districts South of Market. 

Generally, space used for multi-media and computer- • Suspend for not more than two years, office development in 
based services is not defined as offic!:) space. the Mission for developments over 25,000 square feet (except 

The City collects fees from developers to help pay for for the Armory site) and on Potrero Hill for developments over 
Increased demands for affordable housing, child care, and 50,000 square feet. If the Planning Department completed 
public transit created by new office space. Impact studies of these areas, required by Proposition K, in 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K would amend the 1986 
Initiative ordinance making changes in the laws governing 
new office development in the City. Among these changes, 
Proposition K would: 
• Re-define . office space to include multimedia and 

computer-based services. 
• Change the release date of the 950,000 square foot office 

space allocation from October to January, beginning in 2001. 
• Exempt from the annual cap office development located· 

in certain government buildings; In the Presidio, Hunters 
Point Naval Shipyard, and Naval Station Treasure Island; 

Controller's Statement on "K" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow-

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition K: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my opin
ion, It would substantially increase revenue dedicated for 
affordable housing, dependent care, public transit, and art 
enrichment. It would also create new revenue sources 
dedicated for long-range planning, job training and afford
able office space for non-profit corporations. 

In addition, it would require significant one-time costs to 

less than two years, the suspension would be lifted. 
• Establish City policy for changing existing office develop

ment fees and for adding new fees. 
Certain office development projects already in the City 

approval process would be governed by the pre
Proposition K laws. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to make 
these changes in City laws governing new office development. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS:lf you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes. 

complete three required studies of the South of Market, 
· Mission and Potrero Hill neighborhoods. 

How "K" Got on the Ballot 
On August 9, 2000 the Department of Elections 

received a proposed ordinance signed by Mayor Brown 
and Supervisors Becerril, Brown, Katz, and Yaki, 

The City Election Code allows the Mayor to place an ordi
nance on the ballot in this manner. The City Election Code 
also ~llow·s four or more Supervisors to place an ordinance 
on the ballot in this manner. 

Notice to Voters: 
Propositions K and L appear to conflict with each other. If both measures are approved by the voters, and if the two 
measures do conflict, the one receiving the greater number of votes will become law. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+ 1 AFFIR_MATIVE VOTES TO PASS, 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMM.EDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, Tl-IE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-149 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Office Development ·controls 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

· As public officials, we have pledged to bring economic 
prosperity and jobs to San Francisco, especially to economically 
depressed neighborhoods. 

Now that our economy is booming, it's elem· that we need to' 
manage our city's growth, piirticularly in neighborhoods that 
seem to be changing too fast. · ' 

Prop. K manages to do .both. 
Prop. K is a smart-growth Initiative that will protect the 

character of our neighborhoods and rein in dot-com 
development, while ensuring economic opportunity for all 
San Franciscans. · 

Prop. K would doµble the. fees developers pay to provide for 
public transit, child and eldcl'ly care, affordable housing 
construction, job training, and nonpwfit office space. This will 
translate directly into more affordable housing opportunities and 
improved Muni service. 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-approved office development 
cap, extend that cap so it applies to dot-com and multimedia· 
companies, halt dot-com development in the Mission and Potrcro 
Hill neighborhoods for two years, and will not jeopardize 
important projects like Mission Bay and Hunter's Point Naval 
Shipyard. . 

Prop. L, the opposition measure fµnded by a millionaire real 
estate developer, would permanently ban development and job 
creation in the communities with the highest youth unemployment 
figures in San Francisco. It will rob economically disadvantaged 
neighborhoods, such as the Bayview-Hunters' Point, the oppor
tunity to share in our city's prosperity. It would stop Jhe econom
ic growth of San Francisco and sacrifice job creation opportuni
ties for om· next generation. 

We must be certain that the policies we create today are viable 
for our future. Let's put economic growth to work for San 
Franciscans - not put San Franciscans out of work. 

Prop. K controls growth and protects the community, without 
destroying our economy. Vote yes on K, no on L. 

Willie Brown 
Michael Yaki 
Alicia Becerril 
Amos Brown 
Leslie Katz 
Mabel Teng 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 
Willies' watered down reform 

Last year Willie Brown watered dow,1 MUNI reform. In 
Proposition K, he gives you watered down office development 
reform. Predictably, Willie only cares about protecting the 
interests of those who paid money to elect him. 

As a building contractor with a conscience, I am angry that we 
are not building housing affordable to most San Franciscans. The 
developers and their indebted politicians who wrote Proposition 
K don't want any development that includes real' affordable 
housing. The NIMBYs who authored Proposition L do not want 
ANY development -- including 11lford11ble housing. This makes 
me mad, because it hurts the people the proponents of both 
measures say they want to protect. 

Our failure to build housing is the cause of high rents, the rent 
control war, and the lack of affordable housing: I have designed 
and built a very small, high-quality housing unit that costs less 

than $600.00/month to own with a 15-ycar mortgage. This is 
housing that even the poorest San Franciscan can afford to buy. 
If we build fifty thousand housing Llnits of varying sizes, there• 
would be no need for either Proposition K or Proposition L. 

ff you want lo stop misguided development and begin to build 
housing that all Smi Franciscans can afford, visit: 
www.SFSupervisor.com or call 415-826-6106 to volunteer. 

Put a building contractor, with a conscience, in City Hall so 
that we·do more than rnlk about building affordifble housing. 

Vote NO on K. · 

.li1i1 Reid, candidate for Supervisor District 6 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office Development Controls 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

Where's the housing plan Willie'! 
Would you trust a development czar appointed by Willie 

Brown to look out for your best interests and 10 build affordable 
housing? It's a rhetorical question. 

Why do om· elected leaders refuse Lo develop an intelligent 
housing plan. If we buill fifty thousand housing units in the last 
ten years and built extraordinary public Lrunsit along with the 
housing, office construction would not be an issue today. If we 
built housing that people could actually afford, then live/work 
lofts would not be an issue, Historically, when businesses come 
into a city they would build housing foi their employees, from 
corner stores with apartments above to big factories with 
company housing and stores. We need to require that businesses 
help build housing for their new employees. This measure slows 
growth in office development when iL should also be mandating 
the building of affordable housing. I-lousing is the problem not 
office co11stl'llction. We need Lo build housing in every 

neighborhood and build great public trunsit so that we can 
increase the density and affordability without adversely affecting 
traffic. When I ran for Mayor last year, I proposed building I 00 
square foot housing units for homeless people. They are small, 
practical, affordable, and illegal Lo build. I built a full-scale 
prototype for people to walk through and over half of the people 
who see it want lo buy one. If we mandated that office developers 
build 10% of their space in small housing units for the people 
who work in the offices, the sponsors of this initiative would be 
the lirst lo stand in the way of this idea. Whal happened to 
visionary leaders with well thought out thirty-year plans, rather 
than our politicians who plan from election to election? 

Jim Reid 
Candidate for Supervisor District 6 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K 
VOTE YES ON PROP. K 

Prop. K would double the fees developers pay Lo provide for 
public Lrunsit, · child and elderly care, affordable housing 
constrnction, job training, and nonprolil office space. This will 
translate directly into more affordable housing opportunities and 
improved Muni service: And it will help nonprofit organiza-
tions remain viable in Sun Francisco. · 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-approved cap on office space 
development, extend that cap so ii applies 10 dot-com and 
multimedia companies, hall dot-com development in the Mission 
and Potrcro Hill neighborhoods for two years, and will 1101 

jeopardize important projects like Mission Bay and Hunter's 
Point Naval Shipyard. 

Most importantly, Prop. K wi_ll not rob our most needy citi
zens, nor our most troubled communities the chance lo share in 
our ec6nomic prosperity. Let's keep San Francisco moving, for 
everyone. Vote YES on Prop. K. 

RC'\lere11tl ii. Cecil Willim11s 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office · Development. Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR -OF PROPOSITION K. 

San Francisco is experiencing economic prosperity not seen 
for two decades. Since 1990, 24,000 new jobs have been created. 
This past summer, office development in the City hit the annual 
950,000 squai·e foot cap imposed by Proposition M i_n 1986. 
Unless, this cap is adjusted, demand for the limited existing 
space will hurt almost nearly every business in the City, espe
cially price-sensitive and resident-serving businesses and vulner
able ~cinprofit organizations. 

Small business and nonprofits cannot possibly compete with 
the new 21st Century cash-rich information technology indus
tries. Proposition K addresses these issues in what must become 
the new watchword in Sun Francisco - BALANCE! This propo
sition balances quality of life with economic growth. Its higher 
developer fees will protect residential neighborhoods arid vul
nerable nonprofits. It also integrates the new dot-com, biotech 
and multimedia industries with om· financial services and our 
number on·e · industry - convention and visitors. Vote Yes on 
Proposition K. It will protect quality of life and economic bal
ance in the City. 

Mike DeNunz'io 
Nonprofit Projects Consultant 
Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

Vote Yes on K. 
Prop K Is a balanced initiative to fix the problems posed by 

today's oftice-spai;e shortage. We must do something about high 
rents that are forcing out small businesses and nonprofits. It's 
supply and demand; Prop K will bring back balance. 

Prop K will: · 
- Lower rents and keep nonprofits and small businesses in place 
- Protect residential neighborhoods 
- Direct growth where it is needed and wanted 
- Provide critical funding through higher mitigation fees, 

including: · 
Affordable Housing: $238 million 
Transit: $144 million 
Arts: $17 million 
High-tech job training: $34 million 
Nonprofits: $34 million, . 

"We need a well-balanced approach. Prop K will help restore 
the balance while meeting the need fo,: iho11ghtf11l and strategic 
growth," says G. Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of Directors 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

The tru~ source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
is Committee to elect Mike DeNunzio. the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce · 

The three · largest contributors to the true source recipient 
Committee are: 1. Mike DeNunzio 2. Annette DeNunzio 3. Paul 
May. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
P-138 



Office Development Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Vote for Good City Planning- Yes on K, no on L 
Prop K is an attempt to deal with the overwhelming growth 

pressures that threaten San Francisco. It strikes a sensible com
promise: keep office buildings out of the neighborhoods, in 
exchange for allowing more growth downtown. This simple con
cept-zoning for land uses where they make sense-forms the 
underpinning of good city planning. 

In addition, Prop K: . 
• Raises fees on new office development to help pay for things 

like transit and affordable housing 
• Initiates neighborhood planning in the Mission, Potrem Hill, 

and SOMA 
• Pefines multimedia as "office" so that high tech jobs are 

regulated like other office jobs. 
In spite of these good things, the core issue in this latest round 

of "growth wars" is how much office development to allow. Prop 
K, by exempting the closed military bases, government pmperty, 
and Mission Bay from the city's gmwth cap, allows new private 
offices to be built. Iri exchange, it keeps offices out of the neigh
borhoods. This is essential to bring down commercial rents. Ptop 
K is the only way we can stop the displacement of small busi
nesses, non-profits, and any jobs other than "dot-corns." 

Office _development can be· good for a city when .it is: 
• Well-designed, to fit into the fabric of.the city 
• Located near transit and away from conflicting land uses 
• Provides jobs for city residents . 
• Directs growth away from suburban sprawl 
• Pays fees to cover its share of new costs 

While Prop K is not perfect, it is basically a sound measure. 
Vote yes for good city planning. 

SPUR (San Francisco Pla11ni11g a11d Urban Research 
Association, www.spt11:o1~r:) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the SPUR Urban Issues Committee. 

The growth of high-tech industry, including dotcoms, in recent 
years has fueled an unprecedented · prosperity for San 
Franciscans across the board, and it has brought economic sol
vency to City government for the first time in 20 years. 

However, as is the case of all progress, there are.side effects 
which need to be addressed. 

Prop. K represents a thoughtful compromise which will chan
nel new growth to specific mixed-use neighborhoods, and pro
vide a cooling off period in the Mission District and Potrero Hill 
to enable the City to update its General Plan. It will not interfere 
with the development of Mission Bay and projects already 
approved and in the pipeline. 

The San Francisco Republican Party embraces planned growth 
for the City and therefore supports Prop. K. 

Vote Yes on Prop. K. 

San Fmncisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Caspe1; Chairnrnn 
Hmvard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District • 
Hamid Hoogasia11, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor 
Julie Bell 
Elsa Cheung 
Joel Homstein 
Grace Norto11-Fi1zpa1rick 
Da11a Walsh 

Bob lane, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 

Alben Chang 
Lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. 
Ed111011d.le111 
Les Payne 
Sue Woods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument is 
the signers and the San Francisco Republican Party 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office Development Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 
Vote YES on K 

·For decades, San Francisco has been one of the world's 
favorite tourist destinations. Now, it has· become a mecca for 
21st century business enterprises. 

The economic vitality that San Francisco has enjoyed has ben
efited the city and its residents. But growth must be managed to 
prevent undesirable dislocations. 

Proposition K would provide a balanced approach to growth 
and allow the city and its residents to enjoy continued prosperi
ty. Proposition L, a competing measure, would stop growth and 
job creation and jeopardize that prosperity. . The result, if 
Proposition L passes, would be a stagnant economy, benefiting 
no one. 

Growth benefits the city and its .residents but it has to be 
sensibly controll~d to protect the city's uniqueness. Proposition 
K would provide that control. 

Vote YES on Proposition K. 

San Francisco Association of Realtors 

The true squrce of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco A!;,soclatlon of Realtors. 

Proposition K will double the fees that developers must pay to 
support public transit, childcare·, elder care, affordable housing 
and nonprofit office space. This means Proposition K will pro
vide needed investment il1 San Frnncisco's infrastructure while 
promoting economic growth. 

Ple11se support Proposition K. 

City Treasurer Susan Leal 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
ls Susan Leal. 

The Golden Gate Restaumnt Associntion 
Supports Reasonable G1·owth 

San Francisco needs reasonable growth limits that support the 
needs of our businesses and the future of San Francisco's econo
my. Proposition K is a blueprint for a sfoble future that balances 
the needs of our entire City. 

Vote Yes on Proposition K. 

Golde11 Gate Restaurant Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
ls the Golden Gate Restaurant Association PAC. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Southern Wines and Spirits 2. GGRA 3. Scomas, 
Sausalito. 

Labor leaders urge you to vote yes on Proposition K 
The working people of San Francisco have as much of a stake 

in the City's economy as anyone, and any. measure to control 
growth must take into account its impact on job creation and job 
secu1·ity. Proposition K manages to do that. 

Proposition K · maintains the voter-approved cap on office 
growth, reins in dot-com development and protects the character 
of our neighborhoods - without stopping our economy dead in its 
tracks .. 

Proposition K doubles the fees developers pay to contribute to 
the creation of affordable housing, _the development of nonprofit 
office space, as well as job tmining, child care programs and pub
lic transit. 

Most importantly, Proposition K is a balanced approach to man
aging San Fmncisco's booming economy and changing needs; It 
allows the City's prosperity to work tor San Franciscans, 
rather than putting San Franciscans out of work. 

Vote yes on Proposition K. 

San Francisco Labor Council, AFL-C/O 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Labor Council, AFL-CIO . 

Alice B. Toklns.Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club urges 
you to vote YES on Prop K 

Prop K is a balanced solution for controlling San Francisco's 
commercial growth. Prop K eliminates an existing loophole that 
allows unchecked dot com office development in many San 
Francisco neighborhoods. 

Al the same time, Prop K doubles fees on developers to pay for 
transit improvements, affordable housing and eldercare. 

Prop K is a well-reasoned approach for limiting out of control 
dot com development while focusing economic growth in the 
areas that need it most. 

Vote YES in Prop K. 

Alice B. Tok/as Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is S.F. Small Business Advocates. · 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlcial agency. 
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Office Development Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Jnpm\ese Americnn Community Lenders Support Prop K 
Join members of San Francisco's Japanese-American commu

nity in supporting Prop K, a well0 rcasoned approach to limiting 
office space development in neighborhoods. Prop K will require 
dot com office developers to obey the same rules and standards 
as developers of other types of office space. 

Prop K will help nonprofits and small businesses retain their 
office space by allowing sensible development in designated 
areas, alleviating the City's office space shortage. 

Su1>port smnrt growth, vote Yes on K 

.le_fli·ey Mori 
Exect1livc Director 
Asian American Recovery_ services, Inc. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is S.F. Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

WE SUPPORT PROPOSITION K. 
IL's importan·1 10 preserve the character of our neighborhoods. 

ll's also vital that we keep San Francisco moving. Prop.Kman
ages lo do both. 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-approved cap on office space 
dcvclop_ment, extend that cap so it applies lo dot-com and multi
media companies and halt clot-com development in the Mission 
and Potrero I-Jill neighborhoods for two years. 

Prop, K would double the fees develo1>ers p11y to provide 
for public transit, child nnd elderly cnre, nfforduble housing 
constmction, job training and non1>rolit ol'fice spnce. 

Prop. L, on the other hand would permanently ban develop
ment and job creation in the communities with the highest youth 
unemployment figures in San Francisco. It will rob economical
ly disadvantaged neighborhoods, such as the Mission and 
Bayview-Hunters' Point, opporlllnities to share in our city's pros
perity. It would stop the economic growth of San Francisco and 
sticrilice the job creation opportunities· J'or our next generation. 

Prop. K makes sense. Vole yes on Prop. K, and no on Prop, L. 

Angela Lee C/11111g 
Elected President or Korean American Community 
Byo11g Ho Buck 

. Chairman or Korean American Community Center 

The true source of funds used for t11e printing fee of .this argument 
is SF Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Latino lenders urge you to vote Yes on Prop K 
You will hear II lot this election season about how best lo con

trol growth and development in the Mission and provide eco
nomic opportunity for Latinos in San Francisco. 

Prop. L' attempts to permanently ban development in several 
San Francisco communities, including the Mission. It imposes 
limitations on economic growth that could cripple San 

· Francisco's future prospects for job creation, and hurt our com
munity's ability to shnrc in the City's prosperity. 

Prop. K, on the other hand, would provide two-year moratori
um on dot-com development in the Mission and create a study of 
how best to bring prosperity to our communities without sacri-
11cing their character or driving San Franciscans out of town. It 
would double the fees developers pay to create nonprofit office 
space, child and senior care, job training, and affordable housing. 

Latinos should stand up and demonstrate that they can deter
mine the future of their own communities and decide what kind 
and how much developme111 they want. 'Prop L is an attempt by 
no-growth activists lo permanently ban development in several 
San Francisco communities, some of which arc desperate for 
jobs and increased opportunity. 

Vote NO on Prop L 

Mexican American Political Association (SF) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is ~F Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office _Development C:o~trols 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN. FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

Vote Yes on Prop. K 
Everybody is concerned about preserving the San Francisco 

we all know and love, and making sure that working people can 
afford to live here. But we need to bring economic prosperity to 
communities where kids still need jobs, business still need help, 
and city services have only recently begun to address neighbol'
hood needs. 

Prop. K will manage our city's growth without depriving com
munities like the Bayview-Hunter's Point the opportunity to 
share in San Francisco's prosperity. Prop. K is the best answer 
for diverse communities and neighborhoods where revitalization 
is underway. Let's not derail progress and rob our children of 
their chance to succeed. 

Vote Yes on K. 

Melvin Washington 
President - Bayview Merchants Association 

• Calvin Jones, Jr. 
Pastol', Providence Baptist Church 

The tru1;1 Source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is SF Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Vote YES on Proposition K 
Prop. K will double the fees developers pay to fund public 

transit, nonprofit office space, and child and senior care. That 
means .essential nonprof)t organizations that provide vital ser
vfoes for so many of will be not only be able to stay in the City, 
they will grow more financially secure. 

Prop K will help make San Fl'ancisco's new economy work for 
ALL SAN FRANCISCANS, including seniors and persons with 
disaoilities. 

Vote YES on Proposition K. 

FDR Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is SF Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Proposition K is smart public policy. 
As former Mayor of San Francisco, I have seen how important 

it is to create policies that address immediate problems in the 
City while allowing flexibility to respond to long-term, changing 
economic needs. Proposition K does just that. 

It is a balanced measure that manages the effects of prosperity 
the City is experiencing today while providing the tools to ensure 
that we don't close the door for future economic growth and job 
creation. · 

Vote YES on Proposition K . . 

Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senator 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is SF Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the tru·e source recipient committee Is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

·WE SUPPORT PROPOSITmN K. 
It's important to preserve the character of our neighborhoods. 

It's also vital that we keep Sim Francisco moving. Prop. K man
ages to do both. 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-npproved cap on office space 
development, extend that cup so it applies to dot-com and multi
media companies and halt dot-com development in the Mission 
and Potrero Hill neighborhoods for two years. 

Prop. K would double the tees developers pay to provide 
tor public transit, child and elderly cure, nfforduble housing 
construction, job training, and nonprofit otlicc spuce. 
. Prop. L, on the other hand, would permane·ntly ban develop

ment and job creation in the communities with the highest youth 
unemployment figures in San Francisco. It will rob ecoi1omici1l
ly disadvantaged neighborhoods, such as the Mission iind 

· Bayview~Hunters' Point opportunities to share in our city's pros
perity. It would stop the economic growth of San Frnnciso and 

· sacrifice the job creation opportunities for our next generation. 
Prop. K mak,es sense. Vote yes on Prop. K, nnd no on Prop. L. 

Alex Wong, Chair 
San Francisco Democratic Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is SF Small Business Advocates. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 
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·office Development Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K 

VOTE YES ON PROP. K 
. J;>rop. K will reJn in dot-com business development without 

ruining San Francisco's economy. 
Prop. L would .4estroy our strong business environment and 

halt economic growth. . · 
Prop. K is good for the City, good for small business and good 

for the Chinese commµnity. 
Vote yes on K, no on L, 

An11ie L . .Gin 
Amy lee 
Peter Chi, Consultant of Chinese American Association of 
Commerce 
Ringo Wong 
Wong Wah Cheo,ig 
PeterH. Ng 
Howard Guo 
Aste/la Kung 
Ho 11,e11 Wllh 
James Chow 
Raymond Wong 
Sid11ey Cha11 
Eddie Kwok Hung Au 
Amold Chill 
Rod11ey Scott Fong 
Pa11/i11e Chow 
Victor P. Tsang 
Phuong Que Trieu 
Thomas T. Ng, President of Chinese Hospital 
Johnson S. Ng 
Kit Ma11 Ng 
Wai Wah Ng 
Cherk Yee 
Ng Hon To 
lit Chor Ng 
Cheong K. Lau 
Anni Yttet Kuen Chong, Executive Director of Self-Help for The 
Elderly 
Glenn Tom, Chairman, Chinatown Merchants Association 
Patrick Lui 
Evelyn Lui 
Angela Hom 
Geng Ytm Li 
George Lew 
Gerald Won 
Chan-Chark Lui 
Kenneth Cho 

The true source of funds used for tt,e printing fee of this argument 
Is Chinese Chamber of Commerce. 
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Office D,evelopment Controls 
. PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION K . 

Thi~ Munhattanizution proposal will weaken ·the most restric- · 
tive growth control law in the United Stutes. 

THE MAYOR'S SCHEME 
This measure will: 

"' Permit the approval of 5.69 million square feet of commerciul 
. office space; the e~uivalent of 11 Transamerica pymmids, in 
about a 12-month period. 

* Exempt more than 3,000 acres of the City from growth control . 
limitations. 

* Encourage inappropriate large-scale development projects, 
like the massive $253 million, 23 acre, 1.49 million gross 
square feet Lucas business park complex, in exempted areas_. 

* Enrich real estate developers who bankrolled much of the 
unprecedented $5.78 million that went into Brown's reelection. 

MISSION BAY EXEMPTION CONFLICT 
The developers of the $22 billion Mission Bay development 

project, Catellus Corporation, the City's largest developer, and 
its former purent company, Sama Fe-Southern Pacific 
Co111oratio11, paid lobbyist/lawyer Willie Brown, now mayor, 
$396,000 from 1982-1994. · 

Joel Ventresca 
Past President, Coulition for San Fruncisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is 'Joel Ventresca. 

WILLIE'S CASH REGISTER 
This' phony proposition was submitted 'at the last minute to 

derail Proposition L, the citizen's initiative. Willie Brown's 
Proposition K will continue the gree11 light for massive overde
velopment, sleazy land deals and lack of city planning that arc 
destroying our quality of life in San Francisco. The citizens 
should speak loud and clear: OUR CITY IS NOT FOR SALE. 
Vote no on K and vote Yes on L. 

David Spero 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is _David Spero. 

Prop K exempts live/work developers from paying their fair 
share to fund our public schools. 

We've already lost $10 Million dollars for our children. 
Vote for our children! Vote NO on K! 

Jake McGoldrick 
Teacher und Candidate for District l Supervisor : 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is McGoldrick for Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hiroshi Fukuda 2. Mowltza Biddle 3. · Steve 
Williams. 

Do_n't be misled by Proposition K. 
Do you trust City Hall to protect your neighborhood from 

uncontrolled development'? 
For real Citywide protection, vote NO on Kand YES on L. 

Potre,v Boosters Neighborhood Association ' 
John deCastro · Richard Millet 
President Secretm·y 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Association. 

Ballot Argument Haiku, pal'l III 

Brown's big giveaway 
speculative greed heyday 
we know, no on K! 

lofts abound, homes rare 
residents, joe's thugs don't scare 
NO K? you I dare! 

Marc Salomon, Green for Supervisor, District 6 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
is Marc Salomon. 

Prop K fails to stop live/work scams. 
Prop K fails lo include South of Market where develop

ment is displacing residents, non-profits, and light industry. 
VOTE NOON K 

Hank Wilson 

The true source of funds used for tl1e printing fee of this argument 
is Hank Wilson. 
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Office Developme~t Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

Sensing the outrage of out· community ·being displaced by high 
rents and office development, and fearing a defeat in each 
Supervisoral District, the Mayor's political machine has offered 
this phony alternative to Prop. L. 

Vote No on K. 

Matt Gonzalez 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Matt Gonzalez. 

Writers of this proposition don't care if it wins or loses. If it 
beats the people's initiative, Proposition L, there are already 
enough built-in loopholes to drive a pile-driver through. If Prop 
K loses, and brings down Prop Las well, they get to keep the sta
tus quo. Their goal is to confuse the voters just enough to block 
the true reform initiative. 

Beat them at their own game! 
VOTE NO on K! VOTE YES ON L! 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-· 
mlttee are: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Claude Wilson. 

DEMOCRATIC PARTY LEADERS OPPOSE PROP. K 
Prop. K docs not do enough to preserve nf'fordnble housing, 

protect non-profits nnd community nrts gl'OUJ>s, and encour
age sound city J>lmming, This crisis deserves more comprehen~ 
sive action than Prop. K. Vote No on Prop. K and Yes on Prop. L. 

To111A111mia110 
AgarJaicks 
Jane Morrison 
Aaron Peskin 
Wade Cro11:foot 
Jeff Sheehy 
Joseph J11/ia11 
Shawn O'Heam 
Eric Mar 
Chris Romero 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
Is Wade Crowfoot. 

Don't trust Willie Brown's last-minute slight-of-hand designed 
to accelerate the unrestrnined speculative development that 
threatens our neighborhoods. 

Make no mistake, Da King's Proposition K is a deliberate 
attempt to confuse the voters, and the 30,000 people who signed 
the real thing, Proposition L, into believing that it will curb 
growth when it will do the opposite. 

Prop K: 
• Does nothing to stop the spread of Live/Work luxury con

dominiums smothering at-risk neighborhoods; 
• Allows development to speed ahead unchecked without any 

analysis of environmental or social impacts; 
• Empowers the Mayor to appoint a building czar, without 

approval by the Board of Supervisors, to a I 0-year reign that 
will carry on his building frenzy long after he is gone; 

• Threatens working families in targeted neighborhoods with 
a.one-time acceleration of a year's worth of new office space 
(950,000 sq. ft.) just 3 months after the last! 

DON'T DOUBLE THE QUOTA FOR NEW OFFICE SPACE 
DEVELOPMENT. VOTE NO ON K. 

Coalition for San Fn mcisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

Renters a,u/ Seniors: Vote No 011 Kl 
Rampant development and real estate speculation threaten to 

change San Francisco forever. Over-1/e1•elop111e11t, pho11y 
live/work /ojb, a11d evictiom are displacing te11a11ts all over the, 
City. If we want to save San Francisco as an affordable and liv
able city for all we must stop evictions and displacement. Vote 
No on K, the Real Estate Developer's Initiative, to stop evic
tions, the over-development, and phony live/work lofts. 

Ho11si11g Rights Committee of San Francisco 
San Francisco Te11a11t.1· Union 
St. Peters Ho11si11g Committee 
Mission Agenda 
Castro Tenants U11io11 
Sally Green, Co-Chair of Senior I-lousing Action Collaborative* 
and Board Member of Senior Action Network 
Roher/ Pender, SF Tenants Network Park Merced Chapter 
*Title for Identilication Purposes 

The true source of funds for tile printing fee of this argument is 
Housing For All. 

The t11ree largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. 
Mission Agenda 3. SF Tenants Networl<. 
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Office. De~elop.ment Co.ntrols 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST' PR'OPOSITION·. K 

Why did Mayor Brown avoid public hearings on this complex 
proposition to scuttle Proposition M which was passed by the 
voters in 1986? 
· Oo,not let Mayor Brown pull the wool over your,eyesl 

VOTE NO! ON PROPOSITION Kl 

John Bardis · 
Former-San Francisco·Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is John Bardis. · 

Energy, Ti'affic, Parking and Planning needs cannot be mit
igated as fast as Prop K growth allows! 

This administration has not maintained• reasonable impact 
fees, and chose to keep them low. Don't be fooled by the gener
ous fee increases included in the Prop (not enforcable as written). 

Simple facts: · 
· '.fhe existing initiate, Prop M, allows about 1,000,000 feet of 

new office per year, not enough for today's economy. 
Prop L allows a reasonable short-term increase to 4,000,000 

feet of office and multimcdiil in the first year. 
Prop K allows over 10,000,000 feet in the first year, about 20 

Trans America Pyramids. · 
WE NEED REASON~BLE GROWTH! 
Vote NO on K 

DOGPATCH .RESIDENTS 
Rhonda Kingnian Frank D. Kingmmi' 
Lynn Brown Jeanne I. Char/e,Y 
Janet Ca17Jine/li Elizabeth Pepin 
David Silva John Hall 
Edward Elluwge Patrick D. Hoctel 
Christopher Irion · Susan Eslick 
Constance Channon Paul Zingaro 
Lorraine Vinson Roy Vinson 
Erik Kolderup Jennifer Roberts 
Stephen M. Griffith Joe Boss 
Anna Budinger Philip Schwartz 
David H. Siegel Carman M. Santos-Siegel 
Elizabeth Weste1:fie/d Barbara M. Angeli 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers. 

VOTERS - Consider these he,,dlines from SF newspupers 
this yeurl!!I · 

"OOTsCOMS INVADE LOFTS" (June 6th) 
"MEDICAL TENANTS FLEE AS 450 SUTTER RENTS 

SOAR" (August .23rd) 
.. "SOMA RETAIL CENTER TO CONVERT TO DOT-COM 
OFFICES (May. 18th) 

"DOT-COM OFFICEOK'D DESPITE PROTESTS-COMMIS
SIONERS ADMIT ,IT WILL DRIVE UP RENTS" (May 5th) 

"SF DOT-COM PROJECT BEFORE PANEL TODAY
DEVELOPER BIG CONTRIBUTOR TO MAYOR (May 4th) 

"DOT-COMS PROTEST LIMITS ON OFFICE SPACE
INDUSTRY SEEKS EXEMPTION FROM ANTI-GROWTH 
LAWS" (FeblOth) 

"POWER BROKERS TAKE AIM AT BUILDING CAP" 
(June 9th) 

"WILLIE BROWN SLAPS GROWTH PROPOSAL"· (.lune 30th) 
ISN'T IT TIME FOR SAN FRANCISCO VOTERS TO 

RETAKE CONTROL OF OUR CITY '! 
VOTE NO ON KAND YES ON L !!!!!!!!!! 

Brad Kopp · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mission Anti-Displacer:nent Coalition 2. Doug 
Engmann 3. Clint Reilly. 
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Office Development Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION K 

Vote No On Office Development Controls! 
Proposition K is another attempt by the no-growth forces in 

the City to restrict development. This is bad for the City. As the 
past few years have shown, the City is desperate for more office 
and live-work spaces, which has and will increase the funds 
available to support all the important services the City provides 
to all its residents and business people. The high-tech industry 
has brought economic prosperity under the existing limits, which 

· are sufficient to provide for reasonable growth. Vote NO on 
Propositio11 K! 

Citize11s for a Better San Francisco 
Edward Poole, Chair 
Ho11or Bulkley 
Jim Gi/lera11 
Doug Robbi11s 
Geoi·ge Pfau 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Citizens for a Better San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. 21st Century PAC 2. Chevron Corporation 3. 
George Jewett, Jr. 

For over 4 years, City Hall has refused to address the growing 
problem of inappropriate development. 

In fact, they have encouraged it. 
We can't trust them now. 
VOTE NO ON K, YES ON L 

Eileen Hansen 
Candida.le for Supervisor Distl'ict 8 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Eileen Hansen For Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. Barry Hermanson 2. Nancy Andrews 3. T. A. Buckner. 

Save SOMA! Vote no on Kl 
Proposition K includes no protections at all for our South of 

Market neighborhood. And it makes dot.com offices legal even in . 
our mixed-income residential areas! If it passes dozens of small 
businesses, hundreds of families, and thousands of existing jobs 
will be driven out of SOMA. Vote no on K and yes on L! 

South of Market A11ti-Displace111e11t Coalition 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is John Elberllng. 

WHO MAKES DEVELOPMENT DECISIONS FOR OUR 
NEIGHBORHOODS? 

Ollice development is pouring out of Downtown into our 
neighborhoods. Who will decide where it. goes •· a11d where it 
sl,011ld11't go? 

Prop L allows neighborhoods to plan their future. The 
Mission, Bayview Hunters Point, Potrero Hill and the South of 
Market can make those decisions· without having to light off 
development projects while they plan their community. 

Prop K allows developers,. not the community, to make the 
decisions for our neighborhoods. It gives no protection to East 
Potrero Hill, to Bayview Hunters Point. Western South of 
Market is targeted for MORE office development. During City 
Hall's Prop K "planning process" unlimited 24,999 sq.ft. build
ings are allowed in the Mission -- 49,999 sq.ft. ones in Potero Hill. 
Afterwards, who knows. 

Developers should NOT deciding the future of om· neighbor
hoods'. 

NO on Prop K, Yes on Pl'Op L. 

Debra Wal~er 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clint Reilly 2. Doug Engman 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 
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Office Developme.nt Controls. 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION K 
NOONK 

We are all in this together---Neighborhoods being overrun by 
dot.com offices. 

Neighborhoods like. the Mission are seeing our residents and 
s·mall business community disappearing before our eyes, and 
City Hall turns.away. 

Neighborhoods in the west and elsewhere see rapidly esciilat
ing housing prices, increased congestion, and now doctors loos
ing theh· offices. · 

City Hall's Prop K gives the illusion of relief to the Mission, 
but allows the most of oflice developments to continue. 
. For the rest of the City--it allows offices along the waterfront, 

on Tre!)sure Island and has the Mayors appoint--for a 10 year 
term -- a development czar whose job it is to identify NEW areas 
for offices. IS YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD NEXT? 

The Mission can't survive Prop K---nor can the rest of the City. 
VOTE NO ON K, YES ON L. . 

Luis Gradanos 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Campaign to' Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee , are: 1'. Mission Anti-Displacement Coalition 2. Doug 
Engmann 3. Clint Reilly. 

Proposition K will cut funding for on-site public art by more 
than 60%. Vote No on K and Yes on L. 

Joel Schechter, SFSU Theatre Arts . 
Diana Scott, Write1· 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clint Reilly 2. Doug Engman 3. Mission Anti-
Displacement Coalition. · 

FACTS ON CITY HALL'S PROPOSI'fION K 
FACT: One million sq.ft. of •offices = 4,000 new workers. 

FACT: 7.5 1nillion sq.ft. of large office buildings are now under 
construction or apprnved. FACT: CITY HALL'S .PROP K 
allows 7.5 million sq.ft. of office approvals next year. FACT: 15 
million sq.ft.= 60,000 new workers. 

FACT: San Frnncisco is nowhere near meeting its existing 
affordable housing goals. FACT: 60,000 new workers searching 
for housing in San Francisco = our neighborhoods will be 
increasingly stressed and unaffordable. 

FACT: City Hall created loopholes that allow dot.coms to 
move into areas where offices are banned -- by redefining them· 
as "industrial," "package delivery service," "broadcasting facilities." 
This includes the Kaufman's 295,000 sq.ft. Potrero Hill office 
building; Prop K continues the loophole for about 2 ~nillion sq.ft. 
of development. PROP L CLOSES THE LOOPHOLE NOW. 

FACT: City Hall has ignored prnblems uncontrolled phony· 
live/work developments have had on the Mission, Potrem and 
South of Market. They have ·allowed residential builders ·10 make 
a fortune building $500,000 lofts WITHOUT EVEN ONE 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNIT. City Hall is tuming over 
our neighborhoods to luxury housing and dot.com offices. 
PROP K refuses to rein in phony "live/work." PROP L ENDS 
THIS ABUSE NOW. 

FACT: "Live/work" buildings now open as dot.com offices -
without meeting commercial ADA or parking requirements. 
When dot.corns with insufficient parking objected to residential 
parking permits, City Hall put it on "hold." City Hall REFUSES 
Lo .enforce the Plm1ning Code. · 

More facts: www.suves1111f'ru11cisco.org. 
No on K. Yes on L. 

Sue Hestor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com• 
mlttee are: 1. Clint Reilly 2. Doug Engman 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION K 

SUBMISSION TO THE VOTERS OF AN ORDI
NANCE AMENDING THE PLANNING CODE 
TO REDEFINE "OFFICE SPACE" TO 
INCLUDE MULTIMEDIA BUSINESSES AND 
"ADDITIONAL OFFICE SPACE" TO 
EXCLUDE DEMOLISHED SQUARE 
FOOfAGE; REQUIRE NEW OFFICE SPACE 
OVER 25,000 SQUARE FEET TO BE ALLO
CATED THROUGH ONE OR MORE COM
PETITIVE PROCESSES; CHANGE THE 
ANNUAL OFFICE SPACE ALLOCATION 
DATE FROM OCTOBER TO JANUARY; 
EXEMPT FROM THE OFFICE CAP FEDER
AL, STATE, LOCAL; AND NONPROFIT 
OFFICE SPACE, THE PRESIDIO, HUNTERS 
POINT NAVAL SHIPYARD, TREASURE 
ISLAND, MISSION BAY. AND THE PORT OF 
SAN FRANCISCO; ADD TO ANNUAL 
OFFICE SPACE ALLOCATION ANY 
AMOUNTS ALREADY ALLOCATED TO 
OFFICE DEVELOPMENT IN MISSION BAY 
OR OFFICE SPACE CONVERTED TO 
ANOTHER USE OR NOT USED; REMOVE 
POWER OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
TO REDUCE THE ANNUAL LIMIT; PERMIT 
SPECIFIED OFFI~E USES IN THE SLI AND 
SLR ZONING DISTRICTS AND AMENDING 
THE SOUTH OF MARKET AREA PLAN· OF 
THE GENERAL PLAN TO PERMIT SUCH 
OFFICE USES IN THE SL! AND SLR ZONING 
DISTRICTS; SUSPEND NEW OFFICE 

. DEVELOPMENT OVER 25,000 SQUARE 
FEET IN THE MISSION DISTRICT (EXCEPT 
FOR THE ARMORY SITE) FOR UP TO TWO 
YEARS WHILE APPROPRIATE ZONING 
CONTROLS FOR THE AREA ARE DEVEL
OPED; ESTABLISH A SOUTH OF MARKET 
STUDY AREA TO DETERMINE APPROPRI
ATE ZONING CONTROLS; SUSPEND NEW 
OFFICE i'.>E.VELOPMENT OVER 50,000 
SQUARE FEET IN POTRERO HILL AREA 
FOR UP TO 2 YEARS WHILE APPROPRIATE 
ZONING CONTROLS FOR THE AREA ARE 
DEVELOPED; ADOPT A POLICY TO SET 
NEW FEES FOR OFFICE PROJECTS SUB
JECT TO VERIFICATION THROUGH NEXUS 
STUDIES; REQUIRE ANNUAL REPORTS ON 
THE CITY'S EXPENDITURE OF EXAC
TIONS; ESTABLISH A GROWTH MANAGE
MENT COORDINATOR POSITION; AND SET 
OPERATIVE DATE OF JANUARY I, 2001, 
PROVIDING THAT PROJECTS WITH CER
TAIN' APPLICATIONS PENDING AND COM
PLETING ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
PRIOR TO OPERATIVE DATE MAY PRO
CEED UNDER PRIOR LAW. 

Nole: Additions and substitutions are indi
cated by underJinjni;; deletions arc indicated by 
!H~il11~ MIii type. 

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

Section I. Part II, Chapter II of the San 

Fruncisco Municipal Code (Planning Code) is 
hereby amended to read us follows: 
SEC, 320, OFFICE DEVELOPMENT: 
DEFINITIONS, 

When used in Sections 320-325, ~ 
~ the following terms shall each have 
the meaning indicated. 

(a) "Additional office space". shall mean 
the number of square feet of gross floor area of 
office space created by an office development, 
reduced, in the case of a modification.._81' con
version ·or dcmo)jfiou. by the number of square 
feet of gross floor area of preexisting office 
space which is lost. 

(bl "Approval period" shall mean the 12-
month period beginning on Oc1el!e11 17, l98~ 
January I, 200 I and each subsequent 12-month 
period. · 

(c) "Approve" shall mean to approve 
issuance of a project authorization and shall 
include actions of the 6i+,< Planning 
Commission, Board of Petlftttt Appeals and 
Board of Supervisors. 

(d) "Completion" shall mean the first 
issuance of a temporary certificate of occupan
cy or a Certificate of Final Completion and 
Occupancy as defined in San Francisco 
Building Code Section ~ JJ12, 

(e) "Disapprove" shall mean for an appellate 
administrative agency or court, on review of an 
office development, to direct that constmction 
shall not pfoceed, in whole or in part. 

(t)(I) "Office space" slmll mean space 
within a structure intended or primarily suitable 
for occupancy by persons or entities which per
form for their own benelit or provide to others 
~ ut that location, the following services, 
either to the general public or to the business 
community: 

.Lt\} professjonnl, hnnkinu. insurance. mnn
ni;emen1. consullinu. technicnl. mtverJisinu. 
puhHc relations. computer nnd dnfn processini: 
services. :mies nnd desii:n services and similar 
1wfessionnl services or the office functions of 
mnn11foc111rini; nnd wnrchousini: businesses: 

!ID nrnltimcdin {which shnll noJ include 
movie 11roct11c1ion or film s1111Jios). snflwnre 
development. wch dcsiun. elecJronic com
merce. research and developnwDI of nny com
puJer based technology {which shnll not 
include life sciences research and developnJ.lllil 
or l;1horn1oriesl. information Jechnolouy nnd 
oJher computer hnsed Jechnolouy: · 

.<Q :tll uses encompnssed within Jhe defini
tion of "ofllces" nt Section 219 of Ihis Code: 

Lill nil uses encompnssed wjJhin the defini
Jion of "ndminisJmtivc services" ill Scctjon 
790.106 or SecJion 890.106 of Jhis Code: 

ill.l all "business or profossionnl services" 
as descrjhed nJ Section 790, I 08 of this Code 
where those services are not provided directly 
~111hl ic: and 

!El all "professioool services" ns defined io 
Section 890. IOB of Ihis Code cxccpti,u: only 
those uses which arc limited to the Cbiootown 
Mimi llse Disfricts, 

@ "Office space" shnll not iocludc: 
!A} retail use: 
!lll rnpoir of i:oods: 
LQ any facility customnrily used for fnr

nishini: medicol services. except thnt · physj
cioos' or other individunls' offices nod uses 
accessory thereto shall he considered office 
~ 

Lill showcases or ony 01her space intended and 
primarily suitable for the display of i:oods; and 

!ID. space in tclecommunicmions switcltlua 
facilities or internet switcbioi: sturjons where 
such use occupies not Jess than 90 percent of 
the entire space desii:nntcd for this activity. 
int:111tli11,; 1!11111e1 Ii111i1etl 18 f!l• !!h!u.1ie1111I; h1u!lt · 
ing, inuu1~111ce, 111111111i;e11tenl, eenuullingj leeh 
11ie11I, 1mle11 11111I tle11ign, e1 the el'Fice ft111e1ie11u 
ef 1111111uli1c1111ring untl ~,·11rnlwuuini; 1!11uineuue11, 
hut uhtill e11clutle Ilic fi,lle·,. ing: R:eluil 1rne1 
t'Cf"th11 1111)' l!t111ineu.r ch111111e1e11h!etl I!) the (!lh)'U 
iettl 111111ult?11 ef umi;il!le i;eetlu le e11u1e111eru en 
the t!1't!111i.1e.n v,rhelc.mle uhit!l!ini;, 1't!eei~1i11g 1111tl 
utemge1 tUI) ltteilil), elhet' 1111111 (!lh)1Uiciu11u' @r 
e1l1e1· intli\ itltmlu' eflice.1 ttlltl 11.1e11 ueeeuu@f) 
the11e1e, cttu1e1111111il) 11uetl ftw f111111i.1lti11g 111etli1Jt1I 
11e1', iceu, untl tleuii;n ul1ev,1cuueu e11 1111) ether U!!ltCl!I 
i111e111le1I 111111 J!I inuu ii) uuilul!le f81 tliuf!ltt)" @f 
geetlu. Tliiu 1lelinilien uhull inchttle ull 11ueu 
ence1111m.1.1ctl witl1in Sedien 2 I 9 ef thi.1 Ct1tlt!, 

(g) "Office development" shall mean con
struction, modification or conversion of any 
struciure or structures or portion of any struc
ture or structures, with the effect of creating 
additional office space, excepting only: 

·c I) Development which will rcsitlt in less 
than 25,000 square fee\ of additional oflice space: 

(2) Development either: 
(i) Authorized under Sun F111111ei.1ce 

Redevelopment Agency of Jhe City ;md County 
of San Francisco disposition or owner partici
pation agreements which have been approved 
by Agency resolution prior to the effective date 
or this Section, or 

(ii) Authorized prior to the effective date of 
this Section by Agency resolution in anticipa
tion of such agreements with particular devel
opers identified in the same or a subsequent 
agency resolution; 

(3) Any development which is governed by 
prior law under Section 175.1 (b) of this Code, 
unless modilied after the effective date speci
lied in Section 175.1 (b) to add more than 
15,000 square feet of additional oflice space. 
Any addition of oflice space up lo 15,000 
square l'eet shall count against the maximum 
for the approval period, pursuant to Section 

(Continued on next page) 
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321 (a)(2)(B); 
(4) Any development including conversion 

of 50,000 square feet or more of manufacturing 
space to oftice space where the manufacturing 
uses previously located in such space are relo• 
cnted to another site within the City and County 
of San Francisco and the acquisition or renova• 
tion of'the new manufacturing site is funded in 
wllole or part by an Urban Development Action 
Orant approved by the Board of Supervisors; 

(5) Any mixed-residentinl-com1t1ercinl devel
opment which will be assisted by Community 
Development Block Grant funds approved by the 
Board of Supervisors in which all of the housing 
units shall be affordable to low-income house
.holds for a minimum of 40 years and for which 
an environmental review application and site per
mit application have been filed prim· to the elfec
·1ive dnte of this ordinance which enncted the pro• 
visions of this Section; 

(6) · Any development authorized pursunni 
to II Phmned Unit Development, as provided for 
by City Plnnning Code Section 304, providing 
for a total of 500 or more udditionnl · units of 
housing, provided such development first 
received a Plunned Unit Development autho
rization prior to November 4, 1986, Such 
Planned Unit Development may be amended 
from time to tim~ by the Planning Commission, 
but in no event· shall any such amendment 
increase the amount of office space allowed for 
the development beyond the amount approved 
by the Planning Commission prior to 
Nove111ber 4, 1986. 

!.Ill The fQllowinc shall not be considered 
"office develovment" whhjn the terms of 
Sections 321 throncb '.124 and shall not he count
ed ocoinst the unnunl limit on office develovment 
in Section '.121 {a}< I> rind 32 l <n}{2}: 

ill nny office space owned. or leased loni;
term; nncl occu1,1jed hy local, state or fedenll 
covernment or their ncencjes: 

ill nny office SJ)IICe !ocn1ed jn the Presjdjo: 
ill nny office tiPIJCe !ocnted on Nnvnl 

Station Treasure Island (jnclu,Hnc Yerho Buena 
lliJilllill;_ 

!11 any office space locnted in Hunters 
Poi111 Nnvnl Shipyard: 

!.52 nny office 1111nce located on nny proper
lY under the jurjsdic(inn of the San Eroncjsco 
Port Commission: .. 

!fil.. any office space located in the Mission 
Bay North nnd Mis11ion Buy South 
Redevelopment Arens: ond 

ill any oftjce space occnpjed hy a non-prof
it ori;nnizntion thni hns ohtoinecl tax-exempt stn
ws under hHemal Revenue Code Sections 
5Ql{cl('.ll. 5Ql(cl(4}. or ;iQl{c)(;il. provided JhOI 
such office space i:-rented to the non-profit onm· 
nizntion nt 50% of the projected market rem for 
n period of no less Oum 2.'i years. 

ill fl,i, "Project authorization" shall mean 
the authorization issued by the Plnnnin11 
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Department st' Cily Phmnins pursuant to 
Sections 321 and 322 of this Code . 

.f.il ft1 "Replacement office space" shall 
mean, with respect .to II development exempted 
by Subsection (g)(6) of this Section, that por
tion of the ndditionul office space which does 
not represent II net addition to the amount of 
office space used by the occupnnt's employees 
in San Fmncisco. 

!kl~ "Retail use" . shall mean ·supply of 
commodities on the premises including, hut not 
limited to, stores; shops, restaurants, burs, eat
ing and drinking businesses, and the uses 
defined in Planning Code Sections 2 t 8 and 220 
.through 225. 

ill flt1 "Preexisting office spnce" shall mean 
office space used primarily and continuously 
for office use and not accessory to any use other 
than office use for five years prior to Phmning 
Commission npprovni of an office development 
project which office use was fully legal unde1· 
the terms of Sun Francisco law. 
SEC. 321, OFFICE DEVELOPMENT: 
ANNUAL LIMIT. 

· (11) Limit. 
, (I) No office development may be 

upproved during any approval period if the 
additional office space in that office develop
ment, when added to the additional office space 
in nil other office developments previously 
approved during thnt approval period, would 
exceed the sum of 950,000 squnre feet ett llllil 
any ~ mnount<s} odded to the nnmml limit 
on office development pursuant to ~ 
f.t1t111t the nri1~1ieutioH ef S~dien 321.1 ~ 
320-:124 of the Plonnjni; Code. To the extent the 
total square footage allowed in any approval peri
od is not allocuted, the unnllocnted mnoi1111 shall 
be can'ied over to the next approval period. 

(2) The following amounts of additional 
office space shall count against the maximum 
set in Subsection (a)( I): 

(A) AH 11dditioni1t office space in strnctures 
for which the first building or· site permi,t is 
approved for issuance during the upproval peri
od und which wiJJ be located on lund under the 
jurisdiction of 1he £1111 Fm11oi~ct1 Pol'I 
Ct1111mi!1.1im1 t!I' t11ttlt!1' 1J1e j111·imlit!lit111 t1f the 
£1111 f'l•u11oii1cs Redevelopment Agency !2Llll.!:, 
City nncl County of Snn Frnncjsco: provided, 
however, that no account shall be taken of 
structures which are exempt under Sections 
:120<i;}< I}. 320(g)(2l or :12Q<hl: 

(B) The amount of added additional office 
spuce approved afte'r the effective date of this 
ordinance in structures which are exempt umler 
Section 320(g)(3); 

(C) All additional office space in structures 
owned or otherwise under the jurisdiction of 
the State of California, the federal government 
or any State, federal or regional government 
agency, which structures arc found to be other
wise exempt from this Section 321 or Section 

· 322 by force of other applicable luw; proyjded. · 
however. thnt no nccount shall he token of 

· office development · thnt is exempt under 
Section '.l2Q<b}: 

(D) All additional office space in structures 
exempt under Section 320(g)(4) or 320(g)(6) OI' 

the Inst sentence of Section 175.l(b), or which 
satisfy the substantive terms of either of said 
exemptions but for which the first building or 
site permit 'is authorized or conditional use oi· 

vurinnce approved by the ~ Planning 
Commission after June 15, 1985 but before the 
effective dute of this ordinance. 

The ndditionut office space described in 
Subsection (a)(2)(A) shall be taken into 
account with respect to 1111 proposed office 
developments which are considered after the 
first ,site or building permit is approved for 
issuance for the described project. The addi
tionnl office space described in Subsections 
(a)(2)(B) 1111d (n)(2)(D) shall be tnken into 
account with respect . to all proposed office 
developments which are considered dut'ing the 
approval period and after the project or the 
added additionut office space is first authorized 
or II conditional use oi· vnriunce approved by the 
Planning Commission, The, nddition,d office 
space described in Subsection (n)(2)(C) slmll 
be t11kei1 into account with respect to all pro
posed office developments which are consid
ered during the npproval period und after com
mencement of construction of the described 
strnctures. Modification, appeut or disapproval 
of a • project described in this Section shnll 
affect the amount of office space counted under 
this Section in the time and manner set forth for 
office developments in Section 32l(c), 

(3) The Plnnninc Depurtment ~ 
~ shall maintuin and shall make uvnil
uble for reasonable public inspection a list 
showing: · • 

(A) All office developments und .1111 projects 
subject to Section 321 (a)(2) for which applica
tion has been mude for n project authorization 
or building or site permit and, if npplicnble, the 
dute(s) of approvut 1ind of upproval for issuance 
of any building or site permit; 

(B) The totul amount of additional office 
space und, if upplicuble, replucement otlice spuce, 
approved with respect to each listed development; 

· (C) Approved office developments (i) 
which are subsequently disupproved on appeul; 
(ii) the permit for which expires or is cancelled 
oi· revoked pursuant to subsection (d)( I) of this 
Section; or (iii) the approval of which is 
revoked pursuant to Subsection (d)(2) of this 
Section; and 

(D) Such other information as the 
Department may determine is appropriate. 

( 4) Not less than six months before the last 

(Continued on next page) 



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION~ (CONTINUED) 

date· of the appl'oval period, the flllnni.ng 
Dep1111menfel'Gil)1 Ph11111i11g shall submit to the 
Bourd of Supel'visors n written report, which · 
t'eport shall conulin the . ~ Planning 
Commission's recommendation with respect to 
whether, bused on the effects of the limitution 
imposed by this Section on economic growth 
1111d job opportunities in the City, the uvuilubility 
of housing 1111d transportation services to support 
udditionul office ·development in the City, office 
vucuncy und rentul rntes, and such other factors 
us the Commission shall · deem relevant, there 
should continue to be a quantitutive limit on 
additionul office spuce ufter the approvul period, 
and us to whut 11111011111 of additional office space 
should be permitted under uny such limit. 

(5) Every holder of II site permit issued on 
01· nfter July I, 1982 fol' uny office develop
ment, us defined in Section• 320(g) without 
regnrd to Subsections (g)(2) through (g)(5), 
shall provide to the ~ Plunning Commission 
reports. contuining duta and infommtion with 
t'espect to the following: 

(A) Numbel' of persons hired for employ
ment either in construction of the development 
ol', to the extent such information is available to 
the permittee, by users of the completed building; 

(B) The age, sex, rnce mid residence, by 
City, of each such person; 

(C) Compensation of such persons, classi
fied in $5,000 increments, commencing with 
unnualizcd compensation of $10,000; 

(D) The means by which each such person 
most frequently trnvels to and from the place of 
employment. 

Such reports shall commence on October I, 
1985 and continue quarterly thereafter during 
the approved period. A 11t1(let'l conh1i11ing infe11 

1111i1ie11 ii,, t]ll1ll1h!I' f811 lht! (lel'ietl lletv, t!CII fol)' 
I, 198:i! 1111d the effecth1e tlute ef the e1'di111111ce 
11hull lie Httllmittetl itol lute11 th1111 Dece1111ler 31, 
~ The ~ Plunning Commission shall 
have full access to 1111 books, records and docu
ments utilized by uny project sponsor in prepu
mtion of the written reports referred to above, 
und shall inspect such books, records and doc
uments from time to· time for purposes of 
authenticating information contained in such 
reports. 

(b) Guidelines, 
(I) During the approval period, the ~ 

Planning Commission, and the Board of 
Supervisors and Board of ~ Appeals on 
uppeal from the ~ Planning Commission 
shall estnhlish one or more compethive review 
process(es) and shall approve, within the allow
able limit, subject to Subsection (b)(2) of this 
Section, only those office dcvelopmenls which 
they shall determine in parlkular promote lhe 
public welfare, convenience and necessity, and 
shall be empowered under this Sec1ion to dis
approve the remainder. The Planninc 
Department ef CH,• Pl111111ing shall issue to 

office developments so approved, in accord 
with Sections 320 through 323 of this Code, 11 
project uuthorization. 

(2) The following proposed office develop
ments, subject to 1111 other applicable sections 
of this Code and other applicable law, shall be 
upproved under this Section in preference to 1111 
others: 

(A) All proposed deyelopments to . the 
extent upproval is required by co1111 order; und, 
thereuftel', 

(B) Subject to Subsection (11)( I) of this 
, Section, 1111 proposed office developments 
which were appmved by the ~ Planning 
Commission during the upproval period, but 
subsequently disapproved by uny udministrn
tive uppellute body or court, if and when said 
disapprnval is later reversed. 

(3) In dete!'li1ining which office develop
ments best promote the public welfare, conve
nience und necessity, the Board of Supervisors, 
Board of Petitttt+ Appeals and ~Planning 
Commission shall consider: · 

(A) Apportionment of office space over the 
course of the approval period in order to muin
tuin a balance between economic growth, on 
the one hand, and housing, transportation und 
public services, on the other; 

eB) The contribution of the office develop
ment to, and its effects on, the objectives and 
policies of the MtM!tel' General Plan; 

(C) The quality of the design of the pro
posed office development; 

(D) The suitability of ihe proposed office 
development for its location, and any effects of 
the proposed office development specific to 
. that locution; 

(E) The anticipated uses of the proposed 
office development, in light of employment 
opportunities to be provided, needs of existing 
businesses, ancl the uvailable supply of space 
suitable for such anticipated uses; 

(F) The extent to which the proposed devel
opment will be owned or occupied by a single 
entity; 

(G) The use, if any, of TDR by the project 
sponsor. 

Payments, other than those provided for 
under applicable ordinances, which may be 
made to a transit or housing fund of the City, 
shall not be considered. 

(4) Reserve for Smaller Buildings. In each 
approval period at least 75,000 square feet of 
oflice development shall be reserved for build
ings between 25,000 and 49,999 square feet in 
gross floor area of oflice development. To the 
extent the total square footage allowed under 
this Subsection in any approval period is not 
allocated, the unallocated amount shall be car
ried over IO the next approval period and added 
only to the Reserve for Smaller Buildings. 

(5) With respect to any oflice development 
which shall come before the Board of 

Supervisors for conditional use l'eview, th111 
Board shall consider, in addition to those crite
ria made applicnble by other provisions of luw, 
the criteria specified in Subsection (b)(3). As to 
any such office development, the decision of 
the Bonrd of Supervisors with respect to the cri
teriu specified in Subsection (b)(3) shull be 11 
final udministrntive determination and shall not 
be reconsidered by the ~ Planning 
Commission or Bourd of PeHttit Appenls. 

(6) The ~ Planning Commission sh111l 
establish procedures for coordinuting reyiew of 

, pmject authorizution applications under 
Section. 322 with review under Section 309 of 
this Code. The Commission muy hold hearings 
under Sections 309 and 322 in such sequence us 
it may deem appropriute, but mny not issue any 
project authorization until the requirements of 
Section 309 hnve been satisfied. 

(c) Appeal nnd Moditicntion. 
(I) If an apprnved office development is 

• disapproved, or if :t previously unupproved 
office development is approved, by u court or 
uppellate agency, the list described in 
Subsection (a)(3) of this Section shall be 
revised accordingly at the time thut the period 
for rehearing before the appellute body in ques
tion shall have lnpsed. Approval on appeul of 
any office development, if conditioned on dis
approval of unother office development which 
was previously approved, shall not be effective' 
before the time fol' rehearing with respect to the 
disapproval shall have lapsed. 

(2) The 11111011111 of additional office space 
of any development shall not count against the 
11111ximum for the approval period, beginning 
from the time the office development loses its 
approved status on the Plnnnini: Dep11r1111ent e4' 
City Plt11111i11~ list under Subsection (c)( I); pro
vided, howeve1·, thlll if u decision disapproving 
an office development peqnits construction of a 
part of the IJl'oject, the permitted additionul 
office space only shall continue to count 
against the maximum, unless 1111d until all 
building or site permits for the development 
expire or are cancelled, revoked or withdruwn. 

(3) Any modificution of an upproved office 
development, including, without limitation, 
modilicalion by a court or administrative appel
late agency, shall be governed by this 
Subsection, subject, in the case of a court order, 
to Subsection (b)(2)(A). 

(A) Any oflice development which is modi
fied for any reason afler ii is lirst approved so 
as to increase its amount of additional office 
space shall lose its approved status on the list 
described in Subsection (a)(3) at the time such 
modilicalion is approved, and may be approved 
as modified only subject to the limits of 
Subsection (a}( I), Such a modified development 
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shnll not be constrncted or curried out based on 
its initinl upprovat. Apprnval 011 appeal of such, 
11 modified development, if approval. would vio
late the maximum set forth in Subsection (11)( I) 
of this Section · but for disapprnvul of another 
previously upprnved office qevetcipment, shall 
not be effective, nor grnunds for reliunce, until 
the time for rehearing with respect to the disap
proval shall have lapsed. 
. . (B) An apprnved office development may be 

modified so us to reduce the amount of nddition-
111 office space,· subject to nil authorizations oth• 
erwise required by the City. ~ Ih£._udditionul. 

. office space shall become uv11il11ble for any other 
• il.O:i&£ development during the approval period. 
on account of such a modilicntion.1 t111los11 lho 
fttetlili1mlie11 is 11oqt1il'lltl b)' 1111)' 111111olh11e 11tl111i11 
istrati•.:e tt~e11ey or n U8ttt4; ht whiclt ~uue tttl~i 
tio11ul Bniee s1u1ee sltttll beuonte tt'J1nilttble ,,1ho11 
the thite t'o1 11oltett1 htg IHtti lnpuctl1 

(d) Unbuilt Projects; Prngress Requirement, 
(I) The maximum amount of additional' 

office space for the approval period sluill be 
increased by the amount of such space includ
ed in otlice develo1>ments which were previ
ously approved during the period but for which 
during such period 1111 issued site or building 
permit has been finally cancelled or revoked, or 
has expired: with the irrevocable effect of pre
venting coi1struction ofthe office development. 

(2) Construction of an office development 
shall commence within 18 months of the date 
the prnject is first approved. Failure to begin 
work within that period, or thereafter to carry 
the development diligently to completion, shall 
be grnunds tb revoke apprnval of the office 
development. Neither the Department of 
Rujldinc Jnspection Publi~ 1Ne11lt.t nor the 
Board of Petittttt Appeals shall grant any exten
sion of time inconsis1ei1t with the requirements 
of this Subsection (d}(2). 

(3) The -8ttfetttt Department of Building 
Inspection shall notify the Pinnning 
Department ef Cil)' Pl111111i11i:; in writing of its 
approval for issuunce and issuance of u site or 
building permit for any office development, und 
for uny development under the. jurisdiction of 
the Sun Frnncisco Redevelopmelll Agency 81' 

Pe11I Ce11111ti11,ii'e11 subject to Section 321 (a)(2), 
und of the revocution, cuncellution, or e,?,.pirn
tion of uny such permit. 

(e) Rules and Regulations. 
The ~ Plunning Commission 

shull huve uuthority to adopt such rules und rcg
ulutions us it muy determine arc appropriale to 
curry 0111 the purposes and prnvisions of this 
Section and Sections 320. 321. I, 322 and 323. 
The Plnnnini; Commission shall rc-ev11lun1c 
such mies nml rcuulntjons every year and adopt 
such rules nnd rcm1ln1ions as ii may determine 
lillLlll1J1ropria1e to carry 0111 lhc purposes and 
provisions of Sections :no throuuh 324. 
SEC, 321.1, ANNUAL LIMIT ADJUST-
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MENT, 
,!ll1 On .lnnunry 1.2001 nnd on Jmmncy 

I of each yenr therenfter, 950,000 s11nure feet 
shnH he nHocuted for office develonment os set 
till'lh io these Sections 320-324, Any unused 
nHocntion from prior omnovol neriods thnt 
e,dsts on Jmrnnry I, 200 I shnH he curried over 
into the 1iew nUocntion, 

ili1 ·In nddhjon to the allocation set forth in 
Section 32 L l<ol 1ihove, 1my nmount of sguare 
footnce thut wns deducted from the unnunl limit 
on office development before January I, 200 I · 
for office development Iocnted in tbe Mission 
Bny North or Mission Buy South Redevetop
ment-Areus sholl he added hack 10 the amount 
nvnHnhte for-nHocntion of the 1mmml limit on 
office develmmient, 

!c.l Jn the event nny existinc office spuce is 
demolished and not re-constructed ns office 
spnce, or if office spnce is lowti1Hy converted to 
another teen! use, such unused 0 ttke space sbnll 
be udded to the nmount avnHabte for nliocation 
of the ,mmrnl limit on office development, 

ftt, It h1 thi., iluontit111 ef lite ~oa~li.~ ef Smt 
l-m11t!iltt!e lhttt 1l10 11nm111I limil en el'lit!e tle1.illl 
e1~111ent Be 11eth1e@tl le ttt!tlount fer the t1ttt1ttre 

foe1t1ge 11tlnt1lli11g f11e111 llte tmee11si~1e m1111be11 ef 
b11iltli11i:;, 11he11111im1 1111tl 11ilo f!l!I1111i111 lhut Nl!l'll 
i1JHtll!tl 11f1e11 Jlle\·01111!011 29, 1981, lhe tl1t1e lhe 
Cil) 1 Plt11111i11i:; Cei11111issie11 11111e11tletl lhtl 
Muster Plt111 le indtttle 1110 Qew111ewn Pl1111. 

fe:). Jllel ltt1e11 1111111 J1111t1tt1')' I, 1987 1111tl 
Ju11t1tll') I HI t!f e11t!h 1111b.ie11ue111 ye1111, lhe 
QeImr1111e111 t1f Ci1~1 111t11111i11i:; 11111111 Iiu11\ 1tl~ lhe 
11tl~U111li1 ef lhe Conll'lll Pem1i1 Qu11e1111 1111tl 1111)' 
e1l1e11 n~t!tl!l.lltl')' 11coe1•1l.1 le tle~1ele11 11 liHI .ef lhtl 
ucI111111c fee111i:;~ ef 1111 tlflice th:~ ele11111e111 1111e 
je~l.l fe!' ultit!lt bt1iltlil1g, 11hel'ltlim1 e11 uile 1ier 
111ilu wel'e i1Jut1tltl ufle11 Jlle1 e111be11 29, 198 ·1 1h111 
huw nel 1t1I1.1etl tll' elhe11wi11e betln 11ewlce1I, 1111tl 
ttll office tlt!Wlt11i111e111 f!l1ej~~l.1 I1e111i1111e·,,etl b)' 
lltt! Gil), lltt! Retle1,ele1m10111 Age11~)' e11 lite 81111 
l-111111i:!i11~e Pt111I Ce111111i.uie11 11fle11 Jlle~•ember 
29, 198'1. R~t1t11i11tiHtl .111tl~iti~11ll)1 i11~h11le.1 1111) 
lll'ejeel 1•e~t111.1itlered b)' 1111)' 111:)tlllt!)' llllt',ltllll!I le 
11 Ctitu•I tlt!~isim1. Thi.1 lll'Bt!tl11.1 11l11111 ~e111im1e 
11111il lhe 9t!ptll'lmenl i11 tthlt! IB eeI11if)• 1h111 1111 
111•ojecl.1 vt'ilh 11p1ire,11I thtle.1 en t!I' bcfe1e 
Jlltwe111be11 ·1, 1986 htl',t! 11eeci1•t!tl 111mni1.1, htt\'tl 
betln 11b1111tle11t!tl tll'-lll'tl 111'1 IBl!Jtll .1u~e~1 le lit 
ig11lit111 elrnllengin,, lhcir ntip1·t11111I. 
P.l11111 i1l1.11ttndi11,; 1111)' olhc1• 1i1•1vd.1ie11 ef the 
Cil) Pl111111ing Ct1tlti-t1Hhe fm•mer 1i1t11oi.1i1111.J t!f 
8ub,JtJClit,n n0(J), 1111 tll't!jctll.i ill tl!tt!tl.t,I tlf 
2 -U>99 .1c111111•t1 fetll t!I' 11tl1tilit!1111I t!l'lit:!tl 111metl 
11111111 bt: int!lucletl in the 11111•, e). Tht: Ii.ti .11!1111 
ttt!t-ittelutle 1w11111it.1 fo1•111•oje~t.1 uuthmii~ctl 1it11'-
11u11111 to the ul'lice tlel't!lt!lllllt!III t!tlllllllllilit!II !tt!I 
ttttt-itt-8ttli.1ecliu11 321 (h) 111111 8ectie11 322. 
~ Nm-lttlt!I' 11!1111 Ft!hl'llttl')' I, 1987 111111 

flt.-!Jl'tllll') I .ti of t!l~tltltttlllt ~1!111"11.Hlt!l till! 

tthtll't!, lht! 9t!(llll'tlllt!lll 11h11II t!t!l'lif) in writing 
ffi-ttt~ll111111i11g Ct!lllllliffitl-tt\-tt-tlttbl-it:!-ttlffi!'-

ing lilt! lisl . ef ult f!11ejt!IIIS t!lltlllllll~tletl in 
&11h11et!lien (b➔ ube·,e, ineltttling tho.sqtuwe l'e8t11ge 
ef eueh 1111tljeel 1111tl !he 181111 el' 1111 Htltlll f!fl!.i1!11l81 
~ Withht 39 tlt1~•11 of 11eoeipt sf lite 

Qopm1t.1t1e11t's eertitiontie11, the Co1t1H1inuio11 
fflmll 11eth1~0 tit~ 93Q;QQQ Utftltu•e foot ttnnuul 
li111il os111bli11hetl in St1bsoe1ie11 3.! I (uj( I) b) 
47~;QQQ Htftl&fo feet 13e11 ttpp1101,al tJSfietl until 
the ttlHOttHl et· ttqtm•e footttge H11ttttinh1g 011 tlte 
Depm1t111ent's liut is retluood te l)e,e, . 

fe, If tlte Cit~ ltttu ttuthefii!etl 1110110 tltttn 
47§,QQO fllltllll'll leol 11!1 1111111 et' tho et'liee tle,101 
01,n1ent t!BHt petition net 8Ut ill Suhseotien 
321 €h) untl Seotio11 323 tJl'ior to faht\1en1he1 1, 
1986, 1111~111111811111 Ollt!OOtlilti:; '17§,QQO sqttlll'll fool 
shull be so1111mtol) tlt!tlt111tetl ft em 8lherwiso 
11llewuhle 1111uure tillll ~11le11ltt1otl 11tn'Ot111111· le 
Suh1teetion (d~ nbo1,e 18r lite nt11novul 13e1iod untl 
for suhst!(1t1e11t app1101, al 1,e11iotlu u1uil the telul 
11111811111 ef uqmuie f11e111i:;o iu 1ie1l1111e1I le i!011e, . 
&EC, aua b8Gl&bl.1'1:VE REQIJCTION 
QF ,t..NNIJl,L Lll\H'I'. 

Tho Qe1111d ef 8111ie11, 1iHl!fH iit 11er111illotl le 
11etl11ce 1110 11111111111 limit deli11etl i11 811bsoeti811 
3,H(11)(J). 
SEC. 325, SIJNSET CLl.i.lJ&E AMEND
MENT OR REPEAL. 

The .limit on office development set out in 
Planning Code Sections 320-325; 321·, 3.!.!, 3.13 
111111 321t 11s of Oelebe1• 17, J 98§, 1111 umended by 
the voters on November 7, 2000 ~slmll 
relnain in effect until nmended or repeuled by 
the voters of Sun Francisco at un ~ 
11~heduletl election. 
SEC. 816. SLR-SERVICF/LIGHT INDUSTRI
AIJRFSIDENTIAL MIXED USE DISTRICJ: 

The Service/Light lndustrinl/Residen-tiul 
(SLR) Mixed Use District is designed to muin
lain and facilitate the grnwth and expnnsion of 
small-scale light industrial, home und business 
service, wholesale distribution, urts prnduction 
nnd performnnce/ exhib.ition uctivities, 
live/work use, general commerciul and neigh
borhood-serving retail and personal service 
activities while protecting existing housing und 
encournging the development of housing und 
live/ work spuce at a scule und density compat
ible with the existing neighborhood. 

Housing und live/work units arc encournged 
overground floor commercial/service/light 
industrial activity. New residentiul or mixed use 
developments ure encoumged to provide us 
much mixed-income rentul housing as possible. 
Existing grnup housing and dwelling units 
wo11ld be protected frnm demolition or conver
sion to 11onrcsidcntial use by requiring condi
tional use review. 

General orlicc. with lhe exception of office 
liJ)acc as defined in Planninu Code Section 
320(f)( I )(ll), hotels, nighllime entertainment, 

(Continued on next page) 
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movie theaters, adult .entertainment und heavy 
industrinl uses ure not permitted, 
TABLE 816: SLR-SERVICF/LIGHT INDUS
TRIAIJRESIDENTIAL MIXED USE DIS
TRICT ZONING CONTROL TAllLE 

Tuble 816 is hereby umended to add a new 
zoning category number 816,S0(a) entitled 
"Information Technology Office Space'' as 
defined in Plunning Code Section 320(t)( I )(B) 
to be permitted us II principal use. 
SEC, 817: SU-SERVICE/LIGHT INDUS
TRIAL DISTRICT. 

The Service/Light Industrial (SLI) District is 
designed to protect ;md facilitate the expansion 
of existing geneml commercial, nmnufocturing, 
home und business service, live/work use, arts 
uses, light industrial activities and small design 
professional office firms. Existing group l10us
ing and dwelling units are protected from 
demoiition or ccinversion to nonresidential use 
und development of group housing :md low
income ufforduble dwelling units are pcrmilled 
us u conditional use, General office, m..1.IJ£ 
exception of office space as defined in Plannin~ 
Code Section 320<fl(l){B). hotels, movie the
aters, nighttime entertainment and adult enter
tainment uses me not permitted, 
TABLE 817: SU-SERVI CF/LIGHT INDUS
TRIAL DISTRICT ZONING CONTl{OL 
'n\BLE. 

Table 817 is hereby amended to add a new 
zoning category number 817.51 (a) entitled 
"Information Technology Office Space" as 
defined in Planning Code Section 320(f)( I )(B) 
to be permitted as a principal use. 

Section 2. Objective I, Policy I of the South of 
Market Area Plan of the Sun Francisco General 
Plan is hereby amended lo read as follows: 

Policy I 
Exclude office uses in areas where light indus
trial/business service space predominates. 
Restrict the location of new office uses to cer
tain specific and discrete subareas. 
Many con1111e1·cial oftice activities pay higher 
rents than can most SOM industrial or service 
activities. In addition, they allract a clientele 
and workers that desire and demand very dif
ferent kind of building spaces, transit services, 
parking resources, streetscape environments, 
and retail service activities thnn are presently 
found throughout the SOM. As a result, oflkc 
uses, und the other uses they allnu.:t, tend to 
displace business service and industrial activi
ties. Priority Mttffletl Genernl Plan and Planning 
Code policies call for protection of the industri
ul and service sectors from displacement due to 
commercial ·oflice developnwnt. 
To carry out these policies, ol'lice activities 
should generally be concentrated in the eastern 
and part of the southern edges of the SOM 
where they arc currently the predominant land 
use. Certain office uses - notably the oflices of 
allorneys and bailhondsmen - require location 

in close proximity to the Hall of Justice. Their . 
spac',! needs ure not so great as to result in sig
nificant displuce111en1 of existing service and 
industrial use. They should be pel'mitted tltel'e. 
Certain 1>111es of office uses should also be per
mi1ted in the su nncl SJ ,R districts, Those 
office uses are limited to muhimedia, software 
development. weh desicn, electronic com
merce, resenrch nnd development of nny ·com
puJer hnsecl 1echnolocy. informntion technolo
llY and other compuJer hosed technology. 
By restricting the location of co111merciul office 
uses in the remainder of the SOM, the existing 
business service and industrial functions will be 
protected. Over time, these service/industl'ial 
businesses could expand and new such space 
could be developed on available land. 

Section 3. The following uncodified sections 
are entirely new, · 
COMMUNITY-BASED STUDY AREAS. 

(a) The Planning Department slmll prepat'e u 
comprehensive study that includes community
based planning of the impact of office develop
ment on the following areas: 

(I) The area of the Mission District bound
ed by Duboce Street, the west side of Potrel'o 
Avenue, Cesar Chavez Street and Mission 
Street (the "Mission District"); 

(2) The areas South of Market bounded by 
Division Street, South Van Ness Avenue, 
Market Street, San Francisco Bay and 
Townsend Street, but excluding any 
Neighborhood-Commercial District, any C-3 
zoning district, Redevelopment Areas and 
property under the jurisdiction of the San 
Francisco Port Commission (the "SOM 
District"); and 

(3) The area located in the Potrero Hill 
District, bounded by the east side of Potrero 
Avenue, Division Street, Del-taro Street, 16th 
Street, Interstate Highway 280, and Cesar 
Chavez Street (the "Potrero Hill District"). 

(b) The Planning Depart111ent's study of the 
Mission District and the Potrero Hill District 
shall include areas zoned C-2, CM, M-1 · or M-2. 

(c) For a period of not more than two years 
from the operative date of this ordinance, or 
until sud1 earlier time as the co111muity-bused 
planning and coniprehensive study required in 
subsection (a) above may be completed, no 
oflice development of 25,000 square feet or 
more may he approved in the Mission District 
uither as new construction, conversion, or addi
tional oflke space; provided that: (I) the 
Armory site at the southwest corner of 14th und 
Mission Streets is expressly found to be an 
appropriate location for oflice development and 
is not subject lo this subsection (b); and (2) 
oflice space may be developed by or for u non
profit organization that has obtained tax exempt 
status under Internal Revenue Code Sections 
501(c)(3), 501(c)(4) or 501(c)(5J during such 
2-ycar study period. 

(cl} For a period of not mot'e than two years 
· from the 'operative elute of this ordinance, or 
until such eut'lier time as the commuity-based 
plunning and compl'ehensive study required in 
subsection (a) above muy be completed, no 
office development of 50,000 squure feet or 
more muy be approved in the Potrero Hill 
District described ubove eit!1er as new con
struction, conversion, or additional office 
space; provided that office space may be devel
oped by or fol' 11 non-profit ol'ganization thut · 
has obtained tax exempt status under Internal 
Revenue Code Sections 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4) or 
501(c)(5) dut'ing such 2-yeal' study period. , 
GROWl'H MANAGEMENT COORDINATOR 

(11) Tltere shall be established a Growth 
Manugement Coordinator, appointed by the 
Muyor for a ten-year tet'm, subject to confirma
tion by the Boal'd of Supel'visot's. To the extent 
permitted by law, the Growth Munagement 
·Coordinator shall be funded, in whole or in 
part, by the fee for Long-Runge Planning 
Studies imposed on office development. In 
addition to such other duties as the Mayor or 
the Board of Supervisors may presct'ibe, the 
Growth Management Coordinator shall: 

(I) Work with the Mayor, other members of 
the Mayor's Office, the Board of Supervisors, 
the Director of Phinning, the Plunning 
Commission, such other agencies, stuff and 
commissions as may be appropl'iate, and the · 
neighborhoods to identify areas in the City and 
County of Sun Francisco where growth of the 
office and commercial sectors should be 
encouraged. 

(2) Maintain copies of all recot'ds, infm·ma
tion, und reports l'equired pursuant to Planning 
Code Sections 321(a)(3), 321(a}(4}, and 
32l(n}(5). 

(3) Ensme that all impact development fees 
set forth in Planning Code Sections 313 and 314, 
Administrative Code Chapter 38, and any future 
fees imposed by the City on office development, 
hotel or retail projects, entertainment or other 
uses are properly determined and collected. 

(4) Coordinate with the Mayol''s Office and 
appropriate City dcpurtmenls to ensure that 
development fees arc utilized so that the muxi
muin benefit is derived from each dollar of 
development fees. 

(5) Provide lo the Mayor, the Bourd of 
Supervisors, the Planning Director und the 
Planning Commission an annual report selling 
forth the amount of fees collected and how the 
fees were spent in order to ensure that such fees 
arc properly· accounted for, including a cost 
analysis of affordable housing projects, and 
recommending ways in which lo more efli
cicntly use the fees to mitigate the lmpucts of 
development in San Francisco. 

(Continued on next page) 

P-153 



LEGAL· TEXT OF PROPOSITION K (CONTINUED) 

EXACTIONS. 
(u) Notwithstanding anything to the con

trary contained in the Planning.Code, it is the 
policy of the voters thut'the exactions set forth 
below .shall be imposed us of January I, 2001 
on all "office developments" us thnt term is 
defined in Planning Code Section 320(g), 

Affordable Housing 
(Planning Code Section 3 I 3) 

Dependent Cure, including 
child cure. and senior cure 
(Planning Code Sec~or1314) 

Art enrichment, including 
artwork or contributions 
to arts organizations, 
including the pe1forming urts 
(Planning Code Section 149) 

$10,00 per net 
additional gross 
sq, ft, 

1.00 per net 
additional gross 
sq. ft, 

1.00 per net 
additional gross 
sq, ft. 

Long-Range Planning Studies 1.00 per net 
additional gross 
sq, ft. 

Technical/Job Tmining in 
the. New Technology 
Industries • 

1.00 per net 
additional gross 
sq, ft. 

Affordable Office Space 1.00 per net 
for Nonprofit Orgunizntions udditionul gross 

sq. ft, 

It is the policy of the voters thut on Junuury 
I, 200 I the foregoing eimctions shull be applied 
to office developments throughout the City, to 
the muximum extent permitted by law and sup
ported by existing studies us :10 the amount of 
the exaction and its nexus to each use, 
. · (b) Notwithstanding anything to the con
trary contained in the Plunning Code, it is the 
policy of the vot_ers thut the exactions set forth 
below shull be imposed us of Junuary I, 2002 
nnd thereafter on nil "office developments" ·as 
that term is defined in Plunning Code Section 
320(g), 

Affordable Housing 
(Planning Code Section 3 I 3) 

Dependent Cure, including 
child cure and senior cure 
(Plnnning Code Section 314) 

Art emichment, including 
artwork oi· contributions 
to nt'ts orgunizutions, 
including the perlb1111ing m1s 
(Planning Code Section 149) 
Long-Runge Planning Studies 
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$14,00 per net 
ndditionul gross 

· sq. ft, 

2.00 per net 
ndditionul gross 
~q. ft. 

1.00 per net 
ndditionul gross 
sq. ft. 

.50 per net 

Technical/Job Trnining in 
ihe·New Technology 
Industries 

udditionul gross 
sq, ft, 

2.00 per net 
udditionnl gross 
sq, ft. 

Affordable Office Space 2.00 per net 
for Nonprofit Organizations additional gross 

sq, ft.· 

It is the policy of the voters thut on January I, 
2002 the foregoing exactions shull be applied to 
office·developments throughout the City, to the 
maximum extent permitted by law and support
ed by existing studies as to the amount of the 
exaction and its nexu.s to each use. 

( c) It is the policy of the voters that the 
Affordabl~ Housing fee shull be adjusted unnu
ully, bused on inflation, in accordance with the. 
following procedures, Not .Inter thun 
November I, 2001 and euch November I there
after, the Director of Planning shall complete 
and certify in writing to the Clerk of the Board 
of Supervisors II cost and nexus study and, 
bused thereon, the Bont'd of Supervisor,~ muy 
adjust this fee to rctlect inflation to the extent 
supported by the cost and nexus study, The 
adjusted fee shall become operutive on January 
I of each year. 

(q) Notwithstanding anything to the con
tmry contained in the Chapter 38 of the Sun 
Fruncisco Administrative Code, it is the policy 
of the voters that the following exaction shall 
be imposed on a City-wide busis on nil "office 
developments" us that term is defined in 
Plunning Code Section 320(g). It is the policy 
of the voters that the Trnnsit Impact 
Development Fee shall apply to office develop
ments in 1111 locations in the City and shuH not 
be limited to the Downtown Areu. 

As of Junuury I, 200 I: 
Tl'llnsit Impact 
Development Fee 

As of Junuury I, 2002: 
Tl'llnsit Impact 
Development Fee 

$6.50 per net 
iidditionnl gmss 
sq. ft. 

$8,50 per net 
udditionul gmss 
sq. ft. 

It is the policy of the voters that on January I, 
2001 the tmnsit impact development fee shull be 
applied to office development throughout the 
City, to the maximum extent permitted by luw 
i111d supporled by existing studies us to the 
amount of the exuction und its nexus to each use, 

It is the policy of the voters that the Transit 
Impact Development Fee shall be adjusted 
unnuully, based on inflation, pursuant to the fol
lowing concli1ions. Not later thun November I, 
200 I and each November I !hereafter, the 

Director of Planning shull complete 1111d certify 
in writing to the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors n cost and nexus study and, bused 
thereon, the Bourd of Supervisors may adjust 
this fee to retlect intfntion to the extent. sup
ported by the cost and nexus study, The adjust• 
eel fee shall become operntiye on January I. 

(e) As soon us possible but not Inter than 
July I, 2001, the Director of Planning shall 
complete and certify in writing to the Clerk of 
the 8ourd o_f Supervisors · whether the fees 
imposed by this initiative cun be justified both 
as to amount und nexus to euch use, or, if not, 
the extent to which they may be so. justified. 
The fees imposed by this initiative shall not 
become opemtive until the Director of Planning 
so certifies, either on II fee-by-fee basis or on 
more than one fee at a time, 

(f) In adopting the policies for these fee 
increases, the voters do not intend to limit the 
authority of the Board of Supervisors to take 
any legislative nctioi1 in relation to these fees, 

(g) In adopting this· ordinance, the voters 
intend that nil uses defined in Planning Code 
Section 320(f)( l)(B) herein shall, for the pur
poses of exactions, be treated us office uses, 
and on the opel'!ltive date of this ordinance shall 
be subject to nil fees for office developments. 

(h) Each year, the Planning Department 
shall submit II report to the Mayor uncl the 
Board of Supervisors providing information on 
how 1111 exactions were spent during the previ
ous year. The repor! shall also include a cost 
analysis of any affordable housing constrncted 
during the previous year, 
NON-CONFORMING USES 

All projects that have been upproved prior to 
January I, 2001 and become non-conforming 
uses as II result of this Ordinance shall be treut
ed us legal non-conforming uses as provided in 
the Plnnning Code, 

Section 4. OPERATIVE DATE, 
The operntive date of this ordinance shnll be 

January I, 200 I. Notwithstanding such opera
tive date, any development pmject that has filed 
1111 envimnmentnl evnluation application, u 
building or a site permit application, or u 
request for n Zoning Administrntor's determi
nation pursuunt to Plunning Code Section 307 
no Inter thnn 5:00 p.m, on August 9, 2000 shull 
be governed by the ordinunces, rnles und prn
ccdures in effect ut the time of filing such uppli
cutions, provided that uppropriute envimnmen
tal review of the development project is com
plete by December 31, 2000 us follows: the. 
Plunning Department has published u prelimi-

, nary negative declaration, or the Planning 
Commission hus certified the environmental 
impact report, or the Planning Department has 
determined in writing tlml the development 

(Continued on next page) 



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION K (CONTINUED) 

project is statutorily or categoricully exempt 
from.the California Environmental Quality Act. 

Section 5. SEVERABILITY, 
(11) If uny article, section, subsection, para

graph, sentence, cluuse or phrnse of this ordi
nunce, or uny purl thereof, is for any reason 
held to be unconstitutiouul or invalid or inef
fective by auy court of competent jurisdiction, 
or other competent agency, such decision shall 
not affect the validity or effectiveness of the 
remaining portions of this ordinance or any part 
thereof. The voters hereby declare that they 
would huve pussed each article, section, sub
section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase 
· thereof, irrespective of the fuel that any one or 
more articles, sections, subsections, parn
grnphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be 
declared unconstitutional or invalid or ineffec
tive. 

(b) If the upplication of any provision or 
provisions of this· ordinance to uny person, · 
property or circumstances is found to be uncon
stitutional or invalid or ineffective in whole or 
in part by uny court of competent jurisdiction, 
or other competent agency, the effect of such 
decision shull be limited to the person, proper
ty or circumstances immediately involved in 
the controversy, and the application of any such 
provision to other persons, properties and cir
cumstances shall not be affected. 
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SAN FRANCISCO FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
NEIGHBORHOOD EMERGENCY RESPONSE. TEAM 
TRAINING 

GET REI\L, GET.READY, GET 
TRAINED 

IT'S EVERYBODY'S FAULT 

•••••• 
Quote from The United States 
Geological Survey, "There is a 
700/o chance the Bay Area will 
be hit with an earthquake of 
magnitude 7.0 or greater · 
within 30 years!" 

EMTIQJ• San Francisco Fire Department 
Neighborhood Emergency Response Team 

· Trai~ng_ 

Are you, your family, and your neighborhood ready? The San 
Francisco Fire Department will be conducting a free NERT 
disaster preparedness training session in your neighborhood soon. 
Six 2 1/2 hour classes. 

Class #1 Earthquake history and probability, How to prepare your 
home and yourself 

Class #2 Utility shut off, Fire extinguisher, Hazardous materials 
awareness 

Class #3 .Disaster ~edicine, START Triage 
Class #4 Damage Assessment, Light search and rescue, Lifting and 

cribbing 
Class #5 City disaster plan, ICS, Team Organization and management 
Class #6 Hands-On-Training: Lifting, Live Fire Extinguishment, 

Medical, Triage, Damage Assessment, Int·erior Search 

2000 Fall Training Schedule · {Subject to Change} 
To Enroll - Call 558-3459, Leave name and phone # 

Balboa Terrace/Ingleside/ 
· Oceanviewl.West Portal 

Beginning Wednesday. Sept. 20th 
Commodore Sloat School 
50 Darien Way 
Wednesday· Afternoons 3:30PM 
September 20, 27, Oct. 4, 11,18 ,25 

Ingleside/Westwood Park/Oceanvicw 
Begi1111ing Monday.October 16111 

City College SF - Phelan Campus 
50 Phelan Ave - Cloud Hall Room 232 
Monday Evenings, 6:30 - 9:00PM 
October 16, 23, 30, Nov. 6,_13, 20 

Marina/Cow Hollow/Presidio GGNRA 
Begi11nitig October 21·11 Saturday 
Golden Gate Club (9AM-4PM) 
135 Fisher Loop Road on the Presidio 
October 21, 28, November 4 

SFFD N.E.R.T. Emergency Preparedness Fair 
Moscone Center - Financial District 
747 Howard Street (Between 41

h & 51
h St) 

Monday, October 91
'\ 1 0AM-5PM 

Free Admission/ Open to the Public 

SFFD N.E.R.T. Neighborhood Drills 
Neighborhoods will conduct a drill 
at their NERT Staginffi Area 
Saturday, October 141 

\ 11AM - 1PM 

SFFD Citywide Open House 
All Fire Stations Open to the Public 
Saturday, October 14, 1PM- 5PM 

698 Second Street, San Francisco, CA 94107-2105 
(415) 558-3456 Fax (415) 558-3457 www.slip.net/"'nertsffd/ 
E-mail: nertsffd@s'lip.net 



Office Development/Live Work Controls 
PROPOSITION L 

Shall the City adopt new controls on office development, Including office space tor 
computer-based services, and llve/work units? YES -

NO -

.. .. 
Digest 

by Ballot Simplification Committee 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: In 1986, the voters passed an •· Allow new office development of over 6,000 square feet 
initiative ordinance regulating office space development In only in specified areas, such as portiops of the 
San Francisco .. The measure limits annual approval of new Downtown Area, Port property, existing Redevelopment 
office space in the City to a total of 950,000 square feet. Any Project Areas, and the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. 
unused portion of this approval cap may be carried over to • Suspend new office development in certain areas, lnclud-
following years. Certain types of projects are exempted from ing portions of South of Market, Potrefo Hill, the Northeast 
the cap, but most government buildings and buildings in cer- Mission Industrial Zone, and the Bayview Hunters Point 
tain redevelopment areas are not exempt. Survey Area, until those areas are studied and rezoned. 

Generally, space used for multi-media and computer- • Prohibit new office development in certain areas, lnclud-
based services is not defined as office space. ing portions of the Mission District and South of Market. 
. The City collects fees from developers to help pay for • Require that new office space of more than 6,000 square 
increased demands for affordable housing, child care, and feet be specifically approved by the Planning Commission. 
public transit created by new office space. • Amend City policy to link commercial development to 

Under City law, "live/work" units, sometimes called "lofts," transit capacity and traffic improvements. 
are not considered housing units and are not subject to the • Require that affordable housing, child care and transit 
same fees and requirements as housing. impact fees rise or fall each year with changes in inflation. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L would amend the 1986 ini
tiative ordinance making changes in the laws governing 
new office development in the City. Among those changes, 
Proposition L would: 

• Re-define office space to include multimedia and 
computer-based services. 

• Exempt from the annual cap office development 
located In certain government buildings, and at the 
Presidio, Pier 70, or the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. 

• Create a new use category for "community services," 
which would not be defined as office space. 

Controller's Statement on "I.'.' 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition L: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it would substantially increase the amount of 
revenue dedicated for affordable housing, dependent care 
and public transit by annually adjusting for the cost-of-living 
changes that have occurred since these revenue sources 
were established. 

It would also result in additional costs to update the City's 
General Plan and Planning Code. 

Proposition L would classify all live/work units as housing 
units and prohibit the City from issuing permits for new 
live/work units, other than those integrated with the working 
space of artists and craftpersons. The proposal also would pro
hibit the conversion of existing live/work units to office space. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to make 
these changes in City laws governing new office 
development and live/work units. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes. 

How "I.'.' Got on the Ballot 
On August 14, 2000 the Department of Elections certi

fied that the initiative petition, calling for Proposition L to be 
placed on the ballot, had qualified for the ballot. 

19,470 signatures were required to place an ordinance 
on the ballot as a special election. 

This number is equal to 10% of the total number of peo
ple who voted for Mayor in 1999. A random check of the 
signatures submitted on August 1 O, 2000 by the proponent 
of the initiative petition showed that more than the required 
number of signatures were valid. 

Notice to Voters: 
Propositions K and L appear to conflict with each other. If both measures are approved by the voters, and if the two 
measures do conflict, the one receiving the greater number of votes will become law. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P~175 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Office Qevelopment/Live Work C.ontrols 
PR.OPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION L .. 

Proposition· L was placed on the ballot by signatures of 
thousands of San Franciscans from every neighborhood in the 
City. They believe that the cun·ent dot.com boom could 
overwhelm San Francisco's ability to 'handle that development 
and still rerimin the City they love. 

Coupled with the continuing excesses of the "live/work" loft 
land rush, ,the massive development of expensive office space 
and 'luxury housing threatens the delicate balance between 
economic growth and the very qualities of urban life that makes 
the City a desirable place to live and work. 

Seeking that balance, San Franciscans passed Proposition M in 
1986 estublishing City policy to liniit office development and 
link it to City's trnnsit, housing and service capacity. 

Proposition L maintains a reasonable annual limit on office 
space. It allows more space than in two Transamerica pyramids 
every, year. It strengthens the linkage between office growth and 
expansion of the City's infrastructure. 

Proposition L closes planning loopholes. Dot.com developments 
will be • called commercial offices, not 'printing plants. 

· "Live/work" lofts will be called luxury housing, not' artist's · 
studios, and will have to pay the same fees and meet the same 
standards -as other housing. , 

Proposition L requires the City's General Plan, unchanged for 
nearly a decade, to address the realities of the twenty-first century. 
After open civic debate office development will be directed to 
downtown areas served by transit; our neighborhoods and their 
affordable housing, non-profits, arts and se~vices and businesses 
will be protected. 

Voting Yes on L is our next step in the ongoing campaign to 
save San Frnncisco. 

Vote Yes on L and No on K. 

Campaign to Save San Francisco 

Debra Walker 
Doug E11g111a1111 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 
VOTE AGAINST BOTH J>ROPOSITION K AND EVEN 
WORSE PROPOSITION L: 

Supporters of Proposition L - an extreme anti-growth measure 
- opened up a can of worms when they filed their ill-advised 
petitions. 

Mayor Willie . Brown, always on the lookout for lots of 
developer campaign contributions, used the excuse of 
Proposition L lo file his rivul Proposition K. Also full of flaws, 
Proposition K swings much too far in a pro-growth direction. At 
the last minute - without announcing it in advance to the press -
the Mayor even added into Proposition K a new administrator 

· ("development czar"), who will serve for a term of ten years. 
Clea,;ly, Willie Brown wants lots of red tape, too much 

development, and plenty of campaign contributions for the 
Brown - Burton Democratic Political Machine. 

Commented Proposition L's Debra Walker and Robert Haaland 
(8/23/00 "San Frnncisco Bay Guardian"): 

"On ... Aug.20, the San Francisco Democratic Party voted to 
endorse Proposition I<...oblitcrating whatever credibility the 
Democrats hoped to have in the November elections ... 

"[l]t underscores why Vice-President Al Gore will lose in 
November. 

"Ralph Nader and Medea Benjamin have gained significant 
ground in recent months precisely because of Democrats like 
Brown ... [Johnl Burton ... and ~ur local Democrntic Party." 
While the author favors George Bush, I certainly agree that ii 

would be good for San Francisco if the Brown - Burton Machine, 
Al Gore, and Proposition K were all massively rejected on 
November 7th . 

Vote NO on misguided Propositions K and L. 

D1: Terence Fa11/k11e1; J.D. 
Past San Francisco Republican County Chairman 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office Development/Live Work Controls 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

PROPOSITION L IS BAD FOR SAN. FRANCISCO'S 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT: 

Proposition L, if passed, would seriously injure the economic 
development of San Francisco. The measure would further limit 
needed construction and drive more businesses ·out of the City·. 

Proposition L is bad legislation being pushed by a handful of 
anti-growth activists. Proposition L would cost San Francisco 
jobs', money, and economic development. 

vo:rE NO ON ANTI-GROWTH PROPOSITION L: 
Proposition L is bad news for San Francisco. Many of the peo

ple associated with Proposition L have for-leftist views, arc anti
busincss, and frnnkly want to damage local inclustry. For them 
Proposition L is a wrecking operation, clear and simplc ... and 
they are also willing to wreck the City and County of San 
Francisco. 

ANTI-GROWTH FANATICS MAKE POOR LEGIS· 
LA'fORS 

Proposition L would serve no useful purpose if passed. It 
would slow down San Francisco's economy and shift business to 
other nearby counties 

Vote against bad legislation. 
Vote against Proposition L. 

Citizens Against Wiste. 

D1: Terence Fa11/k11e1; .I.D. 
State Senate Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION L 
Pl'oposition L bahmces San Francisco's needs 

Our economy -- Prop L allows other businesses to flourish, 
not just internet companies. Our neighborhoods -- doesn't 
push out existing residents so the "new" economy can obliterate 
everything else. Our future -- encourages diverse communities 
by protecting low-income neighborhoods from displacement by 
offices. Our lun~sing -- bans offices in residential ureas. 

Pl'OJ) L shirts the dot.com boom downtown, where the City 
can best handle it. It increases payments by dot.com developers 
for City services and affordable housing . 
. The dot.com indListry provides only IO¼ or the City's 500,000 
jobs, but bids rents up so high they threaten artists, non-profits 
and all other businesses. TODAY, 7,5 MILLION SQ.F1:. OF 
OFFICES ARE UNDER CONSTRUCTION OR 
APPROVED. With loopholes, "grnndl:1thcred" development, 
and accclcrntions, City Hall's Prop K allows ANOTHER 7,5 
MILLION SQ.FL NEXT YEAR. (Sec ,1•11•w,s11vcsunl'l'anris
co.or1,:) 

DEVELOPMENT ALLOWED BY CITY HALL'S PROP K 
WOULD OVERWHELM OUR STREETS, NEIGHBOR
HOODS, HOUSING. 

Prop L closes loopholes City Hall opened for dot.com offices 
and phony "live/work" developments. 

Pro1> L allows a modest increase in office space (Presidio, new 
federal building) to address short-term demand. P1·op L has the 
support of community, social service and neighborhood 
organizations, business people, artists and 30,000 voters who 
signed our initiative. 

Prop L strikes a balance between dot.coms and our other busi
nesses. San Francisco must sustain a viable, diverse economic 
base. Prop L protects our neighborhoods and gives us an effec
tive voice in determining our future. 

Renee Saucedo 
Ca/11i11 We/cl, 
L11i,1· Gmnado.r 

Arguments printed on· this page are !lie opinion of the authors and have not been checked for ac~uracy by any official agency. 
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. Office DevelopmenVLi·ve Work.Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

Proposition L protects neighborhoods and insures the voice of 
residents in major planning issues. We urge all San Franciscans 
to vote Yes on L. 

Haight Ashb111y Neighborhood Council 
Board of Directors 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council. 

Proposition L addresses the primary cause of the cul'l'ent 
affordable housing crisis: the rapid and massive expansioi1 o( 

DotCom . otlices. During every boom period new, well-paid 
workers compete with existing residents for limited housing 
opportunities, driving rents up. The answer is to link new office 
development with affordable rental housing development. 
Proposition L does exactly that. If passed, Proposition L will 
require conmiercial office developers to pay over $25 million a 
year for the development of new affordable rental housing. Vote 
Yes on Proposition L. · · 

The Co1111cil of Com1111111it51 Housing Organizations 

. The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Information Clearinghouse. 

SAVE SAN FRANCISCO 
30,090 Snn Fruncisc1111s put Prop L on the bnllot. 

Proposition L is a reasonable proposal to protect the quality of 
life of San Francisco and its neighborhoods. Massive office 
developments without any thought to Muni service, parking, traf
fic and housing is bad city planning. Vote Yes on Prop L to 'help 
take city planning out of the hands of developers and their well
paid lobbyists. Vote Yes on L uncl vote No on K. 

David Spero 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment Is David Spero. 

Stop City Hull from giving away our city! 
Keep San Francisco livable nnd affordable for ALL our 

families! 
Vote YES on Proposition L! 

Jake McGoldrick 
Candidate for District I Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
Is McGoldrlck for Supervisor. · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hiroshi Fukuda 2. Mowitza Biddie 3. Steve WIiiiams. 

The Green Party joins 30,000 San Franciscans in the petition 
to stop over-development in our neighborhoods. Demand that 
City Planners act responsibly! Vote Yes on L! 

San Francisco Green Party 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
is the San Francisco Green. Party. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo Chamberlain 3. John Strawn. 

For 5 years, while lofts costing $500,000 and more overran 
Potrero Hill the Plunning Commission hus ignored our pleas. 
Now those lofts ure being illegally converted to offices. 
Companies are packing 10 plus employees in a single loft with 
one parking place and no way to accommodate employees that 
need ADA accessible offices. · 

Now we are supposed to trust City Hall? 
Vote against City Hall's Proposition K und for the people's 

Proposition L. · 
Save our City and our neighborhoods, YES ON L. 

Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Association 
John deCastro 
President 
Ric/frml'Mil/et 
Sccrclary 

Tile true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Association. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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Office· Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

Ballot Argument Haiku, Part IV 

planning'? soft money! 
housing BEFORE offices 
lofts begone! LYES! 

developers lies 
clearcut neighborhoods away 
displace greed, LYES! 

Marc Salomon, Green for Stipervisor, District 6 

16 office jobs are being created in San Francisco for each unit 
of housing, causing rents to skyrocket and a l % vacancy rate. · 
We must build truly affordable housing and limit new offices in 
residential neighborhoods 10 solve this crisis. 

This measure: 
• limits growth and enforces planning laws 
• defines 'live/work' lofts as "residential" preventing conversion 

to offices 
prohibits office development in vulnerable areas 

• • classifies dot.cams as "office space" 
The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument • 
Is Marc Salomon. 

creates special protections for nonprofits and community 
services 

Out of control development is displacing resident and 
non-profits. The Planning Department fails to protect us. 
Vote YES on L. STOP LIVE/WORK SCAMS. 

Hank Wilson 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Hank Wilson. 

Stop, look and listen! Prop L best serves the mission. Its good 
government 

Ron Norlin 
Candidate for Supervisor District 9 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Ron Norlin. 

Vote Yes on Proposition L to protect housing and locate new 
offices near transit. 

Vote No on Proposition K because K threatens housing and 
pushes dot.com offices into areas without transit. 

Hmvard Strassner, Transit Advocate 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Howard Strassner. 

• links development to transit routes 
Join the 30,000 who signed this petition. Protect neighbor

hoods and diversity. 
Vote YES on L. 

Matt Gonzalez 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
is Matt Gonzalez. 

The Planning Department continues to approve inappropriate 
developments in our neighborhoods. San Franciscans are subsi
dizing this new development through overburdened Muni ser
vice, reduced funds for schools, and increased congestion on 
City streets. Proposition K would continue this. Proposition L 
bl'ings the neighborhoods back into the 1>lnnning process. 

VOTE NO on K! 
VOTE YES on L! 

Sall Francisco To111orrm1• 

The true source of funds l,lsed for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are Jane Morrison, Jennifer Clary and Zoanne Nordstrom. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office :Developr,nent/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

Tenants, non-profits, and small businesses are being displaced 
by the gup between new high-paying jobs and new housing. 
Closing. the gap starts with limiting commercial· development, 
allowing the residential supply to catch up. Prop. L will start the 
process of sustainable growth. · · 

Join us and vote Yes on Prop L ! 

Michael Nulty 
President, Alliance for A Better District 6* 
Susan Bryan 
Treasurer, Alliance for A Better District 6* 
Jim Berk 
Secretary, Safe-On-Sixth* 
Roy E. Bouse . 
President, Marlton Manor Tenants Association, Inc.* 
H. Brown 
Gilbert F. Criswell. 
Candidate, Supervisor for District 611' 

Denise D'An,ie 
Candidate, Supervisor for District 6* 
James Leo Dunn 
Candidate, District 6* 
Dermis Isner 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor* 
John Nulty 
Joan Roughgarden 
Ecologist / Author / Professor 
Hank Wilson 
Candidate, Supervisor for District 6* 
Jim Reid 
Doug Comstock 
President Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods* 
*Title for identificatin purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Alliance for A Better District 6. 

After 5 years unsuccessfully lobbying City Hall about run
away growth, neighborhoods and 30,000 residents brought 

· Proposition L to the voters. 
It addresses the "live/work''. and dot.com-fueled growth epi

demic. It restores controls voters adopied in 1986 (Prop M)
without an overpaid "Growth Czar" hand~picked by the Mayor to 
continue overbuilding another 7 years after he is gone.!. 

San Francisco's infrastructure cannot serve this building 
marathon. Our water supply needs, water distribution and sewer
age collection systems, sewage treatment capacity, landfill 
capacity, energy production needs, mass transit network, fire 
suppression and emergency services capabilities, and the state of 
our streets and roads cannot ~ccommodate the cul'l'ent pace of 
development. Taxpayers will be left holding the bag for the 
upgrades long after developers and new businesses· have made 
their getaway. VOTE YES ON L. 

Coaliiion for San Francisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

READ THE FINE PRINT : YES ON L, NO ON K 
Proposition L,.placed on the ballot by 30,000 voters, stops the 

land rush that is driving small business, nonprofits, artists and 
the working poor out of the city. 

PROP L closes the loopholes that allow phony live-work lofts 
and dot-com offices to invade industrial zones, creates afford
able space for nonprofits, makes protecting community-serving 
nonprofits and arts ofticjal city policy, and allows reasonable 
increased growth--in areas where it will not cause displacement. 

Proposition K, placed on the ballot by City Hall, is a Trojan 
Horse: a measure to gut growth controls, dressed up in some 
attructive features cribbed from Prop L. 

PROP K docs nothing to stop abuse of the artists' live-work 
law, nothing to direct development to areas that can absorb it, 
nothing to protect arts and nonprofits. It creates a new set of 
loopholes. immediately doubling the office limit and allowing an 
explosion of new development in the Bayview and SOMA, 
accelerating displacement. It even creates a city Growth Czar to 
promote office construction--appointed for a JO yem term. 

VOTE FOR ECONOMIC AND CULTURAL DIVERSI
TY: YES ON L, NO ON K! 

Coalitio11 for .lobs, Arts and Ho11si11g 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the Coalition for Jobs, Arts, and Housing. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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· Office DevelopmenVLive Work Controls 
PAID·ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L. 

As people of faith, we believe voting YES on L and NO on K is 
crucial to preserve our low-income communities in our wonder
fully diverse City of St. Francis. 

Father Dan Carter 
Brother Kelly Cullen; OFM 
Sister Patrick. C11rra11, RSM, St. Anthony Foundation, Executive 
Director 

. Sister Bemie Galvin, cdp 
Alan Jones, Dean, Grace Cathedral 
Father Floyd lotito, OFM 
Stephen McNeil, Associate Regional Director, American Friends 
Service;: Committee ' 
Christopher Moh,; Quaker 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the Campaign t9 Save San Francisco, Dari Carter, and Chris 
Mohr. 

The three largest contributors to 'the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 

· As SOMA residents and activists, we cherish the economic 
1d1d cultural diversity of our community that is part of what 
makes San Frnncisco special. 

Vote YES on L, NO on K to keep SOMA and thisdty vibrant! 

Craig Adelman 
Lttisa Antonio . 
Q11i11ti11 Mecke, Board of Directors, Housing Rights Commillee 
Ly Nguyen, Oasis · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Campaign to Save San Francisco, Quintin Mecke Ill, Luisa 
Antonio, and Ly Nguyen. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 

Displacement is bad for children and families. 
Vote YES on L and NO on K to help working families stay in 

our neighborhoods. · 

Midge Wilson, Executive Director, Bay Area Worrien's and 
Children's Center 
Robin Moh,; SOMA Playgroup 
Judith Baker 
Patrice Jo/111.1·011 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Campaign to Save San Francisco, Robln·Mohr, and Judith 

. Baker. 

The three largest contributors to .. the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti• 
Displacement Coalition. 

As small business people in the South of Market, we 're con
. cerned about displacement by large offices. 

We need the protections provided by Proposition L. 
Proposition K would NOT retain the diverse business character 

of SOMA. 
Vote yes on L. 

Michelle We/cit, Owner, DC Typography, Inc. 
Jo11atha11 Winston, Owner, The Reproman 
Francisco Mattos, Graphic artist 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the Campaign to Save San Francisco and Michelle Welch. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office Developme_nVLive Work Controls 
. ' 

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF .PROPOSITION L 
DEMOCRATIC PARTY LEADERS SUPPORT PROP. L 
Prop. L offel's a compt'ehensive solution to San Francisco's 

housing and affordability crisis.· 1t will preserve affordable hous
ing, protect non-profits and community arts groups, and encour
age sound city planning by keeping office development withiri 
reasonable bounds. 30,000 San Francisco voters came togethel' 
to put Prop. L on the ballot because it is the only comprehen
sive, lnstlng nnd ultimately efl'ective nppronch toward solving 
the crisis our city now f'nces, Vote Yes on Prop. L and No on 
Prop. K 

Tom Ammiano . 
Jane Morrison 
Wade Crml!foot 
Joseph .!11/ian 
Eric Mar 
Dan Kalb 

Agar .laicks 
Aaron Peskin 
Jejj'Sheelty 
Shawn O'Heam 
Chris Romero 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Wade Crowfoot. 

Re11ters a11d Se11iors: Vote Yes 011 L ! 
. Ra~1pant development and l'eal estate speculation threaten to 

change San Francisco forever. Over-development, phony 
live/work lofts; nnd evictions ure disphicing tenants all over 
the City. If we want to save San Francisco as an ,tffordable and 
livable city fol' all we must stop evictions and displacement. Vote 
YES on L to stop evictions, over-development and phony 
live/work lofts. · 

Housing Rights Co111111it1ee of San Francisco 
San Franci,rco Tenants Union 
St. Peters Housing Co111111it1ee 
Mission Agenda 
Castro Tenants Union 
Sally Green, Co-Chair of Senior Housing Action Collaborative* 
and Board Member of Senior Action Network* 
SF Tenants Network, Park Merced Chc1pter 
*Title for Identification Purposes only 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Housing For All. 

The three largest contributors for the political recipient committee 
are: 1. Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco 2. Mission 
Agenda 3. SF Tenants Networl<. 

Proposition L is the most important initiative to go on the bal
lot in many years. Protect our quality of life. Stop deslt'lictive 
speculative development. Yes on L. No on K. 

Beryl Magilavy 
Candidate for Supervisor, District 6 , 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee to Elect Magilavy Supervisor. 

The three largest contributo·rs to the true source recipient qom
mittee are 1: Jacob Sigg 2. Esther. Marks 3. Carolyn Caine. 

Stop displacement! 
Preserve neighborhood clrnracter in District 6! 
Vote Yes on L! 

Debra Walker 
Campaign to Save San Francisco 
Chris Daly 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Chris Daly. 

We support Prop L because it proposes intelligent growth 
through planning. The unbridled rnsh to further develop Potrero 
Hill, Dogpatch, Hunters Point, SOMA and the Mission neigh
borhoods are destroying their character. Oversized houses and 
commercial developments ai·c routinely approved against the 
protests of the neighborhoods. This MUST stop. 

Prop L is the only chance for the citizens of San Francisco lo 
let the City know we support planned growth. 

Vote YES on Pro1> L. 
Vote No on City Hail's Pro1> K. 

Dogpatch Residents 
Lynn Bro11111 

Fmnk D. Kingman 
Eliza/Jeth Pepin 
John Hall 
Patrick D. /-Joete/ 
S11sa11 Eslick 
Paul Zi11gom 
.le1111if'er Ro/Jl'l'ts 
.lw1et Ca111inelli 
Joe Boss 
PhiliJJ Scllll'!lrt:-. 
Barham M. 1\ngeli 

Rlumcla Kingman 
Jea1111e I. Charles 
David Silva 
£d11-·ard £/ha11ge 
Chri.wopher Irion 
Constance Cltm111m1 
Lorraine \li11so11 
Erik Kolclern11 
SteJJhen· M. Griflitlt 
/\11110 B11di11ger 
Elb1heth We.1·te1:Jield 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of t11is argument 
is t11e above signers. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office DevelopmenVLive Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

KEEP ARTS IN SAN FRANCISCO : VOTE YES ON L 
San Francisco's creative community is fighting for its lifo, as 

market-driven development clenl's the city of art space and 
artists. Studios, rehearsal hulls, galleries and performance 
venues are closing their doors as owners convert buildings to 
high-return offices and condos. Rents in industrial zones where 
most art is made have quadrupled in three years, so displacement 
equals banishment. Hundreds--soon to be thousands-of 
painters, sculptors, photographers, graphic artists, dancers, musi
cians, film-makers, directm's, actors, and stage designers whose 
work has enlivened this city are scattering to other parts of the 
state and the country 

This. displacement violates San Francisco zoning laws, yet 
takes place with the consent of public officials. After years of 
prntest, artists understand that conversion of the city Is southeast 
fo upscale lofts and offices, entailing wholesale expulsion of arts 
and light industry, is presently undeclared city policy. 
. The arts community asks the voters to pass PROPOSITION L, 

placed on the ballot by 30,000 citizens. This measure stops the 
land rush, closes loopholes that allow phony "artist's live-work 
lofts" and dotcom · offices in industrial zones, creates affordable 
space for nonprofits, and makes protecting arts--including experi
mental and community-based arts-an official priority for the City. 

Larry Eilenberg, Artistic Director, Magic Theatre 
Kimi Okada, ODC/San Francisco 
Andrew Bushaw, Board President, Asian-American Theater Co, 
John Davis, California Lawyers for the Arts 
Endorsers: Deborah · Cullinan, Intersection for the Arts; 
Jonathan Youtt, Cel/space; Brenda Berlin, Young Audiences of 
the Bay Area; John A. Davis, SomARTS; Erin Merritt, Woman's 
Will Shakespeare Company; _Pete Ratajczak, Theatre Bay Area 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argume'nt 
Is the Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1.Cllnt Reilly 2.Doug Engmann 3.The Mission Anti
Displacement Coallton. 

We are an organization of renters, homeowners, and small 
business people near the Bryant Square prnject in the northeast 
Mission.. The Bryant Square prnject makes it clear why 
Proposition L is necessary. 

Mission community opposition to this huge office project was 
overwhelming. When we appealed this project to the Board of 
Supervisors, the board ignored the community's concerns while 
applauding the developer's token mitigation gestures as some 
supreme gift to the city, 

The city has allowed a million square feet of office space to 
emerge in the northeast Mission. These offices are sited close to 
freeway ramps but lack the transit service needed for a clone of 
downtown. The city projects that 68% of these office employees 
will drive to work - over 40% higher than the city average. 
Flooding neighborhood streets with cars makes the streets unsafe 
for pedestrians and bicyclists. City hall is trnmpling our Transit 
First policy. 

Uncontrolled high-tech office development in the Mission has 
created a destructive bidding war, driving out all other uses. 
While tenant evictions reach epidemic proportions in the 
Mission, hundreds of expensive lofts pop up all over our neigh
borhood. 

The city leaders have shown that they are prepared to let big 
money do what it wants with the Mission. Your neighborhood is 
next. 

Proposition L will stop this reckless development. 
High-tech offices are fine, but there must be the housing and 

public transit available to support it. The issue is rational and 
democratic planning. We need community-based planning that 
preserves the city's diversity of residents and businesses. 

Vote Yes on L! Vote No on K! 

Co1111111111ity Altematives for B1:va11t Square 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Community Alternatives For Bryant Square. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Office 'DevelopmenVLive ·Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L 

MORE OFFICES+ INSUFFICIENT HOUSING= CRISIS 
· San Francisco has a huge imbalance between jobs and housing. 

The highest houi.ing prices of any U.S. city. Last year prices 
jumped $95,000 per home to a $470,000 average!! Since 1995 
eleven new jobs were created for every new housing unit. · New 
employees compete for limited housing, drive up rents und 
housing prices. 

Long time residents ure being priced out of Sun Fmncisco. 
Nearby counties, where commuters formerly found affordable 
housing, are also short of housing. Thousands drive huge 
distances to work in our offices. The result? Crowded highways, 
bad air quality, more money spent on freeways. Runaway office 
growth in Sun Francisco is bud for the City and the region. 

Sun Francisco needs SOME new office space for local 
business expansion. This should be DOWNTOWN near transit, 
not in ou1· neighborhoods. Prop L keeps the current voter 
approved,Jimit on offices, increases mitigation fees, protects 
against offices invading om· neighborhoods. 

City Hull's Prop K drastically increases the amount of devel
opment that can be upyroved ii} the next six months. Under 
Prop K _the Mayor -would approve a growth czar to search 
out new areas for offices. 
· DO YOU WANT OFFICE BUILDINGS IN YOUR 
NEIGHBORHOOD'!?? 

·Keep future growth in control of the voters, not the politicians 
who created the problem. 

Vote Yes on L and No on K 

San Fmnciscans for Reasonable Grow th 
Alan Rc1wick 
Georgia Brittan 
Thomas Jones 
Norman Rolfe 
Esther Marks 
Sue Hestor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth. 

Put Neighborhoods Flrst~upport Proposition L 
Enough is enough. Within the lust several years dot.com 

offices and luxury loft developments have invaded our neighbor
hoods and displaced residents, local businesses and community
serving non-profits and artists. This unchecked and unplanned 
development explosion threatens the very nature of our vibrant 
neighborhoods. Prop. L will protect our neighborhoods against 
displacement and re-establish reasonable and ration(ll rules for 
office and loft growth within the City. Help preserve our neigh
borhoods and the quality of life we San Franciscans love und 
deserve, Support Prop. L, the people's proposition that puts 
neighborhoods first. 

Mission Ami-Displacement Coalition (MAC) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Mission Anti-Displacement Coalition. 

As Co-chair of San Franciscans for reasonable growth in 
1986-I fought hard to puss proposition M- the most effective 
growth control luw in the nation . 

By controlling high rise office development-Proposition M 
has helped protect the quality of life in San Francisco. 

Now the developers are seeking to gut growth control liniits. 
Vote Yes on L because Prop L protects reasonable growth control 
guidelines. Vote No on K because K allows up to 10 million 
square feet of office space to be built- more than 20 
Transamerica Pyramids. That's more traffic congestion, more 
crowded buses, more demand for scarce housing, higher rents 
and l1igher home prices. We need u livable city and affordable 
neighborhoods. Yes on L- No on K. 

Clim Reilly 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Clint Reilly. 
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.Office ,DevelopmenVLive Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPQSITION L 

As San Francisco residents who work in the high-tech indus-
. try, we support manageable growth, Our livelihoods depend on 

it, But in the rush to find or build new office space, high-tech 
companies and developers are behaving irresponsibly, with no 
regard for the long-term well-being of San Francisco and its 
diverse communities. Dot-corns arc exploiting loopholes in the 
definition of "office space" to colonize residential and industrial 
zones, driving out small businesses, non-profits, and community
based organizations that provide essential social and cultural ser
vices. Proposition L puts reasonable limits on development and 
requires developers to allocate space below market rate for non

. profits and other community groups, 
·san Francisco has always been more that a money-mad, high

tech monoculture. Save the economic, artistic, and cultural 
diversity that gives our city its unique character. Proposition L 
provides the guidance and discipline that dot-c0111s need in order 
to become good neighbors. Support manageable: responsible 
growth. Vote Yes on L. 

Abie Hadjitarkhani, Digital Workers Alliance 
Scott Kilda/1, Digital Workers Alliance 
Will Luo, Digital Workers Alliance 
Tracy Stamp/Li, Digital Workers Alliance 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
Able Hadjltarkhanl. 

Save SOMA! Vote yes on L! 
Proposition L prohibits office buildings in the South of 

Market's residential areas. And its office morutorium protects our 
business district. It will protect thousands of existing jobs and 
give our small businesses and families a real chance to be part of 
their neighborhood's future instead of being driven out of 
SOMA. 

Vote no on K and yes on L! 

South of Market Allfi-Displace111ent Coalition 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is John Elberling. 

Proposition L will restore a proper balance between growth, 
the environment, and neighborhood quality of life. It will con
centrate new offices where they belong, near public transit, pro
viding belier ti·,msportation options for residents and commuters 
alike.· It will mandate comprehensive, community-based plan
ning in neighborhoods under the greatest development pressure. 
Proposition L will allow for reasonable growth and make San 
Francisco a belier place to live. Pleuse voti;! yes on Proposition L. 

San Francisco League of Conservation Voters 
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the source recipient committee 
are 1 . Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 

As former Planning Commissioners in San Francisco, we urge 
you to vote YES ON L, NO ON K. 

Proposition L balances the amount of office development with 
the City's ability to improve transit, handle traffic, ensure ade
quate housing and city services. 

Proposition L preserves nnd strengthens the provisions of 
Proposition M - passed in 1986 - to protect the livability·ot' our 
great City. 

Over the past years, as Planning Commissioners, we have 
worked diligently to insure that development in San Francisco 
docs not overwhelm the city's inl'raslrnclure nor damage our 
fragile neighborhoods. Proposition L will insure that our current 
planners do the same. 

Vote YES ON L, NO ON K. 

SIIIJ<!l'l'isor S11e Bier111a11, Planning Commissioner ( 1977 - 1992) 
Ina Dearman, Planning Commissioner ( 1977 - 1984) 
D011g E11g111a11n, Planning Commissioner ( 1988 -1992) 
Es titer Marks, Planning CommissioneJ' f 1977 - 1984) 
.ler1:v Le11i11e, Planning Commissioner ( 1996) 

Tile true source of funds used for the printing tee of tills argument 
is Doug Engmann. 
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· Office Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR-OF PROPOSITION L 

Proposition L is the citizen's response to City Hall's abject 
failure to control inappropriate development in our neighbor
hoods. First, thousand of expensive lofts masquerading as "artist 
live/work." Then, officei moving in under radar with absolutely 
no public notice, review or hearing. Finally, City· Hall "rede-

. fines" away the issue and calls corporate headquarters "light 
industrial. Thus, they bust. ihe annual limit on offices and dis
place businesses, residents, artists and non-profits 

Millions are being spent to tell you "up" is" "down", "black" 
is "white". Prop L says "live/work" is housing, dot.com head
quarters. are offices. Prop K doesn't. Instead it creates new loop
holes - offices on the waterfront, Treasure Island!! 

Get the facts - www.savcsanfrancisco.org. 
Yes on L. No on City Hall's Prop K. 

Sue Hestor 

The true source of fun~s used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Sue Hester. 

Keep arts in Sari Frnhcisco: Vote yes on L, No on K 

.Susan Mille,; New Langton Arts 
Jack Wickert, co-founder "The Farm" 
John Warren, Artistic Director, Unconditional Theatre 
Rachel Kaplan, Artist 
Krissy Keefer, Artist 
Kl'ista DeNio, Artist 
Hank Wilson, Citizen 
Ian Brennan 
Mark Eitzel 
Lynn Breedlove 
Chester "Chet" Helms 
Pmila Frazer 

Proposition L will help protect our Potrero Hill neighborhood 
from overdevelopment·and provide for genuine community input 
into the city planning process. Vote YES on Proposition L. 

Fr. Peter Sammon 
S,: Kathleen Healy · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Campaign to Save San Franctsco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 

Asian Americans should vote Yes on Proposition L. We· must 
stop unchecked development before it eliminates our communi
ties. Evictior1 rates in San Francisco are at an all-time high, 
while displacement of small businesses is occuring on a daily 
basis. Support a fairer future for all San Franciscans. Vote YES 
on Proposition L. 
Gordon Mar 
Cecelia Wo11g 
Eric Mar 
Sandra Chi11 Mar 
Emily Han Zi111111enna11 
Alfred Wong 
Valerie Soe 
Lisa Naka11111ara 
Casey Huynh 
Bill Sorro 
Christopher Ho 
Rand Magante Quinn 
Amy tt1e11 
Jocelyn L Won 
Giulio Sorro 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument· Joaquin Sarro 
Is Campaign to Save San Francisco. Douglas If1111 

·· Steven Suzuki 
The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com- Chris Durazo 
mlttee are: 1. Clint Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti-
Displacement Coalition. Warren Seeto 

flan:i• .la Wong 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Clinton Reilly 2. Doug Engmann 3. Mission Anti
Displacement Coalition. 
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Office Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

Republicans stand for good government. This proposition 
was put on the ballot by full time Anarchists and the Anti
Capitalist Left. They would like to deny builders and entrepre
neurs the ability to build offices. 'This law is unnecessary. Offices 

• and 11ew jobs are the New Eco11omy. The Information Age is the 
greatest generator of good, high-paying jobs that this nation has 
known for the past 4 decades. San Francisco stands at its 
epice11ter. The New Information Industry has the highest rate 
of good paying jobs for minorities. We have been blessed with 
the strongest economy in the ni1tion. 

Now come the Anarchists. The Anarchists that have put this 
measure on the ballot are the losers, they want to return Sun 
Francisco to its past. They dream of an indust1'ial past. Those 
days are gone. We must look to this great economic engine ot' 
the future. The.lnt'ormatlon Revolution is here and we must 
either get with the program or get out of the way. It's just like 
your momma used to say, "If there•~· 110 problem, do11 't jix it!" 

Adam Sparks 

Vote No on Proposition L. It will repeat the unintended conse
quences of its 1986 mother, Prop. M that caused many problems 
we face today. Prop. L Jacks vision and understanding of the 
socio-economic changes in a great city and region that will be 
the economic and intellectual center of the new Pacific Century. 

First, Prop. L will increase the cost of office space and create 
l'urther business displacement because it retains the rigid 
950,000 square foot restriction on commercial development. 
Secondly, Prop. L's fifty-year set-asides for nonprofit organiza
tions shows a benign misunderstanding of the changing nature of 
the nonprofit community. Thirdly, Prop L's permanent ban on 
office development in the Northeast Mission Industrial Zone, 
The Mission, Potrero, and Eastem Waterfront will curtail 
employment opportunity for San Franciscans, many of whom are 
minorities seeking a better life for their families. 

San Francisco is not a museum. It is a vibrant, diverse com
munity that must have balanced affordable growth. Prop. L does 
not offer that opportunity. 

90P Candidate for Congress, San Francisco Mike DeN1111zio 
Nonprofit Projects Consultant 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks. Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

This measure encourages developers to build commercial 
office space in the Presidio National Park. 

Joel Ve,wesca 
San Francisco Environmental Commissioner ( 1994-97) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. . 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzlo. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mike DeNunzlo· 2. Annette DeNunzlo 3. Paul May. 

It's about Housing ! 
If we had supplied the diverse demand for housing, office con

struction and lofts would not be an issue. The anti-growth 
NIMBYs who back Proposition L also fight against housing. 

Elect a Supervisor who has built affordable housing, not just 
lalkccl about it. 

Jim Reid, District 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jim Reid. · 
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()ffi_ce Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

Vote Noon L. 
Prop L is not balanced. In 1986; Prop M dealt with the need 

to manage downtown growth. We are now faced with the unin
tended consequences of rapidly rising office rents that affect the 
entire city - especially small businesses and nonprofits. It needs 
to be fixed, but Prop L is not the answer. 

We need "smart growth" - new buildings where they are 
wa'nted · and needed, where transit and city services are already 
available. Only then will neighborhood businesses and nonprof
its avoid being displaced. It's simple supply and demand. 
Building additional offices. is the only way to get back into bal
ance. Prop L is not balanced. It will halt necessary growth, 

· driving rents up even )ligher .. 
"Sa11 Francisco 11eecM.to grmv. Our quality of life depends on 

business g1vwth to pay the. taxes that pmvide necessary services. 
Escalating rents are a direct result of past restrictions - let's not 
make that mistake again," says G. Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. Lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of Direet01·s 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

Prop L is Bad City Planning 
The growth wars are back, and Prop L represents a voice from 

the past. It would prevent any new office buildings for private 
businesses from being built for at least five years: It will cause 
office rents to rise even higher, displacing small businesses, 'non
profits ... anyone other than dot-corns who can afford high rents. 

Under the mantle of stopping growth, Prop L will backfire, 
turning the city iri'to an exclusive enclave for the most economi
cally .successful. Like Carmel, California and other cities with 
strict anti-growth measures, Prop L will benefit those who 
already have a foothold, at the expense of everyone else., 

In addition to its anti-growth agenda, Prop L would do many 
of the same things as the competing growth measure (Prop K): 
neighborhood plans, higher development fees, etc. 
Unfortunately, these are bundled into a measure which will not 
allow good city planning. Prop L actually uses the ballot to carry 
out complex rezoning and inse1ts the "pet peeves" of its authors 
into the Planning Code. 

Prop L is attempting to respond to the impacts of the current 
boom. Unfortunately, its proponents misunderstand the .larger 
context. The engines of economic growth are regional, and we 
cannot stop regional growth by wishing it away. Prop L would: 

I. Send lower-skilled jobs into suburban office parks, 
increasing traffic and causing more suburban sprawl. 

2. Allow only the elite of jobs, the most economically successful 
of the region, to remain in the city. · 

This is not the kind of city we _want! 
To truly manage growth, vole no on Prop L. .. vote yes on 

Prop K instead. · 

SPUR (San Francisco Pla11ni11g and Urban Research 
Association, www.sp111:org) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the SPUR Urban Issues Committee. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Michael Alexander 2. Peter Mezey 3. John 
Weeden. 
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Office DevelopmenVLive Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

Proposition L is brought to you by the same slow-growth and 
no-growth people who would like to make San Francisco into a 
historic museuin •• a Williamsburg-on-the-Pacific - ( rather than 
a vibrant; thriving, world-class city which embraces immigrants 
and newcomers, change, and innovation. · 

By limiting the supply of new office space and housing, these 
"progressives" have made San Francisco the most unaffordable 
city in the country. 
· Don't put om· mixed-use neighborhoods into a straightjackct, 

where dying industries cannot be replaced by growing enterpris
es employing thousands of San Franciscans. 

The San Francisco Republican Party urges you to vote No on 
Prop. L and Yes on Prop. K. 

San Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Casper, Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate 
· 12th Congressional District 
Bob Lane, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 
Harold Hoogasia11, Candidate 
District VII Supervisor 
Julie Bell 
Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. · 
Edmond Jew 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Jody Smith 

Howard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 
Terence Faulkner, Candidate 
3rd Senate District 

Erik Bjom 
Elsa Cheung 
Joel Homstein 
Rodney Leong 
Les Payne 
Sue Woods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

Vote No 011 Propositio11 l! 
Proposition Lis the minority voice of the slow-and no-growth 

progressives in the City. In a City that embruces change, new 
immigrants and vibrancy in life and work, the controls offered by 
Prop L would stifle economic development and make the City 
even less affordable to small and medium size businesses and 
potential homeowners. 

Citizens.for a Better San Francisco 
Edward Poole, Chair 
Honor Bulkley 
Jim Gillemn 
George Pfau 
Doug Robbins 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
Is Citizens for a Better San Francisco. 

Vote NO on Prop. L 
Everybody is concemed about preserving the San Francisco 

we all know and love, and making sure that working people can 
afford to live here. But Prop. L will halt the revitalization of our 
most vulnerable communities, like the Bayview-Hunter's Point 
and the Mission, and deprive those neighborhoods the opportu
nity to share in San Francisco's prosperity. Prop. L would be a 
disaster for communities of color that are beginning to turn 
around for the better. Let's not derail progress and rob our chil
dren of their opportunities to succeed. 

Vote NO on L. 

Melvin Washington 
President, Bayview Merchant's Association 
Loretta Whittle 
Boule Cafe 
Calvin Jones, ./1:, Pastor 
Providence Baptist Church 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 

Japanese-American Leaders Ui·ge you to vote NO on Prop L 
Prop L is a well-intentioned proposal to limit office space 

growth in San Francisco. But unlike other well-crafted proposals 
under consid\;!ration, Prop L attempts to permanently ban oflice 
development in areas of San Frnncisco that have been deprived 
of economic opportunity. 

San Francisco needs sensible planning and controlled growth, 
not permanent bans. 

Vote no on Prop L. 

Jeffrey Mori 
Executive Director, Asian American Recovery Services, Inc. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

Tile largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 
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Office Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

Vote NO on Proposition L. 
Proposition L goes too far. We want to manage our growth 

without ruining our economy. We want to protect our neighbor
hoods without stalling important projects that revitalize commu
nities. We want to address our immediate concerns without 
depriving om· children of future opportunities. We need a• bal
anced measure that manages the effects of prosperity the City is 
experiencing today while providing the tools to ensure that we 
don't close the door for future economic growth and job creation. 

Vote YES on Proposition K and NO on Proposition L. 

. Dianne Feinstetn 
United States l,enator 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. · 

Vote NO on Proposition L 
Prop. L would be bad for San Francisco - and it would be 

. TERRIBLE for seniors and persons with disabilities. Halting all 
economic growth, especially in our most financially· strapped 
neighborhoods like the Mission and the Bayview, would mean 
fewer tax dollars for vital city services, less incentive for build
ing office space for the nonprofit organizations so many of us 
rely upon, and further escalate already spiraling real estate costs. 

As senior citizens and persons with disabilities, we .have as 
much a stake in this City's econqmy as any San Franciscan, and 
we have just as much to lose if a poorly conceived, economical
ly disastrous. measure like Prop. L becomes law. 

Please vote NO OQ Proposition L. 

· FDR Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 

VOTE NO ON PROP. L 
Prop. L would permanently ban economic development and 

job creation in communities with the highest youth unemploy
ment figures in San Francisco. It would ·rob economically disad
vantaged neighborhoods, such as the Bayview-Hunters' Point, 
the opportunity to share in our city's prosperity. It would stop the 
economic growth of San Francisco and sacrifice the job opportu
nities for our next generation. 

We must be certain that the policies we create today are ones 
we can live with tomorrow. 

Vote NO on Prop L . 

Reverend A. Cecil Williams 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. . 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 
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Office DevelopmenVLive Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

VOTE NO ON PROP. L 
It's important to ·preserve the churactcr of our neighborhoods. 

It's also vital thut we keep Sun Francisco moving. 
Unfortunately, Prop. L would permanently uan dcvdopment 

and job creation in the communities with the highest youth 
unemployment figures in San Francisco. It will rob economical
ly ·disadvantaged neighborhoods, such us the Mission and 
Bayview-Hunters' Point, oppor111ni1ics to share in our city's 
prosperity. It would stop the economic growth of San Francisco 
and sacrifice job creation opportunities for our next gci1eration. 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-approved cup on oflicc space 
development, extend that cup so it applies to clot-com and multime
dia companies, huh dot-com development in the Mission and Potrcro 
Hill neighborhoods for two years, and won't jeopardize important 
prqjects like Mission Bay and Hunter's Point Naval Shipyard. 

Prop. K would double the recs developers pay to provide for 
public transit, child and elderly care, affordable housing con
struction, job trnining, and nonprolit oflicc space. 

Prop. K makes sense. Prop. L would be a disaster for San 
Francisco. 

Vote yes on Prop. K, and no on Prop. L. 

Angela lee C/11111g 
Elected President of Korcmi American Community 
Byong Ho Buck 
Chairman of Korean-American Community Center 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to tile true source recipient committee is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 

VOTE NO ON PROP. L 
It\ important to preserve the chan,cter of our neighborhoods. 

It's also vital that we keep Sun Francisco moving. 
Unfortunately, Prop. L would permanently bun development 

and job creation in the communities with the highest youth 
unemployment figures in Sun Francisco. It will rob economical
ly disadvantaged neighborhoods, such as the Mission and 
Bayview-Hunters' Point, opportunities to share in our city's 
prosperity. IL would stop the ec;onomic growth of Sun Francisco 
and sacrifice job creation opportunities for our next generation. 

Prop. K would preserve the voter-approved cap on office space 
development, extend thui cup so it applies to dot-com and multi
media companies, halt dot-com development in the Mission and 
Potrero Hill neighborhoods for two years, and won't jeopardiie 
important projects like Mission Bay and Hunter's Point Naval 
Shipyard. 

Prop. K would double the fees developers pay to provide for 
public transit, child and elderly care, affordable housing con
struction, job training, and nonprofit office space. 

Prop. K makes sense. Prop. L would be a disaster for San 
Francisco. 

Vote yes on Prop. K, and no on Prop. L. 

Alex Wong, Chair 
San Francisco Democratic Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans For Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Jobs Government Reform Fund. 
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Office Development/Live Work Controls 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L 

Alice B. Toklas Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club urges 
you to vote NO on Prop L 

~rop Lis an extreme solution for addressing the City's explod
ing economy. 

Instead of placing sensible limit.s on office space development, 
Prop L simply bans it outright, even in neighborhoods that des-
perately need. economic opportunity. · 

·In the last five years, San Francisco's unemployment rate has 
been cut in half and more than 2,000 people have left welfare for 
good jobs. Prop L will jeopardize this success with extreme 
regulations. 

Vote NO on Prop L. · 

Alice B. Tok/as Lesbian a11d Gay Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Sensible Government. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1, Jobs Government Reform Fund. 

VOTE NO ON PROP. L 
Prop. K will rein in dot~com business development without 

ruining San Francisco's economy. 
Prop. L would destroy our strong business environmental and 

halt all economic growth. 
Prop. L is bad business. It's bad for the City and it's bad for the 

Chinese community. 
Vote no on L, yes on K. 

Annie L. G/11 
Amy Lee 
Peter Chi, Consultant, Chinese American Association of Commerce 
Ringo Wong 
Wong Wah Cheong 
Peter fl. Ng 
Howard Guo 
James Chow - President Chase Internation Corp* 
Kinson Wong 
Astella M. Kung 
Ho Ytten Hi1h 
Raymond Wong 
Sidney Clum 
Eddie Kwok flung Au 
Amold Chin 
Rodney Scott Fong 
Pauline Chow 
Victor P. Tsang 
Phuong Que Trieu 
Thomas T Ng, President of Chinese Hospital* 
Kit Man Ng 
.lolmson S. Ng 
Wai Wah Ng 
Cherk Yee 
Ng Hon To 
Lit Chez Ng 
Chzong K. Lau 
Anni Yttet Kuen Cho11g, Executive Director of Self Help for The 
Elderly* 
*Title for identification purposes only. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Chamber of Commerce. · · 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION L 

INITIATIVE MEASURE TO DE SUDMI11'ED 
FORTHWITH TO THE VOTERS 

AT A SPECIAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION 
TO BE CALLED . 

BY THE DIRECTOR OF ELECTIONS 

INITIATIVE TO PRESERVE 
PROPOSITION M 

It is the policy of the People of Sun Fruncisco 
thut office development be limited us to its 
amount, .locution and puce of approval so that: 

it does ncit overburden the City's transit, trnl~ 
fie, affordable housing, snmll business and 
service infrastructure; 

the approval process is fair and open; 

the approval of such office development does 
not imperil the sociul, cultural and eco
nomic diversity of existing neighbor
hoods~ and 

office development is located in ureas where 
it does not displace other viable economic 
uses which provide needed services and 
employment lo Sun Francisco residents, 
including neighborhood-serving retail, 
non-profit agencies which provide ser
vices to our residents -- particularly low 
and middle income residents, cultural and 
arts activity, non-office based light indus
try and manufacturing. 

PART I • GENERAL PLAN 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby umendcd as follows: 

Subsection 101.l(b) is amended to read as 
follows: 

SECTION.101.1. GENERAL PLAN CON
SISTENCY AND IMPLEMENTATION 

(b) The following Priority Policies arc hereby 
estublishcd. They shall be included in the 
Generul Plan and shall be the basis upon 
which inconsistencies in the General Plan 
arc resolved. 

I. Thul existing neighborhood-serving relail 
uses be preserved and enhanced and 
future opportunities for residenl employ
ment in and ownership of such businesses 
enhanced; 

2. That existing housing be conserved and 
neighborhood physical character protect
ed in order to preserve the cultural and 

econo111ic diversity of our neighborhoods; 

3. That the City's supply of ufforduble hous
ing be preserved and increased; 

4. That increased co111mercial development be 
linked to increased tmnsit capacity and traf
fic improvements so that commuter traffic 
docs not impede Muni transit service, 
pedestrians and other· non-auto tmnsporta
tion and so that it does not overburden our 
streets or neighborhood parking;· 

5. That a diverse and sustainable economic 
buse be preserved by protecting (a) our 
community services, (b) our businesses 
which 1>roduce, repair and distribute. 
goods, and (c) arts activity, including 
experimental and community-based urts, 
from displacement due to office uses und 
that future opportunities for resident 
employment and ownership in these sec
tors be enhanced; 

6. Thal the City achieve the greatest possible 
preparedness to protect against injury and 
loss of life in 1111 earthquake; 

7. Thal landmarks and historic buildings be 
preserved; and 

8 That our parks and open space and their 
access lo sunlight and vistas be protected 
from development. 

Subscclion 101.1 (d) is amended to read its follows: 

(d) The City may not adopt any zoning ordi
nance or development agreement autho
rized pursuant Government Code Section 
65865 unless prior to that adoption it has 
specifically found that the ordinunce or 
development agreement is consistent with 
the City's Geneml Plan. 

(e) Prior lo issuing a permit for any project or 
adopting any legislation which requires 
an initial study under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, and prior lo 
issuing a permit for any demolition, con
version or change of use, and prior to tak
ing any action which requires a finding of 
consistency with the Genernl Plan, the 
City shall find that the proposed project or 
legislation is consiste111 with the Priority 
Policies established above. For uny such 
permit issued or legislation adopted the 
City shall also find that the project is con
sistent with the City's Generul Plan. 

PART 2 · DEFINITION OF OFFICE SPACE 

Be it orduincd by the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby amended us follow0 : 

Section 320(1) is amended to read as follows: 

SECTION 320. OFFICE DEVELOPMENT: 
DEFINITIONS. 

(I) (I) "Office space" shall mean space within 
u structure intended or primarily suitable for 
occupuncy by persons or entities which perform 
for their own benefit or provide to others at thht 
locution the following services, either to the gen
eml public or to the business community: · 

(A) professional, bunking, insurance, 
management, consulting, technical, 
advertising, p1iblicrelutions, comput-

. er and data processing services, sales 
and design services and similar pro
fessional services or the office func
tions of manufacturing and ware
housing businesses; 

(8) multimedia, software development, 
web design, electronic commerce, 
research and development, informa
tion technology i1nd other computer 
based technology; 

(C) all uses encompassed within the def
inition of "offices" at Section 219 of 
this Code; 

(D) nil uses encompassed within the def
inition of "administrative services" at 
Section 790. 106 or Section 890. 106 
of this Code; 

(E) all "business or professional ser
vices" as described at Section 
790.108 of this Code where those 
services are not provided directly to 
the public; · 

(F) all "profcssionul services" as defined 
at Sec lion 890.108 of this Code 
excepting only those uses which arc 
limited to the Chinatown Mixed Use 
Districts; and 

(G) all business services, as described at 
Section 890.111 of this Code which 
arc conducted in space designated for 
office use under the San Francisco 
Building Code and which are not 
excluded pursuant to subsection (2) 
below. 

(2) "Office space" shall 1101 include: 
(A) community service use as defined in 

~890. I 07 of this Code lo !he 
cxlenl that the space is occupied by 
an organization exempt from federal 
income tax under Seclion 501(c)(3), 

(Continued on next page) 
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Section 50l(c)(4) or Section 50l(c)(5) 
of the Internal Revenue Code; 

(B) retail use; 
(C) repair of goods; 
(D) any facility customarily used for fur

nishing medical services, except that 
physicians' or other individuals' 
offices and uses accessory thereto 
shall be considered office space; · 

(E) showcnses or any other space intend~ 
ed and primarily suituble for the dis
play of goods; and 

(F) spuce in telecommunicutions switch
ing facilities or internet . switching 
stations where such use occupies not 
less than 90% of the entire space des
ignated for this activity. 

(3) If a proposed use will occupy space 
categorized under the Uniform,Building Code 
us II Section 304 Group B (Business) occupan
cy and is an office use in Table 10-A, that space 
shall be presumed to be office spnce as defined 
in subsection (1) above. In exercising authority 
to interpret the Planning Code the Zoning 
Administrator may not exclude fmm the defin
it.ion of office space any proposed use not 
included in the definition of office space in sub
section (I) unless an independent review of the 
particuhu· uctivity is performed to determine the 
amount of square feet per worker for those who 
typically engage in that type of activity in San 
Francisco and the Bay Area, If, after II public 
hearing which reviews that information, it can 
be conclusively shown that the pnrticular activ
ity employs people 111 a density no greater than 
one (I) worker per five hundred (500) square 
feet and the proposed user will employ people 
at no greater density, then and only then· may 
the Zoning Adrpinistrat01· exclude that use from 
the definition of "office space," This ·provision 
shall also be binding on the Board of Appeal if 
any appeal is taken. 

A new Subsection 320(h) is added and the 
existing subsections relettered: 

(h) office space. in the following loca
tions shall not be considered "office 
development" within the terms of 
S.cctions 321 through 323 and shall 
not be counted against the annual 
limit on office development in 
Section 321 (a)(2): 

(I) Buildings owned by local, state or 
federal government or their agencies 
where all the office space is occupied 
by that government or agency, 

(2) The Presidio, 
(3) Pier 70, and 
(4) Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. 
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Subsections 321(n)(2)(A) and ~21(n)(2)(C) 
arc nmcrided to rend 11s follows: 

(2) The following amounts of additional 
office spncc shall count against the 
maximum set in Subsection (11)( I): · 

(A) All 1iddition11I office space in struc-' . 
lures for which the first building or 
site permit is approved for issuance 
during the approval period and which 
will be located· on land under the 
jurisdiction of the San F1·11ncisco Port 
Commission or under the jurisdiction 
of the Sun Francisco Redevelopment 
Agency; pt'ovided, however, that no 
account slmll be taken of' structures 
which arc exempt under Section 
320(g)(2) or 320(h) 

(C) All udditionul office space 'in su11c
turcs owned or 'otherwise under the 
jurisdiction of the Stale of Cnlifornia, 
the federal government or any Slate, 
federal or regional government 
agency; provided, however, that no 
account shull be taken of structures 
which ure exempt under Section 
320(h), 

PART 3 · DEFINJTIQN OF COMMUNITY 
SERVICES 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby umended as follows: 

Section 890.107 is added lo read as follows: 

SECTION 890. DEFINJTIONS. 

Section 890,107, SERVICE, COMMUNITY. A 
non-retail use which includes executive, techni
cal, management, clerical and administrntive 
support for the provision of social, health, 
housing, employment, economic, legal, cultur
al or arts services· lo the general public, princi
pally to persons of low and modcmte income. 

The Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors shall incorporutc this definition · 
into all other tubles of commercial uses in the 
Planning Code so that Community Service uses 
arc classified as permiued or conditional uses 
in the same locutions where the individually 
listed uses arc allowed as permilled or condi
tional use as of November I, 2000. 

PART 4 - NEJGJ-IBORHOOD PROTECTION 

Be ii ordained by the 11eoplc of the City and 
County of San Fmncisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby amended by ad~ling Section 

320.1 lo read us follows: 

SECTION 320.1. LIMITATION ON LOCA
TION OF OFFICES 

(11) With the exception of the term "office 
development" the terms defined in Section 
320 shall each have the same meuning 
when used in this section. As used in this 
section, the term "office development" 
shall mean consu·uction, modification or 
conversion of any structure 01· structures or 
portion of any structure w: structures, with 
the effect of creuting additional office 
space of 6,000 squnre feet or more. 

(b) Arens where office use Is permitted, 
Office development of 6,000 squure feet or 
more muy be approved, either iis new con; 
struction, conversion, or .us additional 
office space, in the following locutions: 

(I) areas within the Downtown Al'eu 
boundary as defined in Chupter 38, 
Trunsit Impact Development Fee, of 
the San Francisco Administrative 
Code, which are located north of 
Market Street and currently zoned 
for office ~. or which are zoned as 
a Public Use District; 

(2) areas within the Downtown Area 
boundary as defined in Chapter 38, 
Trunsit Impact Development Fee, of 
the San Fruncisco Administrutive 
Code, which are located south of 
Market.Street and c111Ten1ly zoned C-
3-0, C-3-0(SD), C-3-S or SS0, or 
which are zoned as a Public Use 
District; 

(3) on Port of San Francisco property 
where ii is currently u permiued or 
conditional use under the Waterfront 
Plan; 

(4) at Pier 70; 

(5) sites where office development is 
allowed in an existing Redevelop
ment Project Arca; 

(6) al the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard; 

(7) in a Planned Unit Development 
authorized pursuant to the provisions 
of Section 320(g)(6); and 

(8) sites localed in a Neighborhood 
Commercial District or which arc 
zoned C-2 where the current zoning 

(Continued on next page) 
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allows office development so long us 
the ullowuble density or amount of 
office use is not increused beyond 
that.in effect us of November I, 2000. 

(c) Medical offices of 6,000 square feet or 
more may be upproved ut any locution 
where the zoning ullows them us either a 
permitted or conditional use. 

(d) Arens which require further ptuuolm:, 
Until n comprehensive amendment of the 
Commerce und Industry and Transpor
tation Elements und other appropriate ele
ments of the Geneml Plan are completed 
and implemented in revisions to the 
Planning Code or udoption of a 
Redevelopment Project Areu which allows 
such use, no office development of 6,000 
square feet or more, may be be upproved, 
either us new construction, conversion, or 
us additional office space, in the following 
locutions: · 

(I) The ureus zoned C-3-G and C-M 
which' are located south of Market 
Street and eust of Highway IOI. 

(2) The urea bounded on the north by 
Townsend Street between 7th and 8th 

. Streets and Division Street between 
8th and Vermont Streets, on the west 
by Vermont Street, on the south 
by 16th Street, und on the cast by 7th 
Street. 

(3) The area bounded on the north by 
Harrison Street, including lots which 
abut the north side of Hal'l'ison Street, 
from.Highwuy IOI to .8.th Street, on 
the east by .8.th Street, on the south by 
Townsend Street, and on the west by 
Division Street and 13th Street. 

(4) The urea of the Mission district 
zoned for industrial use und designat
ed the Northeast Mission Industrial 
Zone (NEMIZ) in Planning 
Commission Resolution 13794. 
There shull be u community-based 
planning process for the NEMIZ. If 
as a result of that process it is deter
mined that office d,wclopmenl · is 
appropriate 111 the Armory site al the 
southwest corner of 14th and 
Mission Streelli, that site may be 
zoned for office development. No 
other site in the NEMIZ may be 
zoned for office development. 

(5) The Bayview Hunters Point Survey 
Arca currently undergoing review by 
Redevelopment Agency and the City. 

~ The City shall review and amend the 
General Pinn and Plunning Code to be con
sistent with the Priority Policies set out in 
Section IOI.I of the Planning Code. Office 
space of 6,000 square feet or more which 
is permitted by the revision.to the Planning 
Code shall only be allowed as · a 
Conditional Use. In designating areas 
which arc uppropriute to be zoned for 
office use, the City shall conce1itratc such 
use in ureas which have well-developed 
local and rcgionul transit service. The City 
shall adopt the amendments to the General 
Plan and Phmning Code no later than 
December 3 I, 2002. 

Cf) Arens where office use is banned, 

Notwithstanding any other provisions of 
the Planning Code, except where it is 
allowed in accordance with the provisions 
of subsections (a) through (c) above, office 
development in excess of 6,000 square feet 
shall not be allowed in any area of the City. 
Office development in excess of 6,000 
square feet is specifically not permitted in: 

(I) The North East Mission Industrial 
Zone, unless after completion of a 
comprehensive planning process the 
Armory site at the southwcsi corner 
of 14th and Mission Streets is zoned 
to allow such use. 

(2) The area bounded by Highway IOI on 
the west, 16th Street on the north, 
Cesar Chavez Avenue lo the south, 
and the Bay to the cast, excepting 
only Pier 70 and any area wi.lhin a 
Redevelopment Project Arca which 
allows such use. 

(3) Areas of the South of Market which 
are not zoned C-3-0, C-3-0(SD), C-
3-S, SSO and which arc not included 
in the ureas which· require further 
planning set out above. 

(4) All portions of any Neighborhood 
Commercial District or C-2 District 
which docs not currently allow oflicl! 
dcvl!lopml!nl in excess of 6,000 
square feel. 

(g) Notwithstanding any othl!r provision of 
this Codl!, any clevclopmcnl of of'ficc space 
of 6,000 squarl! feet or more hall require 
Conditional Usl! authorization, unless that 
development receives a project authoriza
tion pursuant to Section 321 of this Code. 

(h) If, when the first applicalion for a permit or 
other enlitlemenl which would allow con-

strnction, conversion or change of use to 
ullow office spucc on a site is filed with the 
City, there is industrial or community ser
vice use on that site, or if there has been 
such use on the site in the two year period 
preceding that application, the Planning 
Department shall do specific written analy
sis of the 1>roject in light of Section 
IOl.l(b)(5) of the Priority Policies. That 
analysis shall focus on the policy against 
displncement of those industrial or com
munity service uses set out in Section 
IOl.l(b)(5) und shall address whether the 
industrial or community service use will be 
able to continue at that location or lms been 
able to relocate to 1111 appropriute location 
in San Frnncisco. This analysis is required 
no matter what amount of office space is 
proposed. 

PART 5 - OFEICE ALLOCATION PROCESS 

Be it ordained by the people of the City und 
County of San Fmncisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby amended as follows: 

Section 321(e) is untended to rend 11s follows: 

(e) The Planning Commission shall cstublish 
tlll mmuul allocation competition in which 
each application for 50,000 square feet or 
more of office allocation is presented in 
duly noticed public hearings before the 
Planning Commission. All projects to be 
considered in that one year period shall be 
considered in the same hearings. The 
Planning Commission shull have the 
authority to adopt such rnles and rcgulu
tions as it may determine arc appropriate to 
carry out the purposes and provisions of 
Sections 320 through 324. 

PART 6 - JNCUJSIONARY SPACE FOR 
NON-PROFIT USES 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby amended by adding Section 
320.2 to read as follows: 

SECTION 320.2. INCLUSIONARY SPACE 
FOR NON-PROFIT USES 

(a) The City's non-profit community service 
organizutions, which provide substantial 
social, health, housing, employment, eco
nomic, legal, cultural and arts services lo 
rcsidl!nls of San Francisco, arc being 
squeezed out of their offices due to rapidly 
csc,tlating rents. As a result a substantial 

(Continued on next page) 
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pol'tion of City funding for non-profit ser
vices is now being diverted to rent pay
ments and is not uvailnble to provide need
ed services to residents of the City. To help 
alleviate this pl'essure, the City shull under
_ take to provide space for community SCI'• 

vices as defined in Section 890.107, which 
:, are also non~profit organizations und~r the 

terms of Section 501(c)(3) of the Intemul 
Revenue Code, in new office development. 

(b) Not later·thun January I, 2llQ2 the Board of 
Supervisors slmll conduct necessury stud
ies und hold public hearings, a·nd not later 
than July I, 2illl2 the Board shall consider 
adopting legislution umending the 
Plunning Code to require thut office devel
opment projects in excess of 50,000 gross 
squure feet shall include ten percent (I 0%) 
of theh: usuble floor space for the exclusive 
use of non-profit organizations established 
under Section 50l(c)(3) of the lntemal 
Revenue Service Code which are commu
nity services IIS defined in Section 890.107 
of this Code. 

This inclusionury spuce shull be devoted 
for u period of not less than 50 years to 
non-profit uses .. The office development 
shull be grunted udditional squure footage 
equul to the umouni'of space so devoted to 
·non-profit uses over the 111lowable Basic 
Floor Area established at Section 124 fol' 
that site and shall be exempt from the 
requirement of ucquil'ing Tmnsfcr of 
Development Rights for thut udditionul 
space. The limitations on Floor AI'ea estab
lished in Section 123( c )(I) and (2) slmll 
not be exceeded. 

The additional spuce shall be subject to all 
mitigation fees, specifically fees for trun
sit, iiffordable housing, child cure and 
downtown pai·ks, but shall not be counted 
aguinsuhe unnual limit on office develop
ment established in Section 321. This 
inclusional'y space for non-profit uses may 
be provided either on site or ut another 
location in San Fruncisco, The Board shall 
also develop an in-lieu fee lo meet this 
requirement. In developing the in-lieu fee, 
the Board shall have the goul of making the 
fee equal lo the cost of providing the sub
sidy for on-site space for 50 years. The 
nexus study shull evuluute a formula that 
calculates the present value of a 50-year 
subsidy of the rent on the inclusionary 
space for non-prolit uses. In calculating 
the subsidy the study shall lake into 
account the value of the 10% bonus in 
allowable floor area al full market rent 
received by the ·developer if and only if the 
inclusionary space is provided. 
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The inclusionury spuce fo~• non-profit ·uses 
· spuce must be made availuble to u qualified 
non-profit user for no more than one-third 
( I /3) the rental cost charged to commerciul 
tenurits in the office development and must 
be made avuiluble for non-profit use for no 
less _than fifty (50) yeurs. 

PART 7 • {JYFJWORK IS RES£DENTJAL LISE 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of Sun Fmncisco that the Planning 
Code is hereby umended us follows: 

Section 233 is amended to rend as follows: 

SECTION 233. LIVElWORK UNITS. 

All live/work units, other thnn conversions in 
existing buildings where the live/work use is 1111 

11ccess01·y use us defined in Section 204.4 of 
this Code, shall be clussilied us-dwelling units. 
The City shull not approve nor may it issue per
mits for uny live/work units, except for those 
which are classified us accessory uses. Existing 
live/work units may not be used as or convert
ed to office space as defined in~ 320(1), 
No administrative exceptions or interpretations 
may waive the provisions of this section. 

No Inter thun June I, 2.!ll!Lthe Planning 
Commission shall initiate 1111 amendment to the 
Planning Code to create a new category of rcs
idcnthli use called loft housing. Such use shall 
be required to meet the same standards as all 
other residential buildings. This shall include, 
but is not limited to: height limits, rear yard 
requirements, inclusionary affordable housing, 
accessibility under the Americans with 
Disability Act, and payment of all fees. 

PART 8 · ENYJRQNMENTAL REVIEW 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of San Francisco that Chapter 31 of the 
San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby 
amended as follows: 

A new Subsection Jl.23 (c) is added and the 
existing subsections relellered: 

(c) An environmental impact report shall 
include the following information on the eco
nomic or social effects of the project: the 
demand for housing; displacement impacts of 
the prnject on affordable housing, community 
services, small businesses, light industrial uses, 
and arts and cultural institutions. Economic or 
soci:11 effects Qf a project may be used to dcler
mine the signilil:ance of physical changes 
caused by the project. 

PART g - INDEXING OF MJTJGATJON FEES 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
Coumy of San Frnncisco tlmt the Planning 
Code is hereby umcndecl as follows: · 

Sectlon321(f) Is udded to rend 11s follows: 

No luter thun Muy I, 2001 and May I of each 
subsequent year,· the. City shall adjust the fol
lowing fees, including in lieu fees, charged to 
developers of office space: lite Trunsil Impact 
Development Fee established in Chapter 38 of 
the Administrative Code; the affordable hous
ing fee established.in Section 313 ct seq of this 
Code; the child care foes eslublished in Section 
314 of this Code. Such fees shall be indexed, 

. using the appropriate price index, tfom either 
the date of the.relevant nexus study for that fee 
or from the original effective dutc of the impo
sition of the fee, whichever is earlier. 

PART IQ· SEVERARJLITY CIAIJSE 

If any part of this initiative is l)cld invalid by 
a court of law, or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstance is held invalid, such 
invalidity shall 1101 affect the other parts of this 
initiative or applications which can be given 
effect without the invalid part of application 
hereof and lo this encl the sections of this initia
tive arc separable, 



Taxicab Permits 
PROPOSITION M 

Shall City law be amended to authorize Issuance of restricted taxicab permits In the 
names of one or more persons, and to set a full-time driving or operating 
requirement for permit-holders at 800 hours per year.? · 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: A 1978 initiative ordinance sets rules • wheelchair-accessible taxis; 
for how the City issues taxicab permits. A Charter • transportation emergencies; 

YES -
NO -

.. .. 
Amendment passed by the voters in 1998 created.a Taxi • taxis operated only during certain business hours, 
Commission appointed by the Mayor. such as "peak time"; 

A permit may be issued only to an individual person. A • taxis operated only in certain areas such as neighbor-
permit may not be Issued to a business, partnership or hood-only, City only, or Airport-only. 
corporation. Permit-holders personally must drive the • Fleet-taxis 
taxicab for at least four (4) hours a day on 75 percent of The Board of Supervisors or the Taxi Commission would 
business days in a year, currently interpreted as 156 shifts. define and set the restrictions on these special permits. 

Although the 1978 ordinance does not specifically Permit-holders would be required to operate the permit 
provide for restricted permits, the City does issue permits for at least 800 hours each year. The Board of Supervisors 
for wheelchair-accessible taxis. or the Taxi Commission would decide what taxi-related 

activities, other than driving, counted as operation. 
THE PROPOSAL:Proposition M would amend the 1978 
initiative ordinance governing taxicab permits by authorizing 
the Taxi Commission to issue special permits. Ownership 
·of these permits would not be restricted to an individual 
person, but could be issued to two or more persons. These 
permits could be issued for: 

Controller's Statement on "M" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it would have little _or no impact on the City's 
General Fund, but it would likely increase the level of 
administrative and enforcement costs required of the City's 
fee-supported taxi regulation efforts. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to make 
these changes to the City's taxicab laws. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes. 

How "M" Got on the Ballot 
On August 9th, 2000 the Department of Elections 

received a proposed· ordinance signed by Supervisors 
Becerril, Brown, Kaufman, Leno, Teng, Yaki, and Yee. 

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors 
to place an ordinance on the ballot in this manner. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TE_XT BEGINS ON PAGE P-193 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BA,LLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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M Taxicab. Permits . 
. PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

Everyone knows that getting a taxi, especially in the outer 
neighborhoods, is difficult. Although we hiive put more taxis on 
the . street in the· past few years, · service for neighborhood 
residents, seniors and the disabled is still not adequate. It is next 
to impossible to get a ~ab to promptly respond to calls from the 
Sunset, Excelsior, the Bayview and other outlying 
neighborhoods. These communities desperately require expanded, 
enhanced taxi service. 

Proposition M Is a strnlghttorward me11sure that will give 
our Taxi Commission the ability to improve taxi service, 
particularly in · low income and outer neighborhoods. 

• The Commission would have the ability to issue permits for: 

• Wheelchair accessible taxis; 
. • Trnnsportation emergencies; 

• Peak times; 
• Neighborhood taxis; 
• Airport taxis. · 

Proposition M requires that all new permits go to experienced 
members of the taxicab industry, ensuring that permits are held and 
operated by those who know the City and its transportation needs. 

Proposition M integr11tes taxi service into our Transit First 

goals by ensuring taxis are u real public transportation option. 
Proposition· M protects the City's ability to stabilize and 

expand wheelchair taxi permits, that are prohibited under 
current law and.subject to legal challenge. 
· Proposition M, like current law, prohibits transfer or sole of 
taxi permits and prnhibits issuance of any ·permit to a ~orpora
tion, company or partnership. 

Dllr 11eigl1borl,oods deser11e better taxi ,\'er11ice. Let's give our 
Taxi Commission the ability to create innovative, progressive 
new programs that will improve service. Proposition M makes 
these imp1'ovements possible. We are in favor of bringing taxis 
lo the neighborhoods where they are needed. You can help by 
11,1ti11g Yes 011 Propositio11 M. 

Mayor Willie Bivwn 
Supervisor Alicia Becerril 
Supervisor Amos Bivwn 
Supervisor Leslie Katz 
Supervisor Barbara Kmifman 
Supervisor Mark Leno 
Supervisor Mabel Teng 
Supervisor Michael Yaki 
Supervisor Leland Yee 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 
Proposition M is an attempted cynical manipulation of' the 

riding public which will not, as promised, result in better service. 
This confusing measure can be summarized thus: 

It won't put more cabs on the streets. That's the Taxi 
Commission's job . 

It won't improve an ineflicienLdispatch system. That's the job 
of cab companies. 

It will reward those same companies by giving them their own 
permits. 

The Commission can authorize any of the specialized permits 
listed in the proponents' argument. But, the proponent conve
niently fails to mention one class of permits this proposition 
woL1ld newly authorize: fleet permits. 

Current law says that all permits must go to drivers, not to 
companies. Proposition M would allow them to go to companies 
and allow them an exemption from the present driving 
requirement. 

The prnponents of Proposition M claim that wheelchair-acces
sible ramp taxis are currently prohibited. But, sixty-five wheel• 
chail'-nccessible ramp cubs, authorized under the Municipal 
Code, are now In service. 

As City officials, we are dedicated to achieving the best taxi 
service possible. More cabs, and a plan for better response time 
can achieve that goal. Proposition M can't. Instead, it will give 
a windfall to companies and hurt cab drivers. 

We urge you lo vote NO. 

Supervisor Gavin Newsom 
Supervisor Tom A111mia110 
Supervisor Sue Bier111a11 
Taxi Co111111issio11er Paul Gillespie 
Taxi pm1111issio11er Mary McGuire 
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OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

Proposition M is the seventh cab company attack on the 
governing law of the San Frnncisco taxi industry, Proposition K 
of 1978. As in the past, this attempt is not about service, it's 
about profits and power. 

As _co-,chair of the Mayor's Taxi Task Force, I became 
intimately familiar with the workings of the taxi industry and the 
problems of taxi service. The Task Force udoptcd over 50 
recommendations to address those problems, among them the 
creation of a Taxi Commission with ample powers to improve 
service. The Commission has issued over 300 more taxi permits, 
including wheelctmir-uccessible taxis, with almost 100 more 
on the way. This fall, I will encourage the Taxi Commission to 
issue even more. 

Proposition K called for the issuance of as many permits as arc 
needed to provide good cab service. It allows for different kinds 
of permits to be issued, including permits for wheelchair-accessible 
ramp taxis, neighborhood taxis, and others supposedly 
authorized by Proposition M. Proposition K promoted better 

customer service by giving service providers a share in profits: 
permits can only be issued to full-time drivers. If Proposition M 
passes, permit holders wouldn't even have to drive a iaxi! 

This partial repeal of Proposition K is replete with vague and 
confusing language which company representatives could not or 
would not clarify, including a provision allowing for the issuance 
of a new class of "fleet permits," and other provisions allowing 
for companies, rnther than individuals, to control permits. 

Proposition M short-circuits the reforms begun by the Task 
Force. If it passes, the losers will be the riding public who were 
misled to think it would result in better taxicab service. Instead 
of improving service, needed reforms would fall by the wayside 
in this cab company grab for profits. 

Supervisor Gavin Newsom 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M 
Arc you able to get a cab when and where you need one'? If 

you live in the Richmond, West Portal, OM!, Bayview Hunters 
Point or the Sunset, can you really rely on taxis for your 
transportation needs'? 

Taxi service in our City's outlying neighborhoods is scarce at 
best. Unfortunately, until Proposition M, neighborhood 
transportation needs have been ignored. 

Proposition M will give the Taxi Commission the ability to 
issue permits that could specifically serve outlying and low 
income neighborhoods thnt currently lack taxi service. If this 
is already possible as Supervisor Newsom asserts, why haven't 
such permits been issued to serve those neighborhoods? Now is 
the opporttmity for real so/11tio11s -- not empty rhetoric. · 

Proposition M furthers the rct'nrm process begun by the 
Mayor's Taxi Task Force and the establishment of the Taxi 

Commission, giving them real ability to make real change that 
benefits neighborhood residents. 

If you arc not happy with the taxi service in your neighborhood, 
Support Proposition /vi for real taxi service reform. 

Mayor Willie Bro11I/I 
Supervisor Alicia Becerril' 
Su11er11isor Amos Brown 
Supervisor Leslie Katz 
Supervisor Barbara Ka11f111m1 
Supen•i.1·or Mabel Teng 
Supervisor Micltael Yaki 
Supervi.1·or Leland Yee 
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. PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR .OF PROPOSITION M . · 

THE GOLDEN GATE RESTAURAm' ASSOCIATION 
SUPPORTS PROP M FOR BETTER NEIGHBORHOOD 

TAXI SERVICE 
·The Golden Gate Restaurant Association strnngly supports 

Proposition M, a reasonable, straightforward m·easure that will 
help improve taxi service, particularly to the City's outer neigh
borhoods. Too few taxis to serve restaurant customers and our 
staff has been a.top issue for our Association. Despite success
fully getting more cabs on the street in the last few years, service 
to neighborhood businesses is still woefully inadequate. 

Proposition M simply gives the Taxicab Commission the abil
itY, to address taxi service needs of om· neighborhoods through 

· specialized permits if necessary. . 
While we should all be proud of San Francisco's reputation as 

the #I restaurant city in the world, our cab service is regularly 
· criticized by visitors and. locals alike. Visitors can't gel back to 
their hotels after visiting some of our fine neighborhood restau
rants. Beller cab service would also relieve parking pressures in 
neighborhoods if diners are confident of gelling a cab. In addi
tion, om· staff often needs lo lake a cab home late at night for 
safety reasons. Yet, ·even at I :00am they cannot rely on a cab to 
take them home in a reasonable time frame, especially from 
businesses in ·outer neighborhoods. 

The fack of adequate .cab service is unacceptable and harms 
our City's intemational reputation. The GORA supported the 
creation of the Taxi Commission as a first step toward making 
San Francisco a world-class cab city. Prop M gives the Taxi 
Commission the ability to put more cabs on the street and more 
cabs in our neighborhoods. Let's become a city where you can 
"cab it" to your favorite neighborhood restaurnnt. 

Join the GORA in supporting Prnposilion M. 

Golden Gate Restaurant Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Golden Gate Restaurant Association PAC. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee arE!: 1. Southern Wine and Spirits of Northern California 2. 
Golden Gate Restaurant Association 3. Scoma's, Sausalito. 

More taxis equals Better Service. Who opposes this mea
sure? The taxi medallion holders (the current permit holders) 
they are claiming that big corporations will benefit. However, 
corporations don't own any medallions-they're not allowed to 
have them. Companies like Yellow are a co-op, that's owned by 
the drivers. The opponents are actually the current medallion 
holders. They simply don't want more competition, 

Tl,is mea.mre wa.~ pr,t 011 by co11s11mers tl,at wa11t better service, 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, Sa11 Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Adam Sparks. 

The Hayview Hunters Point Community Supports Prop M 
. For Better Cab Service! 

The Bayview Hunters Point community is simply not served 
by taxis. Drivers do not pick up calls and do not drive the streets 
of our neighborhood looking for passengers. Our community is 
ignored and isolated, as taxis flock downtown, stranding our res
idents and forcing them to rely on restricted MUNI schedules. 

Prop M can help bring taxi service to our community. As 
one of the City's fastest changing neighborhoods, Bayview 
Hunters Point must rely on crucial transportation services such 
as taxis to help our community grnw and flourish. Prnp M will 
give the Taxi Commission the ability lo issue neighborhood per
mits to serve our community as well as other outlying neighbor
hoods that remuh1 isolated.· . 

We support Prop M ai1d its goal to bring taxi service to all of 
San Francisco's neighborhoods! 

Melvin Washington, President, Bayview Merchants Association 
Dwayne Robinson, Executive Director, Bayview Barber College 

The true source of funds used to pay for the printing fee of this 
argument is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi'Servlce. 

The thre13 largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. 
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR, OF PROPOSITION M 

Senior and Disable~ Lenders Support Prop M 
Prop M finally legalizes the City's ramp or wheelchair accessi

ble taxis. For too many years, this important program that provides 
seniors and the disabled with transportation options other than 
MUNI has been subject to legal challenge, because restricted 
permits, such as ramp taxis, are prohibited under current taxi law. 

Isn't it time this program is brought into compliance with the 
· American's with Disabilities Act und ramp taxis are awarded the 
same protections regular taxi permits are? We think so. Prop M 
ensures that this program 110 longer exists under the cloud of pos
sible legal challenge. 

Protect t/le City's wheelchair taxi program by voti11g Yes ,m 
PropM. 

FDR Democratic Club.for Persons with Disabilities and Seniors 
Augi1st Longo 
Alyce G. B,vwn 
Leonard L. Brown 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
is the Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. 

Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Trnnsgender Community 
Leaders Support Bcttc1· Neighborhood Taxi Service 

San Francisco's Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender com
munity supports putting more taxis in our City's neighborhoods. 
As a progressive City, we discourage the use of private automo
biles and. encot1rage the use of altemative public transportation. 
Yet, the availability of taxis in our neighborhoods is unreliable at 
best. Prop M gives residents real transporti1tion options, moves 
us a step closer to making taxis a real component of our City's 
Transit First policy, and encourages greater use of taxis by all 
residents. 

Give the .7'axi Co111111ission the ability to improve neighborhood 
taxi service. Vote Yes on Prop M. 

Alice B. Tok/as lesbian/Gay Democratic Club 
Wavne Fridav, Police Commissioner 
Pa;t! M. Hogan, Alice B. Toklas PAC Co-Chair 
A111w Damiani 

The true source of funds used for 1110 printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. 

San Francisco Taxicab Drivers Support Prop M 
As San Francisco taxicab drivers, we support Proposition M 

because it will help the Taxi Commission reform the taxicab 
industry. Proposition M will give drivers the flexibility to drive 
belier shifts, such as Thursday, Friday, and Saturday nights 
schedules when drivers can eurn better money. · Proposition M 
will move drivers who are on the waiting list fo1· u taxi medallion, 
closer to obtaining one. As taxi drivers, we support 
Proposition M, it is the next step In taxicab industry reform! 

David Femandez 
Ahmed Abdulkader 
Fmnk Chan 
David Stefani 
A.1f<11v Te<lia 
Christopher Ulich 
Cao Hoang Minh 
Mi: Rosenb/11111 
Mi: Marinov 
Luis r;uriel 
Roger Cardenas 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
CFib, 
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'PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

Democratic t·eaders Support Prop M for Better 
Neighborhood Taxi Service . 

Prop M will ensure that all San Francisco'.s neighborhoods are 
served by taxis. Prop M gives the Taxi Commission the ability to 
issue special permits that will provide better service to Bayview 
Hunters Point, the Sunset, West Portal, the Richmond, Western 
Addition, Excelsior and Ingleside neighborhoods to name Just a 
few. Every neighborhood outside downtown needs more taxis. 

Prop M is a straightforward measure that can finally make a 
. difference in taxi service. For too long, our City's outer and 
low Income neighborhoods have not been able to use taxis as 
a real public transportation option. Prop M will give our 
neighborhoods this desper~tely needed option by allowing the 
Taxi Commission to finally address neighborhood service needs. 
Let's give the Commission the ability to try some innovative 
solutions that can help bring taxis to underserved communities. 

We urge you to support Prop M for innovative, progressive 
sollltions! 

Small Business Lenders Support Prop M 
We've all experie11ced the frustration of trying to call or flag 

down a taxicab. Unfortunately, in our City they are too few and 
for between. That hurts our small neighborhood businesses, the 
economic backbone of om· City. · · 

As longtime re.sidents and business owners from every district 
of San Francisco, we know how crucial taxis are for our cus
tomers, Many of om· customers are elderly and too frail to ride 
a MUNI bus home with their packages. They often rely on taxis 
as their 011ly forin of transportation. But too often, taxis simply 
aren't available to take these customers home. In addition, inany 
of our employees use taxis lo take them home late at night after 
work, when it is just not safe lo take the bus or walk. 

Prop M will lielp ensure that neighborhood businesses aren't 
ignored in favor of passengers al .downtown businesses. Prop M 
will llelp Olli' small b11si11esses survive by p11tti11g ca/Js i11 011r. 
migll/Jorlwods - wllere tlley are 11eeded! 

Please join us voting Yes on Prop M .. 

Supervisor Lesl!e ·Katz Melvin Washington, President,'Bayview Merchants Association 
Alex Wong, Chair, Asian Pacific Democratic Club Stephen Cornell, President, Brownies Hardware 
Dean Goodwin, Co~Chail', Alice B. Tokfas Lesbian, Gay · Philip DeAndrade, Owner, Goat Hill Pizza · 
Democratic Club Adam Sparks, ·GOP Candidate for Congress 
Lee Ann Prifti, Alice·B. Toklas Executive Board Arthur Brnzzone, Past Chair, SF Republican Party 
Juanita Owens, member, Democratic County Central Commillee Dwayne Robinson, Executive Director, Bayview Barber College 
Tom Hsieh, Supervisor Candidate, District 4 The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Dennis Herrera, member, Democratic County Central Is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 
Committee · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
. mlttee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 

Cab. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. , 
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PAID ·ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M 

Current and Former Taxi Commissioners Support Prop M 
As current and former members of the San Francisco Taxi 

Commission, we have worked hard over the past two years to 
improve taxi service for the entire City. While the Commission 
recently voted to put 100 more taxis on the street, neighborhoods 
remain underserved, 

Prop M is a straightforward measure that simply gives the 
Commission the ability to issue more restricted use permits, 
should the Commission determine that is necessary. The 
Commission must still hold public hearings on any proposal it 
puts forth and welcomes and encourages public input. 

The voters apprnved the creation of the Taxicab Commission 
two years ago. While the Commission has made great strides in 
reforming certain areas of outdated taxi law, its hands have been 
tied by those same laws th(it limit its ability to make real sub
stantive improvements in service, particularly to our City's outer 
neighborhoods. Prop M will give the Commission the_ ability, if 
necessary, to issue permits for: 

• peak times taxis; 
• tra11sportatio11 emerge11cies; amt 
• 11eigl1bor/,ood a11d airport 011/y lilxis. 
We hope you' II join us in taking a step toward real reform and 

real improvements in service: 
Join us in voting Yes on Proposition M. 

Rachialle Franklin, Vice President, Taxi Commission 
Vincent Agbayani, Taxi Commissioner 
Jane Bolig, Former Taxi Commissioner 
Chris Ditte11hafe1; Former Taxi Commissioner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. 

Proposition M makes the d1·iving requirement for permit hold
ers flexible. Prop M allows a permit holder driver to take a fam
ily or medical leave without the fear of losing their taxicab per
mit Under current luw, a permit holder who becomes ill 01· dis
abled for longer than three months loses their taxicab permit. 
That's just not fair to hard working drivers. Vote Yes on M, it will 
help drivers that need medical or family leave. 

John Vo 
Thong Minh Cao 
William Tickle 
Hai Van Nguyen 
Philip le/Iman 
Mike Dashti 
Donald Mitchell 
Domingo Opolakia 
Roger Cardenas 
Roberto Hemandez 
John Ballentine 
Mike Garza 
Victoria Thompson 
'Cao Huang 
Cesar Ascarrrunz 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National 
Cab. · 
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M Taxicab Permits· 
PAID ARGUMENTS-AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

San Francisco needs better taxi service but Proposition M is 
not about service; it is about corporate and political power over 
working· men and women, mostly minorities who have waited 
years for the opportunity of medallion ownership and a better 
life. Prop. M will give the Taxi Commission and Board of 
Supervisors. broad authority to bypass hundreds of independent 
dfivers and issue specialized permits to corporations, partnel'• 
ships or indivi!Juals who are not even on the waiting list! 
Proposition M is vague an·d misleading. Why would powerful 
taxi companies finance a riders' bill of rights? The lion does not 
give the, lamb a bill of rights. The cab companies can improve 
their services anytime and the Taxi Commission and Board of 
Supervisors, have the power they need to improve service. Vote 
NO on Proposition M. San Francisco needs more independent 
drivers, not less to .produce better-service for everyone. 

Mike DeNwzzio 
Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

The true source oJ funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Mike DeNunzlo. · · 

IF PROP M WINS, YOU LOSE!' Worse cab service, high
er fares, and the cab companies are laughing all the way to the 
bank. Vote No on Prop M. 

David Spero 

There is a service problem, but Prop M was not designed to 
· solve it. Prop M is about Corporate Welfare, Fleet Medallions, 
and dead-end jobs for drivers. That is why Big Cab Companies 
are gambling 1/2 million dollars to promote it. 

Prop M is riddled with vague terms 1111d double meanings, 
placed in key areas for confusion. To the delight of lawyers and 
consultants, it's badly written and insures years or litigation. 

If the Big Cab Companies trnly cared ubout good service, we 
would have it toduy. Almost all the so-called improvements in M 
can be implemented by today's Taxi Commission • except compa-
11y Fleet Medalli,ms! · 

For instance, we. could have centrnlizecl dispatch, where a call 
reaches every cab in the city - an eno1mous increase in service. 
Only the Big Cab Companies stand in the way of centralized dis
patch, a system that might cost them money - but Prop M and 
Fleet Medallions would make them money • so much money, that 
it's worth their 1/2 million dollar gamble. 

·With Prop Mand Fleet Medallions, drivers would have dead
end jobs and San Francisco would lose its finest drivers .. 

Let's send a strong message to the Big Cab Companies and 
reject their 1/2 million dollar boondoggle. Let's tell them that we 
want real solutions to service • solutions that can be clone today, 
without sacrificing career drivers for Corriorate Welfare. Let's 
continue our 22 year practice of giving medallions to the drivers 
who have eamecl them. 

Vote NO onM. 

James Maddox 
, i The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument President, SF Taxi Permitholder and Drivers Asso,ciation 

Is David Spero. 

The Taxi Commission should be issuh1g medallions Lo drivers 
on _the waiting list now, but Proposition M gives them Lo corpo
rntions instead. 

This is the seventh attempt by greedy cab com~anies to take 
medallions away from drivers. · 

Vote NO on Prop M! 

Harvey Milk lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Tra11sge1uler Democratic 
Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of tills argument 
Is the Harvey MIik Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender 
Democratic Club. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Taxi Permitllolder and Drivers Association, Inc. 

The permit applicants' list is the seniority system for the taxicab 
industry. The prospect of gelling a ta,xicab permit is the drivers' 
only benefit and is the reason good drivers stay in the industry. 
This measure would authorize the city to ignore the seniority 
system and to award blocks of permits Lo corporations. This would 
be a reversal of city policy which presently mandates that permits 
be held by taxicab drivers. 

Proposition M is a stab in the back Lo W<lrking drivers who 
have played by the rules and have stayed on the job many years 
waiting for their turn to get a permit of their own. Protect the dri
vers and support our prngrcssivc taxicab structure, Vote NO on 
this power grab. 

Cf (fl' l1111dbe,:~ 

Tile true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Cliff Lundberg. 

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

P-186 



. Taxicab Permits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION·M 

The Taxi Commission can improve taxi service now. Prop M 
is NOT NEEDED. Prop M is a classic example of lobbyists 
ci(cumventing public will with no public review. 

Hank Wilson 
Candidnt~, Supervisor District 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Hank WIISO!'l, 

We, the wheelchair-access ramped-van taxicab drivers want 
nothing more than world-class cab service for our world-class 
city -- we want you IQ get a cab anytime ,you need one. But 
Prop M -- poorly thought-out, hastily written, intentionally con
voluted and vague -- will NOT improve service to anyone. M is 
bad for everyone -- written without industry collaboration -- and 
worst of all, bad for cab service. 

M is riddled with inefficiencies. Imagine empty cabs not 
being allowed to pick you up when they are not in their des
ignated neighborhood/airport areas! 

Please join us and members of the disabled community and 
VOTENOonM. 

Raniped Van Taxicab Permit Holders Associclfion 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment is the Ramped Van Taxicab Permit Holders Association, 

Proposition K of 1978, authored by then-Supervisor Quentin 
Kopp, had two purposes: 1) to create an industry of owner-dri
v~rs, thereby promoting better service, and 2) to end the corrupt
ing influence of big cab company money on city politics. 

Now, cab companies are trying to change Prop K to create a 
new class of permits -- "fleet permits"--a euphemism for the 
corporate permits companies have coveted ever since K was 
passed. · They're claiming that this would improve service. 
D011'1 be fooled! Proposition Mis not about service. It's 
about the allocation of taxi operating licenses. 

If cab companies were truly interested in service, they'd use 
the half-million dollars they're spending on manipulating public 
opinion and buying political support, and use it for improving 
service. Like picking up their phones when you call. 

Yes, we need more taxis. But cab permits should go to owner
drivers, · many being long-time veterans of the industry whose 
applications have been tied up in City Hall for more than a 
decade, not to companies which mnke you wait 30 minutes to an 
hour "on hold" and are rude to customers who complain. 

Despite what their glossy mailers say, Proposition M i~· 1101 
about service. It's about greed. Vote NO. 

Rose Tsai 
Candidate for Supervisor, District I 
John Shanley 
Candidate for Supervisor, District 4 
Clint Reilly 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
_ment is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab 
Permit Holders and Drivers Assn,, Inc. 3. United Taxicab 
Workers/CWA. 
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M Taxicab Permits 
PAID ·ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION. M 

The following Sun Francisco cub. drivers oppose Proposition M, 
a greedy cub company attempt to profit nt their drivers' expense: 
Frank Fahy Zureh Soghikian Cliff Lundberg 
James Nakamura Wahid Abaelhawa Kevin Conley 
Admassit Mekbeb G.L. Duff Anastassios Karngiorgos 
Gregory Neymari Harry Garver Edgar Graham 
Robley Logan Gregory Murray Margo Bohlig 
SeyranAmzayan. E.B.Federman Tom Minjiras 
Evong Ltgu Quang Quacht Andrew Green 
Sulinder Parmar Martin Plascencia Mohammad Khan 
Sulaiman Asghar Asifuddin Syed Barry Taranto 
Joseph Fleischman· James Maddox Chris Glover 
Robert Keller · Edgar Drake Jeff Harrison 
Stephen Webb Brennan Walsh Roderick Wallace 
Aleksandr Pasko . Hugh Jones Essa Shatans 
David Outhouse David Bahar Tasafipi Hassine 
Steven Doherty Arturo Reyes Manuel Veyna 
Thomas Sherrod Paul Schivani Lawrence Dean 
Kim Smith Philip Gangi Walter Long 
Adil Fatteh Kober Deisieh Abdelhak Chlker 
Charles Korbel Fabrizio Barillas Jaime Meza 
Jon Boell Sarni Tlich Konstantin Popov 
Ronald Wolter Adel Gasmelseed Lon Parker 
Rajan Bhardwaz Joseph Cole Jerome Ikpeana 
Philip Schelly Michael Purcell Ryan Graybebe 
Robert Migdal Patrick Fritch J. Coates· 
William Plaisant Ehab Elayyan Martin Moore 
Paul Lobell B.C. Chimezie Ralph Conforti 
Slimane Cherif-Hminat Jim McCann Mike Rauls 
Michael Estrada Dennis Parish A. Salangsang 
Amine Jenni Albert Perkins Roman RudovskY, 
Luis SanGabriel Manny Fernandez Mary McGuire 
Waverly Logan Joseph Nacy Bmdford Baker 
Arif AIEnizy Lauren Shap_iro Jim Njama 
Bezi Walid Roy McFall Robert Friedman 
Dennis Lee · James Crowley Terrance Early 

, Pascal Bouchet Kamel Barakat Joe Borzello 
Mike Kelly Deepak Kharb Lewis Jackson 
Nuru Tahire Don Ueiez Omar Barkaoui 
Mario Deoliveira Fess Richmond Paul Dykstra 
Allen Gelder Peter Fox Morgan Moore 
John Donnelly Matthew Rabinowitz,· Philip Hacikeu · 
Patrick Helland Jim Hahn Guss Foreman 
Val Cartoun Harkirat Batth Ram Tirnth 
Mohammad Shalimani Tsegaye Abern Alan Freberg 
Charles Dixie Dura Rakkar Nasir Khan 
Darren Harris Tarlochan Singh 
Committee Against Permit Profiteering 
The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this 
argument is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The following San Francisco cab drivers oppose Proposition M, 
a greedy cab company attempt to profit at their.drivers' expense: 
William Yee Evan Goodier Ken Gin 
Fitsum Mender Carlos Arboleda ThaiHonz 
Kenny Wanen Swjeets Cheeiua Ruach Graffis. 
Shelley Burton James Ingram Austin Peterson 
Trevor Salgadoe William Steinway Roger Miozza 
Ballayette Hassain Sergei Limansky Alan Ries 
Sunil Kumpil Mohammed Naeem Lakhwinder Pal 
Mekonnen Zere Sayfulla Shular Mohamad Aibawayah 
David Bmfow Johns Akinbodunse Chirackal Abison 
Hany Jelassi Manuel Cuelho Louis Pofi 
Jeff Coffin · Terry Allen Basheer Abdul 
Jennifer Farruggia Robert Wickey Emir Castillo 
Bob Johnston Fernando Buenafeor T. Dziensuwski 
James Knight Bhupendra Palet Jacques Gruber 
Claudio Pimentia Jay· Hall Roman Antonov 

· Phillippe Sterlin Gerald Cassidy Frm1k Sinkavich 
Don Anderson Edwin Santiago David Brown 
Iwge Dhillon Aguero Decastro Sui Lee 
Herbert Gee Frances Wilson David Haase 
Richard Hart Bela Harcos Goshi Kogure 
Ed Burke Ghanem Elmashni Louis Ameril 
Jeff Ecker Jessica Gorton Larry Vickers 
Donald Laird Jack Johnstone Keith Harris 
Lee Secapure John Curtin Philip Anton 
Tai Nguyen Michael Schildknecht Nourcbbine Maadouf 
V.J. Aunola Gary Sartor Gerald Goldie 
Thomas Hallford Kevin Dorning Michael Gibbons 
Eric Hansen Mike Mahayni Walter Morgan 
Kenneth Whipple Ernesto Diali Chris French 
Tom Whelan Mohammed Eddine Khaled Abdelvaby 
Dzmitry Nazarnn David Blood Mark Kogan 
Francis Fox Charles Carthern David Murphy 
Jumes Boldman Marc Baxter John Law 

· George Haza Bernard Frnncisco Arnold Nelson 
Thomas Ferris Mark Gruberg David Herman 
Richmond Loewinsohn Isaac Yohannes Tara Housman 
John Cambell Richard Koury Donald Templeton 
Victoria Lansdown Theodore Gray T. Winz 
Alan DaSilva Rudy Galindo Alex Malinsky 
James Panther Shawn Nguyen Ali Golparast 
Gaber Shalaby Medi Doroudian Raymond Chiu 
Kathleen Hughes Neil Gralnick David Chan 
Philip Larson Gregory Goble Issa Elghazawi 
George Minarik Kam Po Chan Cyntia Snowden 
Nnrinder Singh Joseph Palella Clnrence Fisher David Hurley 
Committee Against Permit Profiteering 
The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment Is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit 
Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Workers/CWA. Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Workers/CWA. 

Argum·ents printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not ~een checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Taxicab Permits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

San Francisco tenants should oppose 'Proposition M for the 
same reason they oppose ordinances favoring landlords: 
Proposition M gives to the haves at the expense of the have-nots. 

Cab drivers arc overwhelmingly renters, and consistently sup
port tenants' rights. Tenants should stand by cab drivers because 
they are our natural allies against the forces of greed. Don't let 
cab companies strip long-time drivers of the chance at a taxicab 
permit, the only protection they have. 

VoteNOonM. 

Ted G11/lickse11 
San Francisco Tenants Union 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment Is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The ,three largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit 
Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Workers/CWA. 

Nothing in Proposition M will improve service lo either the 
disability community or the general public. Many in the taxicab 
in9ustry have been working hard Lo improve service--over the past 
15 years the size of the city's fleet has nearly doubled and the 
number of ramp vans available to serve the disnblcd community 
has risen from O to 65. We fear Prop M will stifle such improve
ments, to enrich just a few cab companies. 

Vote NO on Proposition M. 

Sergio Altman 
President, Disability Community Democratic Club 
Luis Calderon 
Chair, CIAPA - Consumers in Action for Personal Assistance 
Bruce Oka 
Oka and Associ.itcs 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient commlt· 
tee are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit 
Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Worl<ers/CWA. 

Need belier service? Then Vote No on Proposition M. 
Demand that the voter-created Taxi Commission do its job and 
create a centralized dispatch system. 

Let's stop this endless power grab by the taxi companies 
and do the right thing to help drivers and passengers. 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Tomorrow. · 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Claude Wilson. 

Quentin L Kopp's Former Staff' Urge You to Vote 'No' on M! 
Having served as staff members assigned to the taxicab issue 

for former State Senator and San Francisco Supervisor Quentin 
L. Kopp, the author of Proposition K in 1978, we urge you to 
vote against this insidious measure. Its deceitful language makes 
it appear that it would improve taxicab service. What a hoax! 
The singular purpose of Proposition M is to place additional taxi
cab permits in the hands of bloated taxicab corporations, so they 
can make millions of dollars from city-issued permits. That's 
why they're spending $500,000 to try to impose this measure on 
unsuspecting voters. Proposition K, the 1978 voter-approved 
initiative requires that permits issued after that time be in the 
hands of only bona-fide taxicab drivers. Prop M would change 
that provision by contriving a new type of fleet permit and othe1· 
types of permits that could be issued lo corporations. These per
mits would have lo be "operated" - not driven - by their owners. 
Thal means the owners would not have lo be taxicab drivers and 
could be anybody with City Hall connections who wishes to 
profiteer from city-issued permits which arc the public's proper
ty. Taxicab service can be improved; actual reforms could be 
promulgated by the Taxicab Commission without an initiative 
ordinance wasting voter's Lime. The proponents of this measure 
don't want improvements; they want money and corporate con
trol. It's pure and simple -- VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M 
and honor the will ot' the people. 

Julie A1111 Sim 
Kevin Ng11yc11 
.lo/111 Shanley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Good Government Alliance. 

Tl1e largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is 
1. l<opp Good Government Committee. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Taxicab. Permits. 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

V9TE NO ON PROPOSITION M - MONUMENTAL 
MONEY GRAB 

The "M" In this measure stands for MONEY! 
One respected San Francisco newspaper put it best describing 

this stealth proposition as: "The Taxi-Industry Scam." 
Proposition M is an admitted (by its corporate sponsors) 
$500,000 win-at- all- costs campaign effort to undermine the 
1978 voter initiative reforming the issuance of taxicab permits 
--permits which are governmental license and not private 
property. The 1978 initiative prohibits the sale of taxi permits 
for private. gain and upon a permit-holder's death or abandon
ment of a permit, requires its reissuance to a verified genuine dri
ver, not a sale for tens of thousands of dollars by the lawyers, 
doctors, car salesmen, butchers and homemakers who previous
ly owned aitd then_ leased out permits as private· assets. It also 
requires every permit-holder to be a full-time driver. Proposition. 
M is the eighth attempt since 1978 by the gluttonous cab com
panies tp nullify that voter-embraced reform, Proposition M 
allows the servile Taxicab Commission to issue permits to cor
porations instead of verified, authentic full-time drivers and abol
ishes driving requirements for permit holders. Another respect
ed San Francisco newspaper has observed: "Rather than stating 
that the taxi company-sponsored initiative on this November' s 
ballot is just the latest taxicab company attempt to gain the right 
to hoard permits, the initiative is sneaky." Seven craven supervi
sors (names upon request), NUf VUfERS, placed this fraudu
lent "initiative" on the ballot. One supervisor, Yee, shamefully 
added his name, probably for campaign contributions. As that 
afore.mentioned newspaper conciuded about Proposition M, "It's 
a mean piece of sentiment-milking, money-grabbing fraud, and 
San Franciscans should vote it down. We strongly agree . 
· Vote NO on M. 

Mara Kopp 
Fred J. Martin Jr 
Dan Dunnigan 
Good Govemme11t Alliance 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Good Government Alliance. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee Is: 
1. Kopp Good Government Committee. 

,Proposition M · is another .in a long series of cab company 
attempts to hoodwink the public into allowing them to grab off 
city-owned taxicab permits that would otherwise go to worlcing 
cab drivers. If not for the half-million dollars behind it, 
Proposition M wouldn't even be on the ballot. 

Under current law, taxi medallions must go to cab drivers, not 
companies. Proposition M's devious language would authorize 
the issuance of "FLEET PERMITS" to companies. Here's 
how it would work: · · 

Our current law,' Proposition K, says "No permit shall be 
issued except to a 11at11ral perA0011 and in no case to any busi
ness, firm, partnership or corporation." 

Proposition M makes a subtle but significant change in that 
language. It says that "taxicab" permits must go to natural per
sons, but "specialized vehicle for hire" permits, meaning 
FLEET PERMITS and others, may be issued to "two or 1~ore 
persons". 

According to Barron's Law Dictionary, "person" is defined as, 
follows: "in law, an in.dividual, or incorporated group having 
certain legal rights and responsibilities." In contrast, a "natur
al person" is "a human being, as opposed to artificial or ficti
tious 'persons' such as corporations." Enough said? 

Why should the public care about who gets the permits? 
Here's why: · 

Service is better and safer when an experienced cab driver/per
mit holder -- not an absentee owner or coq,oration in it simply for 
profit -- is personally responsible for the vehicle he or she drives. 

Frorri the driver's standpoint, Prop K has provided unparalleled 
opportunities for hundreds of working people -- in large part 
drawn from minority groups -- to g,iin a stake in the cab industry 
and earn a better livelihood for themselves and their families. 
Preserve cab driver opport1111ity. 
Say NO'to corporate welfare. 
Put .~ervice a11d safety flr.\·t. 
Vote NO on M! 

United Taxicab Workers/CWA 

The true source of the funds used for the printing of this argument 
Is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee are 
1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit Holders 
and Drivers Association, Inc. 3. United Taxicab Workers/CWA. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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Taxicab Permits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

This T11xl Measure is Self-Serving 
Everyone knows we need more cabs in San Francisco. 

Unfortunately, .Prop M is just the latest round in the self-serving 
fight between cab drivers and cab companies. 

Its purpose is to allow corporate ownership of certain kinds of 
cab.permits. From the perspective of the general public, this does 
little or nothing to help the cab situation. 

Vote no on Prop M. 
www.spur.org 

SPUR (San Francisco Planning and Urban Research 
Association) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the SPUR Urban Issues Committee. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Michael Alexander 2. Peter Mezey 3. John Weeden. 

The taxi system needs fixing, but Prop. M won't do it. It is a grab 
for profits by big taxi companies that will not improve service. 
Noon M. 

Be1yl Magi/avy 
Candidate for Supervisor, District 6 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Elect Magllavy Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Jacob Sigg 2. Esther Marks 3. Carolyn Caine. 

Stand up to the big taxi companies and special interests! 
Vote No on M! 

Chris Daly 
Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 
Robert Haaland 
Vice President; Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument. 

This measure will only increase the bottom line of taxi com- . 
panies by giving them unearned medallions. They are in the car 
leasing business, not in service to the public. The Taxi 
Commission can improve service without this measure. VOTE 
NO ON PROPOSITION M, 

Denise D 'Anne 
Supervisor Candidate, District 6 

The true source .of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Denise D'Anne. 

LABOR CONDEMNS PROPOSITION M 
Cub companies have deprived cub drivers of workers' com

pensation and unemployment insurance, fought taxi gate (lease 
fee) control, and resisted even elemental improvements in job 
conditions, such as safety improvements, in this most dangerous 
occupation. . 

Drivers lack negotiated contracts, job benefits, job security, or 
any say in the terms and conditions of their employment. 

Now, companies want to close the door even further by reduc
ing or eliminating a driver's chances of obtaining a city-owned 
taxicab permit and gaining a stake in the taxi industry. 

These perinits now go only to drivers, who wait 10-15 years 
for them. Proposition M would allow them to be issued to com
panies. 

How long will drivers have to wait for a permit if Proposition 
M passes? In many cases, forever. 

Cab companies have been to the ballot six. times before, 
attempting to get their hands on permits. This seventh try •• the 
most devious of the lot -· deserves the same fate as the rest. 

Vote No on Propositio1i M, and send this greed-based mea
sure into the growing scrap heap of failed cab company attempts 
to enrich themselves at their drivers' expense. 

Sa11 Francisco labor Council 
labor Neighbor 
Hotel and Restaurant Employees U11io11, local 2 
Service Employees /11ter11atio11a/ Union, Joint Council 2 

The true source of the funds used for 111.e printing fee of this 
Is Chris Daly. argument is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit 
Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Workers/CWA. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Taxicab Permits 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION M 

PROPOSITION M WON'T HELP NEIGHBORHOOD 
SERVICE 

As the publisher of neighborhood • newspapers in the 
Richmond .and Sunset Districts, I understand the problems of taxi 
service in outlying areas. But I also know that Proposition M is 
not the solution.' Neighborhood taxis can be _authorized under 
current law. But more to. the point would be a centralized dis
patch system which would give callers access to every cab in the 
city. , . 

Here's what the press is saying about Proposition M: 
"' ... it's no secret what the cab companies have in mii1d. 

Under the guise of impro1ii11g service, the industry wants to seize 
· control over the-city's currelltly public taxi permits -- a11d to 
eliminate the req11ireme11t that drivers ( as opposed to c0171ora
tions) get the benefits of those permits." 

· S.F. Bay Guardia" 
"The initiative is ... really an attempt to put taxi medallions 

in the hands of taxi companies, without accomplishing anything 
to significantly improve taxi service . . 

"The initiatf ife is si1eaky ... 
"If the taxi initiative is the most obscure, confusing, i11co11c/11-

sive measure on the November ballot -- and it is -- the initiative 
will almost certainly be backed by the slickest ad campaign of the 
election season." 

Matt Smitl,, SF Weekly 
Don't fall for it. Vote NO. 

Paul Kozakiewicz 
Publisher, Sunset Beacon and Richmond Review 

The true source of the funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ment Is Committee Against Permit Profiteering. 

The largest contributors to the true source recipient committee 
are: 1. Good Government Alliance 2. The S.F. Taxicab Permit 
Holders and Drivers Assn., Inc. 3. United Taxicab Work~rs/CWA. 
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-
TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

PROPOSITION M 
ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR 
THE REGULATION Ol~ TAXICABS 

AND OTHER MOTOR VEHICLES FOR 
HIRE 

An Ordinance ·oroendin11 Appendix 6 of Uw 
Sun frnncjsco Adminis1m1ive Code <adopJed 
.Tune 6. J 978) providing regulations, policies 
and procedures relating to the issuance by the 
~ Taxi Commission of permits for taxicabs 
and other motor vehicles for hire in the City 
and County of Sun Fmncisco; regulating the 
times for operation under such permits, non
trnnsfernbility of permits, .1111·1entler 1111tl 
eH.t!httnge 8( ettot ling 1,e1 n1il.zJ, provisions as to 
corporute permittees, financial and accounting 
records, and certain uspects of taxicab rates; 
1111,11111i11g ,·11,it1uu Meelit111M t1f Ptt11.1 ll tt11tl Ill t11' 
!he 61111 F1·1111eiMet1 M1111iei1ml Ct•,tlt:!; llllii provid
ing for sevembility. 

Be Ii Ordained by the People r!f' ti/I! City and 
Co11111y r!f' San Francisco: 

SECTION I. The qualilied electors of the 
City and County of San Francisco hereby 
declare it shall be the law of the City and 
County of Sun Francisco that: 

(a) All taxicab permits and other vehicle for 
hire permits issued by the City and County of 
San Francisco are the property of the people of 
the Ci(y and County of San Francisco and shall 
not be sold, assigned or transferred; and 

(b) The Chief t1f 11t11iee Taxi Commission of 
the City and County of San Francisco shall 
have the responsibility of establishing regula
tions to assure prompt, courteous and honest 
service lo the riding public; and 

(c) The taxicub business shall operate under 
the principles of free enterprise and that taxicab 
operators may charge less than the 111ini111un1 
rate of fore set by law, as sci forth below, 

(cl) The Iuxi. Ptlttet\ Commission shall issue 
a sufficient number of permits lo assure ade
quate tax-icab service throughout the City and 
County of San Francisco. 

.<e.l The Taxi Commission shall have the clb
creJion to issue specialized vehicle~ for hire 
permits {rnm11 taxis} and 10 establish such stan
dards and conditions as it deems to he in the 
hcsJ interests or providinu ~ervke to clisahlecl 
pi;rsons in San Francisco. Ejl(:h s11ch permit 
may he issued lo two or more persons. i.e .. ten 
persons may he issued live t2C!:.ll!.i1.:i, 

ill Thi; Taxi c;o111111ission shall have the dis
cretion Jo determine whether the avai!ahitity nl' 

a sufncicnJ number of permiJs duriui: irons-· 
pona1ion emeri:cucics. peak lime demand peri
ocls, restricted neii:hborhood permits. airport
only permhs. San Francisco-only permits and 
IJcel pe_rmils would be i!I Jbe iuJ_c_rest of public 
convemence and neccss11y und. 1t so. Jo mnho
t'izc Jhe issuance of such permits, Each such 
permit may he issued Jo two or more persons. 
he. Jen persons muy be issued five permits, 

SECTION 2. The 1A.tt!J!lit!t1lit111 ft:tl II Pe1·mit 
Permit A1111lkotion. 

(a) Any applicant./lil for a permit.W. to oper
ate tt taxh:ab.W. or other vehicle./lil for hire shall 
apply to the ~ Taxi Commission for its 
declaration of public convenience and necessi
ty on blanks to be furnished by the Secretary of 
the ~Iuxi. Commission, and within 15 days 
of the niing of such an applicution the 
Secretary of the Iuxi~ Commission slmll 
have a notice published .in the official newspa
per of the City and County of San Francisco. 
The notice shall slate 1hi11 an application has 
been liled for a Jicense{fil t11 1,em1il to operate a 
taxicab/:il tit' other motor vchicle{fil for hire 
business, the name of the applicant, the kind of 
equipment, and the number of taxicabs or other 
vehicles fur hire which the applicant~ desires 
to operate. The notice shall be published for 
three consccutivc.iut:ee.ui ,·e days. 

The applicant{fil shall pay to the City and 
County of San Francisco ·a sum to cover the 
costs of advertising and investigating and pro
cessing lhe application.(:il for each permit{fil, 
such sum lo be determined periodically as 
appropriate by the ~Iuxi Commission. 

Protests against the issuing of 11 ~ permits 
may be lilcd with the ~Iuxi. Commission, 
The PoliceTuxi Commission shall consider all 
protests and in conducting its hearings shall 
have the right to call such witnesses as it 
desires. In 1111 .ltlt!h ht:111·i11)!;.1· the bm·tlen t!f 
J!l't!t:tf .1h111l be tlJ!t!II the 111111lie11n1 It! t!.11t1b1i.1h b:,o 
t:!ie1u 1111tl ei,11, i11ei11)!: e·, itle11ee ,, hiel1 .1!1t1ll .1ttl 
i!lf) the Pttliee Ci,111111i.1.1ion, th111 1rnl!lit! t:011,·t: 
11ie11ee 1111tl llt!t!t!.1.til) l't!tJUilt! the tl!lt!l'lllion t,f 
the ,ehiele m· whiele,1 fo1 ,,hid1 11e1·111il IIJ!J'li 
etttffltt-it11:1-ileen 11111tle, nntl lhttt .111eh ttJ!tilie11tit111 
ttt-tt!+-t,t-ltt!1-t'eHflt!et.1 .tht!ttld he )!;1 llnletl. .In.Jill 
,a1ch hcnrinrs, the Taxi Commission musJ he 
satislicd th;il public convenience and necessity 
rurnirc the (lpcratinn nl'thc vchicJc/sl for which 
1m.i!...B1J11licalions have hccn made. and Jhat 
such a12pljcutions in alf other respects should he 
~ 

ftt1 ~ttttt-m-tt~11etl t1nle.u the Jlel'" 
~11lyin" fo1· the:: pe1·111ih!littfkleelt11'e untltlt' 
reimlly ttf pe•'.it11'Y""hi.; 01--he1 ... in1etttttttt-t~ 

ttnd 1,.t:ir~611ttll) l6 ~ng11ge 118 r,er111iuee tlrh er 
ttt1tle11 ttH) r,t:i1111it i.11tt1etl to hiHt ttr her fttr at 
h!tt~I l't111• hl'lttl u tltu ing 1111) 2 4 ho11F pe,iod 011 111 
lcu.tt 7S 1,e1tt!lnt of the ht1t:1it11mM tltt) t:1 tluri11g the· 
t!ttlendm )t!tll.· JliJ6 1no1e 1111111 ttne perntit t:1ht1H 
ht:i bt:1ttetl to ttll) ttllt!l fJ.l!ffttnt, 

Lb) All permit 01,11,11iconts must ds:clore under 
penalty of 1,1eriucy their intention Jo uctively and 
personuHy oper;ue the motor YPilicle for bicc 
penuit<sl for which a1,1p1icotion is mode. At oil 
1imes o0er issunnce of snid penuit<s}. the 1,1er
mi11eeCsl shall actively mtd personnHy operate 
the pcrmit(sl for 01 least soo hours in ench con
secutive 12 month ll~~riod durh111 which the per
mit(sl is/ore held, Except as expressly provid
ed herein, no more Jhan one permit sboll be 
issued Jo any one person. 

( c) Ft1P !.~ti ) ett1 M ft t1111 tl1e t11iet!li¥e tl1111, t1I' 
thiM O1·tli111111t!e, 11.l preference in the issunnce 
of ttt1)' permitW shall be given to nny personW 
who fftt!!ll:~ driven o Joxicoh or operaJed Jaxi
CJ!hs or other motor vehicles for hire in the City 
and County of San Francisco i:tir 111 Je11111 t111t1 
t:t1n.1et:111i,·e 12 mt111lh 1,e1 il'ltl tl111 ing 1111) t1f the 
lhl'ee t!11lentl111 ) em.1 i1111111!tli111el) l'I it11· It! the 
tiling t1f 1111111,1'lit!11lit111 ft!1 iuMttllllt!I! t1f .111eh 11er 
ttit+ in Jhe year immediotcly before Jhe process
inc of Jhe appHcmion for issuonce or o permit 
The appHcnnts shnll be considered quolified 
upon suhmiJlal of evidence that they bod driven 
or operated o Jaxicab<s> as iuclicmcd for o 10101 
of 800 hom s in the period noted above. 

(cl) No l.llXko.b permit(s,} shall be issued 
except to II nutural personW and in no case to 
uny business, firm, partnership or corporation. 

(e) Subject to any-tt111et' preference created in 
this Ordinance, all applications for a permil{fil 
lo operate a tuxicab./lil 01· other motor vehicle 
for hire sha11 be processed and considered in 
the order of their receipt by the ~Iuxi. 
Commission. 

(f) No purl of this Section 2 shall apply to 
any permit holder/s} who were issued permits 
prior 10 June 6. I 978. tlc.it:riht!d in .tttb1111r11 
)!;lllllh (hl t!I' St:!etit111 1 t1f thi,1 O1tli111111ee. I.be 
provisions of Ibis SccJion 2 shall apply 1° au 
pcnuil holders who were issued permits suhse
~1ue111 10 June 6, I 978. 

SECTION 3. Fncts to be Considered by 
Pttltt!t!Tux.i Commission. 

The ~Iuxi. Commission, in determining 
whether or not public convenience and necessi
ty exist for the issuance of il permitW, may 

(Continued on next page) 
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· LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION M (CONTINUED) 
·' •' 

consider such facts us it deems pertinent, but 
must consider whether: 

• (a) The uppllcunt!:il i8nm financially responsi
ble and will maintain prope1· financial records.·. 

(b) The pub)jc;will not be udequutely or prop
erly seived unless· the upplicution!:il t!lllllU!runted. 

(c) The upplicunt.!:il fttl!lbm complied with 
all provisions of the Municipal Code, including 
pertinent motor vehicle laws. 

(d) The upplicunt.!:il will be tt full-time dri
ver!5.l, within the meaning of Section 2(b) of 
this Ordinance, of the taxicab or other motor 
vehicle for hire. 

SECTION 4, Continuous Operutlon. 

(u) All permittees within tije purview of 
Section 1075 of Chupte1· VIII, Part II of the San 
Francisco Municipal Code (Police Code) shall 
regularly and daily operute . their taxicab or 
other motor vehicle for hire business during 
each day <if the year to the. extent reasonubly . • 
necessary to meet the public demand for such 
tuxicab or motor vehicle fOI' hire·service. 

Upon abandonment of such business for a 
period of 10 consecutive days by a permittee or 
operator, the Ptffieeilllu Commission shall, 
after five days' written notice to the permittee 
or operator, revoke the permit or permits of 
such permitt.ee or operutor; provided, howev,c1·, 
that the Chief of Police, subject to the approval 
of the Ptt!tt,elwti Commission and only after a 
thorough investigation, may on written applica
tion gmnt to the holder of any permit•hereunder 
permission to suspend op·crntion pursuant to 
such permit for a period not to exceed 90 cnl• 
endar days in any one 12 1nonth period in case 
of sickness, death, or other similar hardship. 

No permit issued under this Ordinance shull 
be trnnsfcruble or assignable, either expressly 
or by ope1:ation of law. All such permits and all 
rights grnnted under them mny be rescinded 
nnd ordered revoked by the ~Illlu 
Commission for good cause. 

f"1 All 1,oroo110, ht1oi110B!!O!!, fii'lllu, pm 111or 
fihill!!, ou11po1111lio11 tlP othe11 entilioo ~. ho po1111eoo 
Olll!!lttHtliHg 1,e11Htil.1 lu u11e1111e II molor 1, 11,l1it:1le 
f611 hh1e on the efl'ee1h1e tl111t:1 of thiu HeelioH 
11111111 111111'll11tle11 1111tl e111:,b1111ge 1111)' 11111:11! 1,e1~11i111 

1'011 Hew 1101111it11 v, illtiH 69 tlt1)1,1 t1f tho offtloti\e 
tittle t11' 1hi11 uee!it111. !;ho 11e" 1101mit1 11111111 he 
Hun 1111111ufe11ruhle 111111 non uu11ign11hle eilho11 

1:1111,i•o,1.1ly t11•1l)1 01,e1111tion of 111w. Any suoh UHi' 

1·entle11 1111tl enehunge 11h11II he wilhtiul foe ltJ the 
lllll'lttil ht1ltle11• rl'61i1 111111 uftet'-lhe 11inl)1 lit•sl 
tltt)' 11fte11 lhti offeeli\·e-tluh:1 tif.1hi11 ,tetltion, ull 
11011111i111 lltll !llll'ltllltltll'etl ttll':lltlt'1' tJtll1lllil11 uhull 
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he ~•eitl 1111tl ee111i111t1111ee of epe,111ie11 1t11tle• 1111y 
. sueb ·teitl pen11il8 sh11il he p1t11i8h11ble by 11 $!i99 
li11e 1mtl 30 ti~ 8 i11e11,eer11tie11 ill the eeu111y jail 
f«l; e11eh 8lteh ~eitl pel'lllil 88 11oetl, 

SECTION 5. Corporate Permlttee, 

(a) If any pcrmitteP-is a corporation, any sale 
or other transfer of IO percent or more e, gf the 
stock ownership or assets of the permittee, 
resulting from any transaction or series of 
transactions and computed on u cumulative 
basis, will be· deemed to be a sale or transfer 
and the permit therefore shall be null and voidx 
Ulllll88 111'1'•8, etl hy lhll Peliee Gem111isoie11 ill 
t1011fc!rmit) v, ilh the ,equi,e111e111s of this 
o,t1iti1111ee. Apy increase io the percento11e of 
ownernbii> in a coa,orntioo by one or more 
oci11iuol shnreholders by menus of a buy-out, 
re-purchose or otherwise, shnH also counr 
toward the 1 o percent trnnsfer of ownership as 
provided berniu, 

· (b) Any corporation holding a permit here
under shall maintain a stock register at the prin
cipal office of the corporation in San Francisco 
and the stock register shall be available to the 
Poliell E>ep11r1111e111Toxi Commjssjon for 
inspection: Such corporation shall report to the 
tlep1trl111e11tTnxi Commjssjon. in writing, uny of 
the following: 

(i) Issuance or transfer of any shares of 
stock to any person where the issuance or 
transfer results in the pers·on owning IO 
percent 01; more of the corporate. stock, 

(ii) Change in any of the corporate offi
cers which are required by Section 821 
pf the California Corpornlions Code, 

(iii) Change of any members of its board 
of directors. ' 

(iv)Any change in the total number of 
shares or stockholders outstanding. 

(c) Any report required pursuant to 
Subparugrnph (b) hereof shall be filed with the 
Pelice E>epur11110111Tnxi Commission witilin 10 
days of the change, sale or trnnsfcr to be report
.ed. 

SECTION 6. Malntninlng Finnnclnl and 
Accounting Records. 

The Controller of the City and County of San 
Francisco shall have the responsibility of estab
lishing regulations for the keeping and filing of 
financial statements and accounting books and 
records by every holder of a taxicab permit or 
other type of permit under this Ordinance, The 
purpose of such regulations is to provide infor-

motion to the Board of Supervisors for ordi
nances respecting maximum rates of fares or 
other charges . and to the Pelteeiwti 
Commission for the performance of its duties 
under the law. Failure of any permit holder to 
comply with the Controller's regulations may 
be cause for revocation of'all rights granted to 
a permit holder to operate a taxicab or other 
vehicle for hire. 

SECTION 7. Rutes for Taxicabs, 

Notwithstanding any provision of the San 
Francisco Municipal Code, any person, firm or 
corporation operating a taxicab or taxicabs may 
set a rate of fare lower than the maximum rate 
which may be set from time to time by appro
priate ordinance,1 pl'6,itlet11 ho,,e,er. 1h11111n, 
s11eh lower Pflle sh11II he iiletl with the B11ortl of 
Super-ise•o in writing pPie• to June ht of llftY 
) eitr. itntl, if ft1'1'1'6\1etl by the Bo11rt11 8hllll 
1"e1111tin in effeet until Sep1e111hllr I 111 of the fell 
lor..:i11g l eoPt 

SEGTION a: 
Seeli8118 10:;ze, 10:;z:;z, 10:;z9 ftntl 113!iEB➔ of 

Gh11p1er \CHI, Pttrl H of thll Son t-,11neisoe 
Munieii,111 Got1'e EPoliee Getle➔ 11,e hel'Oli) 
ropeitletl. 

SECTION 9. 

Seelionu 128.1, 128.:a 1111tl 128,3 of Pttrt IH, 
A,tiele :a of lite 81111 i-1'1111eisoo Mu11ieip11l Gelle, 
lll'e hel'eh) ,epe11let1: 

' SECTION -lQ .8,, Severubility, 

If any section, subsection, subdivision, porn-. 
grnph, sentence, clause or phrase in the.tblli 
Ordinance or any part thereof, is for any renson 
held to be unconstitutional 01· invalid or inef
fective by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
such decision shall not affect the validity or 
effectiveness of the remnining· portions of this 
Ordinnnce or any part thereof. The qualified 
electors of the City and County of San 
Francisco hereby declare that they would have 
passed euch section, subsection, subdivision, 
pnrngmph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof 
irrespective of the fact that any one or more 
sections, subsections, subdivision, parngrnphs, 
sentence, clause or phrases be declnred uncon
stitutional, invalid or inef(ective. 



Controls on Rental Conversions 
PROPOSITION N 

Shall the rules that govern converting rental housing to condominiums also apply 
to converting rental housing to certain forms of Joint ownership with excluslve 
rights of occupancy, and shall the annual 200-µnlt cap on such conversions be 
made permanent? 

YES -
.NO -

• • 
Digest 

by Ballot Simplification Committee 
THE W~ IT IS NOW: City law regulates the conversion of 
rental housing of two to six units to other forms of owner
ship or occupancy, such as condominiums. The City limits 
the number of units that may be converted each year and 
sets requlreme,nts that must be met before a building may 
be converted. The City will not accept an application to 
cor;ivert unless· at least 40 percent of the tenants in the 
building have submitted a written statement of intent to pur
chase their rental units. An owner who lives in the building 
is counted as one of the tenc1nts for this purpose. 
Conversions are limited to 200 units per year, selected by 
lottery. This limit will end on December 31, 2000. The 
Board of Supervisors may extend this expiration date or 
modify any part of the conversion law. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N is an ordinance that would 
regulate and limit the conversion of property from rental 
housing to certain other ownership subdivisions, including 
some types of tenancies-in-common. This ordinance would 
apply retroactively beginning July 10, 2000. 

Under Proposition N, if a rental housing conversion 

.Controller's Statement on "N" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition N: 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, it should not affect the cost of government. 

included the right of any owner to live In, sell, or lease a 
specific unit, that right to exclusive occupancy would have 
to be recorded on the deed. This would mean that the 
property conversion would be subject to the 200-unlt cap 
and included as part of the lottery for condominium 
conversions. There would be certain exemptions from this 
rule, including those for extended families and domestic 
partners. 

The annual 200-unit cap on property conversions would 
continue until amended or repealed by the voters. In 
conversion applications, an owner living in the building 
would no longer count as part of the 40 percent rule. 

Proposition N states that if its exclusive occupancy 
recording rules are struck down by a court, the annual cap 
on conversions would change from 200 units to zero units. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to adopt 
these rules and limits for the conversion of rental housing. 

A ."NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
adopt these rules and limits. 

How "N" Got on the Ballot 
On July 21, 2000 the Department of Elections certified· 

that the initiative petition, calling for Proposition N to be 
placed on the ballot, had qualified for the ballot. 

9,735 signatures were required to be place ari ordinance 
on the ballot. 

This number Is equal to 5% of the total number of people 
who voted for Mayor in 1999. A random check of the sig
natures submitted on July 10, 2000 by the proponent of the 
initiative petition showed that more than the required num
ber ·of signatures were valid. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIV6,VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-208 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN TME BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 
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Controls on ·Rental Conversions 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

It is an all too familiar sight: long-term tenants, many of them 
senior or disabled, forced to vacate their homes, neighborhoods 
and the City they love due to the conversion of their homes to 
upscale condominiums. City law was designed to_prevent such 
evictions, but real estate speculators have found a loophole that 
enables te!}nnts to be evicted so that their homes can be sold to 
the highest bidder. Prop N closes this loophole. 

Besides stopping the evictions of long-term tenants for the pur
pose of selling rental units• to upscale purchasers, Prop N will: 

•Preserve the City's already scarce affordable housing stock by 
restricting conversion of rental units. 

•Make the annual cap on condominium conversions perma
nent-this cap will expire December 31, 2000. 

•Prohibit condominium conversion evictions of all senior and 
disabled tenants. 

Prop N challenges the notion thnt greed is good. It attacks the 
idea that the eviction of senior tenants is nn acceptable route to 

economic success. Lola McKay, age 84, .was evicted from her 
Mission District home of 40 years so that a real estate speculator 
could make huge profits selling off her apartment. Prop N will 
chase the speculators, not their victims, out of the city. 

Maintaining our City's economic diversity requires protecting 
those tenants whose labor has improved neighborhoods and the 
quality of San Francisco life. When money becomes our only 
value, the City's heart and soul is gone. 

San Francisco Tenams Union · 
Housing Rights Committee 
St. Peter's Housing Committee 
Senior Housing Action Collaborative · 
Affordable Housing Alliance 
Tenderloin Housing Clinic 

• 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 
"IT IS MUCH MORE IMPORTANT TO KILL BAD BILLS not working. This city does not treat property owners fairly. It's 
THAN TO . PASS GOOD ONES," SAID PRESIDENT . time that the city starts working with property owners and ten
COOLIDGE. · · ants alike to create a good housing situation. Instend of pitting 
. In September· of. 1910, John Coolidge wns elected to the tenants against landlords, the city should tnke action thut brings 

Vermont State Senate. His son, the future President of the United the two (sides) together." 
States Calvin Coolidge, wrote: · Passing Proposition N is likely to do far more harm than good. 

"You need not hesitate to give other [Senate] members your Landlords should be allowed to exit the rental housing market 
views on any subject that arises. It is much more important to under the EllisAct. 
kill bad bills than to pass good ones." [Coolidge: An American The San Frnncisco Republican Assembly is planning to hold a 
Enigma, by Robert Sobel, Regnery Publishing, 1998, page 75.] discussion of Proposition N and other local ballot mensures. For 
Proposition N is just the sort of negative legislation President full information telephone 4 I 5-339-I 290. 

Coolidge had in mind. Coolidge believed that the new laws VOTE NO. 
should be passed very cautiously: "Don't hurry to legislate." 
[Ibid. page 84.] 

Stated Jeutrnie Anderson, San Francisco Association of 
Realtors President, to the 8/26/00 "Chronicle": "More and more 
property owners do not wish to be landlords .. ;, Rent control is 

Dr. Terence Faulk11e1; .I.D. 
Past County Chairman, San Frnncisco Republican Party 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

TENANTS-IN-COMMON HOUSING IS NOT A 
PROBLEM -AND PROPOSITION N IS NOT NEEDED: 

If passed, Proposition N might well be held unconstitutional 
by the courts. This measure might well prevent current owners 
of jointly-owned tenants-in-common building from ever selling 
their real estate interests. 

Proposition N would open up the floodgates for litigation, any 
resident of San Francisco being given the right to bring a lawsuit 
to enforce this unwise and perhaps unconstitutional measure. 

PROPOSITION N IS BAD LEGISLATION: 
Many restrictions have been placed on prospective San 

Francisco homeowners since 1994. Proposition N is just· the 

latest unwise piece of legislation restricting those seeking to 
convert rental units into homeowner units. The San Francisco 
Tenants Union has come .up with good and bad legislation: 
Proposition N is the Tenants Union's local answer to 
"Rosemary's Baby". 

Vote No on Proposition N. 

Golden Gate Taxpayers Association 

Di: Terence Faulkne1; .I.D. 
State Senate Nominee (3rd Dist.) 

·REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N 
The real hofl'or story in San Fra11cisco is the tale of long-term 

renters and seniors being forced to vacate their homes. As the 
San Francisco Chivnicle reported in a page one story on August 
26, 2000: "In record numbers, San Francisco landlords are using 
the state Ellis Act to evict renters and convert units into 
condominiums ... " 

San Francisco is becoming known as a city where the wealthy 
are driving out the working and middle classes. From the New 
York Times to the Wall Street Journal to TIME Magazi1ie, the 
nation is learning that displacement and evictions are changing 
the face of San Francisco. Nearly all say it's' a change for the 
worse, as the City's cultural and socio-economic diversity 
disappears as people are evicted and rental housing is converted 
to condominiums. 

From Pacific Heights to the Mission, no long-term resident is 
-safe from this plague of evictions. As one longtime Pacific 

Heights renter told the San Francisco Examiner, "If this can 
happen to us here, it can happen anywhere." We watch as our 
neighbors and friends arc being driven out by real estate 
speculators seeking to cash in and profit off the housing crisis. 
Prop N puts an end to this outrage. 

We know San Francisco can't stand by and let seniors, 
families, working people and communities of color be evicted 
and displaced from their homes and our City. Yes on Prop N 
preserves San Francisco's character and diversity. Yes on Prop N 
means a city for all people-seniors, families and working people, 
included. 

San Francisco Tenants Union 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls. on Rental Conversions:· 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

We are deeply troubled by the immense suffering of hundreds 
of families -- including children and very elderly women and 

· men, long-time residents of San Francisco -- resulting from evic
tions through the conversion of rent-controlled apartments into 
condominiums. · Regulation of this practice of condo conversions· 
is necessary. Vote YES on Prop. N. 

Uncontrolled conversion of rental housing into condos creates 
hardship for long-time tenants,, often elderly or· disabled; 
Besides, it just isn't good planning policy, 

Let's do the right thing. - preserve rental housing and plan 
for our future housing needs, · 

Vote Yes on NI 

Leadership members of Religious 
People: 
Sister Bernie Galvi11, cdp, Director 
Ma,y JQ11e Brinto11 
Reverend Norma11 Fong 

Witness with Homeless Je1111ifer Clary 
Norm Rolfe 
Jane Morriso11 
Denise D'Amze 
Arthur Cha11g 

Revere11d Jeff Joh11so11 
Reverend Kay Jorgensen' 
Rabbi Alan Lew · 
Reverend Pen11y Nixon 
Reverend Karen Oliveto 
Father Louis Vitale, ofm 

· The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Jane Morrison and Jennifer Clary. · 

' . 

Stop greedy evictions for condo conversions! 
Vote Yes on NI 

. The true sourcf of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Religious ~ltness with Homeless People. Chris Daly 

Candidate, District 6 Supervisor 

. This measure will prot~ct tenants and conserve affordable 
housiqg. 

Joel Ve11tresca 
Past President, Coalit.ion for San Frnncisco Neighborhoods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. · 

PROTECT YOUR FRIENDS 
Help your friend, help your neighbor, help the store clerk, help 

the waiters and waitresses, help the teachers. Vote Yes to protect 
affordable housing. · 

David Spero 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is David Spero. 

Slop the LOOPHOLE that allows converting our apartments 
into condos. Prevent more of us from being evicted. 
STRENGTHEN RENTER PROTECTIONS. VOTE YES ON N. 

Hank Wilson 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is HankWilson. 

Ted Gul/ickse11 
San Francisco Tenants Union 

The true source of funds used for the.printing fee of this argument 
Is Chris Daly. . 

84 year old Lola McKay died fighting her Ellis Act eviction. 
Her landlord, a ,:eat estate investment company, evicted her and 
all the other tenants so her home could be sold as a condo. 
Proposition N prohibits the evictions of seniors for condo 
conversions. Vote YES. 

Senior Housing Action Col/abomtil'e (SHAC) 
Joe Lacey, Tenants/Seniors/Labor 
Rican/o Leons, President, Planning For Elders in the Central City* 
Tom Drohan, Legal Assistance For The Elderly* 
Califomia legislative Council For Older Americans 
Aroza Simpson, Convener, Gray Panthers* 
*Organization Listed for Identification 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION.N 

Homelessness is increasing and most people becoming home
less are evicted onto the streets. These days, seniors, families and 
working people are finding themselves living in shelters or on 
the streets as they get evicted so realtors can sell their homes as 
condominiums. VOfE YES on Proposition N. 

Coalition 011 Homelessness 
Homes Not Jaiis 

The true source of funds used for ihe printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

We were fortunate enough to become homeowners before real 
estate speculation made home ownership impossible for 90% of 
San Francisco renters. Tenants who can't afford the high cost of 
home ownl!rship need protection from evictions. Prop N will do 
that-vote YES. 

Alexsis Beach 
Rachel Lederman 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. · 

Since 1995, evictions in the Mission have jumped 497%! Most 
are Ellis Act evictions for condo conversions. If we let the real 
estate speculators and the dot-corns continue to invade our 
neighborhood, the Mission will lose its diversity and charncter. 
Stop displacement in the Mission! Vote YES on N. 

Mission Agenda 
St. Peter's Housing Committee 
PODER 
La Raza /11formatio11 Center 
Anamaria Loya, Executive Director, La Raza Centro Legal* 
Renee Saucedo, Attorney, La Raza Centro Legal* 
Eric Quezada 
*Organization listed for Identification 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Working people can no longer afford to live in San Francisco. 
As evictions for condos soat\ we are forced out of the city where 
we grew up and where we work. The real estate speculators are 
stealing our homes and the dot-coms are stealing om· jobs. Vote 
YES on N to stop evictions. 

Kathy Lipscomb, SEIU Local 250 
David Barlow, Treasurer, United Taxicab Workers/CWA Local 9410 
.lames Maddox, President, SF Taxi Permitholders and Drivers 
Association · 

The true source.of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

STOP DISPLACEMENT OF RESIDENTS, BUSINESSES, 
AR'fS, AND NON-PROFITS 

Rampant development and real estate speculation threaten to 
change San Francisco forever. Dot-coms, phony "artist" 
live/work lofts and evictions for condo conversions are displac
ing tenants nil over the City. If we want to save San Frandsco as 
a city liveable and affordable for all, we must stop evictions and 
displacement. Vote YES on N to stop evictions for condos. Vote 
YES on L and NO on K to stop dot-coms from displacing our 
community and end phony live/work lofts. 

Debra i¼-1lker 
Sue Hestor 
Calvin Welch 
Doug Shoemaker 
.loan Holden 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Thousands of people are evicted under the Ellis Act every year. 
Evicted tenants rarely can afford to remain in San Francisco. 
These evictions tear families apart and force seniors into nursing 
home~. Proposition N stops the Ellis evictions. VOTE YES. 

Eviction Defense Collaborative 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions· 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

As we write, twenty mostly elderly tenants are being evicted 
from their homes at 1347 Grant Avenue. The owners say they 
will make a bigger profit by converting and selling off the apart
ments. Proposition N closes the loopholes in the law and protects 
seniors and families. Vote YES, before it is too late. 

Chinatow11 Coalition for Better Ho11si11g 
Kung Wong, Grant Avenue Tenant, Age 83 
. F1111g Young Tom, Grant Avenue Tenant, Age 70 
Kwong Choy, Grunt Avenue Tenant, Age 66 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Prop N will stop evictions of seniors and working families. 
The Democraiic Party says vote YES on N. 

San Francisco Democratic Party 

The true source et funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Tenants Union. 

The condominium conversion law was passed 20 years ago 
when a similar epidemic of condo conversions resulted in the 
evictions of thousands of tenants. The law limits conversions 
(and evictiens), prohibits senior evictions and helps tenants who 
want to buy their own units. Thmugh loophoples, though, apart
ments are being converted without limit, seniors are being evict
ed, and tenants do not get the right to buy their own units. 
Proposition N closes these loopholes. VOTE YES. 

Sup. Tom A111mim10 
Sup. Sue Bierman 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Renters in buildings big and small must stand together Lo light 
rent increases and evictions. Vote YES on Prop H Lo end exces
sive cnpital improvement rent increases and YES on Prop N to 
end evictions due to condo conversions. 

Te11a11ts Net1vork, Park Merced Chapter 
Golden Gateway Tenants Association 
1550 Bay Street Te11ants Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants UniOJ1. 

Our neighborhood is rnpidly gentrifying. Real estate specula
tors are making a killing evicting Noe Valley renters with reck
less disre¥nl'd so Olli' apartments can be sold as condos. Families 
and seniors are being evicted and with rents so steep we are 
unable to afford to remain in our city. Stopping evictions for 
condo conversions will preserve the chamcter of Noe Valley. Vote 
YES on Proposition N. 

Noe Tena ms Association 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

·using the Ellis Act and loopholes in the condominium 
conve,;sion law, opportLinistic real estate investors and some 
lundlords arc evicting thoiasands every year. Pi·op N closes the 
loopholes and tenants will again be prntected from unjust 
evictions. Vote YES. 

Larry Beach Becker, Rent Board Commissioner 
Frederick Hobson, Rent Board Commissioner 
Polly Marshall, Rent Board Commissioner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Too many people are being deprived ol' housing because ol' real 
estate speculation a\1d a proliferntion of dot.corns in the South of 
Market area. 

Jim Berk, Safe-On-Sixth 
Michael Nulty, Tenant Associations Coalition of San Francisco 
Alliance For A Beller District 6 
A11toinette Stad/11u111, Baldwin House 
Dan Marcos, Executive Director, SOMA Employment Center 
Roy Bouse, President, Marlton Manner Tenants Association Inc. 
S11sa11 Bryan, Alliance For A Beller District 6 
Darwin Dean Dias, Board Member, Alexander Tenants 
Association, Inc. 
James Leo D111111, Candidate, 6th District 
.folt11 Nulty, Co-Founder, Manor Advocates 
Dorinda Ouey, Board Member, Alexander Tenants Association, Inc. 
Hank Wilson 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N 

Evictions for condo conversions are displacing our 
lesbian/gay/bisexual/transgender community. Real-estate specu
lators use the Ellis Act and loopholes in the condo-conversion law 
to ~vict many of us, including senior, chronically ill and disabled 
tenants, many with HIV. Prop N stops these evictions. Vote yes. 

Castro Tenants Union 
Tommi Avicolli Mecca 

· Gwenn Craig 
Robert Haaland 
Eileen Hansen 
.Jim Mitulski · 
Criss Romero 
.Jerry. Threet 
Victor Valdivieza 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Carlos Aguilar, Tommi Avicoli Mecca, and Dennis Seely. 

San Fnmcisco is becoming a city just for the wealthy as renters 
with low and moderate incomes arc displaced. If we let these 
evictions continue, we lose the sense of fairness, compassion and 
social justice which makes San Francisco unique. Stop the evic
tions! YES on Prop N. 

National lawyers Guild, SF Chapter 
Equal .Justice USA 
Global Exchange 

The true source of funds used tor the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tenants Union. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions. 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

Prop. N was put on the ballot by full time Anarchists a~d the · 
Anti-Capitalist Left, They would deny tenants the only afford• 
able home ownership option, That is, "Te11a11ts-I11-Commo11" 
ownership. This. is . were a small group of 2-4 buyers come 
together to create a partnership and buy a duplex or triplex, often 
times in buildings that they already reside in .. We should be 
expanding these 1st time, affordable home ownership opportuni
ties. Instead, this measure will condemn tenants to staying as 
tenants for the rest of their natural lives. It's a prison term for 
tenants. 

Ada,i! Spt1rks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Adam Sparks; 

Proposition N is an extreme and drastic measure. It takes away 
the chance for first-iime home buyers to own their own homes in 
San Francisco .• It makes current tenancies-in-common nearly 
impossible to :sell because they cannot be sold with the "exclu
sive occupancy rights" granted to other owners. It reduces 
affordable housing opportunities for single parents and young 
families who want to become homeowners. 

If TICs ore ellminnted, modernte-income tenants wishing 
to become home owners1will be forced to leave the city to find 
affordable homes. 

Proposition N will: 
• Increase evictions under the Ellis Act; 
• Create more shortages of affordable housing; 
• Drive up housing costs throughout the city; 
• Drive up taxes on existing homeowners; 
• Reduce diversity by making San Francisco a city of only the 

rich; · 
• Doom tenants to a lifetime of renting; 
• Deny first-time home-buyers a piece of the American 

Dream; 
• Prevent tenants from achieving the tax benefits of home 

ownership; and . 
• Prevent current TIC owners from ever being able to sell their 

units, 
Proposition N is a bad deal for San Francisco. 
Vote NO on N! 

Kimberlee Stryker 
Co-Chair, Small P1'operty Owners of San Francisco 
Tom Ramm 
Co-Chair, Small ,Property Owners of San Francisco 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
Small Property Owners of San Francisco. 

Tenants-in-Common is THE essential way of holding title for 
gay and lesbian property owners, since holding ·title .as 
Community Property is allowed only for those who are husband 
and wife. Limiting TICs will take away one of the few paths for 
gay and lesbian couples and partners to gain security through the 
purchase of their own homes. Vote NO on NI Preserve home
ownership opportunities for those of us in the gay/lesbian 
community. 

Bruce M. Werti11 
Renter 
Nancy M. Tucker 
Homeowner 
Daniel D. Bartley 
.TIC Owner 
Katie Christ 
TIC Owner 

· Ilse Cordo11i 
TIC Owner 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the above signers. 

The proponents of Proposition N say that they are trying to 
protect tenants. But what about the majority of tenants who want 
to buy a home? The reason TICs are formed is that the price per 
home of a multiple-unit building is Jess than the price of a simi
lar-sized single-family home or a newly-constructed condomini
um. Group buying power creates affordable home ownership 
opportunities that many renters could not afford otherwise. Prop 
N seeks to cut off the chiirice for those of us who want to be able 
to own a home here. Otherwise, we will have to move out of the 
. city to afford a home. Plense save our chance to own a home 
in San Frnncisco, Vote NO on NI · · 

Ira Victor Spivack 
Mission District Resident 
Jeffrey Wilson 
Mission District Tenunt 
Che1yl Riddle 
Tenant 
Bill Berry 
Tenant 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the above signers. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls-on Rental Conversions 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

Tenants make up the majority of first-time home buyers in this 
city. If you ever want to own a home here, don't let this mea• 
sure pass. The Tenants-in-Common form of home ownership 
will work for many people. Approximately 70-80% ofthe peo
ple interested in doing this are able to successfully buy a home 
of.their own. Tenancies-in-Common ARE affordable housing. 
And they are the only avenue for most renters to become home
owners in San Francisco - especially if they don't make high 
incomes. Vote NO on NI 

Paula Fracchia 
Homeowner 
Gina Enriquez 
Homeowner 
James S. Wong 
Homeowner 
Philippe Galy 
Homeowner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers. 

We worked hard and bought our first home as Tenants-in
Common. If Proposition N passes, we are subject to criminal 
penalties if we ever try to sell our home or buy another TIC! 
Now if we want to move to a different home or to another city 
to change jobs, we will lose cve1·ything! Don't let this happen 
to us or-to our City. Vote NO on N. 

Radha S. Kindler 
Mission District TIC Owner 
Daniel W. Bunker 
TIC Owner 
Da11Matso 
TICOw11er 
Sama Meschel 
Homeowner 
Catriona M. Bums 
First Time TIC Owner 
Michael Dixon 
Mission District TIC Owner 
Ken Gardner 
Concerned TIC Owner 
Phyllis A. Chu 
Randall W. Cox 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument is 
the above signers. 

IMMIGRANTS, WORKING FAMILIES, AND YOUNG 
PEOPLE SHOULD HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO OWN 
HOMES TOO! Purchasing a home is part of the American 
Dream. The most affordable type of homeownership is a tenan
cy-in-common (TIC) where a group of renters buy their first 
home together. ELIMINATING TICS WOULD PREVENT 
LOW AND MODERATE INCOME PEOPLE FROM BUYING 
THEIR FIRST HOMES! 

YES, YOU CAN AFFORD TO OWN A HOME IN SAN 
FRANCISCO. TICS are a creative way to help you own a 
home. Additionally, there are a variety of no-down payment 
loans available through FHA Access, Community Reinvestment 
Act Loans and the Mayor's Office on Housing. These loans will 
help many people own for less than they rent ! 

EXPANDING HOMEOWNERSHIP OPPORTUNITIES 
WILL PRESERVE DIVERSITY. AND BENEFIT 
NEIGHBORHOODS. Thousands of DIVERSE San Franciscans 
have become homeowners through the purchase of TIC's. Let's 
not drive thousands more out of the City by squashing one of the 
last options for immigrants and people of moderate incomes to own 
their own homes. · 

WE ARE A DIVERSE GROUP OF WORKING TEN• 
ANTS . .JOIN US IN VOTING NO on this anti-homeownership 
measure. 

Te//ants for flrm1eownership 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Joseph Capko, Cynthia Arnold, and Philip Brady. 

Owning your own home is the American dream. In Sun 
Frnncisco, this dream is gelling harder to achieve. We must do 
everything we can to keep the dream alive for struggling fami
lies. Tenants-in-Common ownership allows· low and middle 
income families a chance to purchase their first home. Help pre
serve this possibility, Keep our young people in San Francisco. 
Yore No on N. 

Peter T. Chin 
Concerned Citizen 
Marlene Tra11 
Concerned Citizen 
laura Taylor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the above signers. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on .'Rental Conversions 
PAID .ARGUMENTS AGAINST. PROPOSITION N 

Vote No onN; 
Prop·N would eliminate the last available opportunity for 

middle-class home owitershlp in San Francisco. Tenancy-in
Common allows people to join together to achieve home owner
ship. This is an option we must not eliminate, Prop N hurts first
time buyers and those who already own TICs. Prop N would 
retroactively change the legal status of TICs - making them 
unsellabie; That ls unfair, 

"Working San Franciscans deserve the opportunity T/Cs pro
vide. Keep the home-ownership option open - vote 110 011 N," 
says G. Rhea Serpan, president & CEO. 

A. Lee Blitch 
Chair, Board of.Directors 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. · 

Prop N ls Bad Housing Policy 
.San Francisco has a housing crisis, and Prop N will not solve 

it. It will simply restrict home ownership opportunities, forcing 
middle class people to remain renters or leave the city. Instead of 
creating more housing or · more affordable housing, Prop N 
makes it harder for people to pooltheir resources to buy a build
ing together through "tenancies in common." 

Today, in San Francisco, just 1/3 of people have been able to 
become home ,owners, as compared with 2/3 of the rest of the 
country. Home ownership is an important life goal for many peo
ple, and San Francisco needs to do more to make it possible. 

Housing· policy should not be determined by fights between 
landlord and tenant lobbyists. Prop N, while attempting to pro
tect vulnerable tenants, is simply continuing an old fight that 
does not represent the interests of most San Franciscans. 

SPUR (San Fra11cisco · Pla1111ing and Urbcm Research 
Associatio11, www.sp111:org) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
,Is the SPUR Urban Issues Committee. 

The three largest contrlbuto'rs to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. Michael Alexander 2. Peter Mezey 3. John Weeden. 

Home ownership is the dream of most Americans; Proposition 
N, if passed, would make that dream virtually impossible for 
many San Franciscans who want to stay here. 

In the City's red,hot housing market, small multi-family build
ings give persons of average means an opportunity to own their 
own homes. By pooling their resources, they can buy what would 
otherwise be out of their reach. Indeed, this was one way immi
grant communities gained access to the housing market. For many 
San ·Franciscans today, it is the only way left to own a home in the 
City they love. Prop. N shuts the door on this opportunity - and in 
the faces of average, hardworking San Franciscans. 

Last time we looked, San Francisco was still part of the United 
Stutes. Don't cut off the American dream here. Don't slam shut 
.the door of opportunity. 

The San Francisco Republican Party urges you to Vote No on 
Prop. N. 

San Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Caspe1; Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate 
12th Congressional District 
Howard Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 
Julie Bell · 
Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolso11, Ph.D 

. Edmond Jew 
Rita O'Hara 
.Tody Smith 
Sue Woods 

Bob lane, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 
Erik Bjom . 
Elsa Cheung· 
Joel Homstein 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Les Payne 
Nick Van-Beek 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

Vote No on N 
In this city, you have to be creative to get a)1ead. Proposition 

N would stop people from pooling their financial resources to 
buy multi-unit buildings and each occupying one of the units. 
Proposition N would force tenants to remain tenants. 

Vote NO on Proposition N. 

joanne,Horneff, A Concerned Tenant 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

.The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote No on N 
If middle class people can't find affordable housing to buy in 

the city, they will look elsewhere. If they leave, we lose and the 
city loses. 

Vote NO on Proposition N. 

Michelle Homeff, San Francisco Tenant 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote NO on N 
Proposition N, ifpassed, will end the dream of homeowner

ship for first time home buyers and middle class San Franciscans 
by eliminating tenancies in common (TICs). 

TICs allow a group of renters to buy the building they ltve in 
. and each to occupy an individual apartment or flat. 

With the high price of housing, this is the only practical means 
for single parents, working people and seniors to own their own 
home, instead of paying rent to a landlord. 

San Francisco should be fostering affordable homeownership 
opportunities, not eliminating them. Homeowners take pride in 
their properties and have a heightened interest in the affairs of 
the neighborhoods in which they have invested. Homeownership 
benefits both neighborhoods and the city. 

In addition, increasing homeownership will generate new 
property tax revenue to make future tax increases less likely and, 
at the same time, provide funds for much needed city programs 
and services. 

Don't destroy the dream of homeownership for working class 
San Franciscans-vote NO on Proposition N. 

San Francisco Homeowners Cou11cil 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide property Management. 

· Arguments printed on this page are t11e opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
· P-205 



, I 
i 
I 

' 

Controls on Rental ·Convers:ions 
PAI_D ARGUMENTS. AGAINST OF PROPO~ITIQN N 
VoteNoonN 

Proposition N, if passed, will prevent moderate income San. 
Franciscans from owning their own homes. With the cost of 
homeownership steadily increasing, the only hope many San 
Franciscans have to purchase a home of their own is to purchase 
a· tenancy in common (TIC). This hope Will be shattered if 
Proposition N is passed. · 

TICs have become popular because they are easier for two 01· 

more people to buy than single family homes. 
Under Proposition N, the owner of a TIC will be forbidden 

from occupying his/her home until the property is selected in a 
city lottery which will be limited to 200 homes a year. 
Therefore, under Proposition N, whenever people buy a TIC they 
will hav~ to wait--;-perhaps indefinitely-for their homes to be 
selected in the lottery before they can move in. What is cul'J'ent
ly a gateway to homeownership for first time buyers will be lpst 
if Proposition N is passed. 

San Francisco should be fostering affordable homeownership 
opportunities, not eliminating them. Homeowners take pride in 

. their properties and have u heightened interest in the affairs of the 
communities in which they have invested. Homeownership ben
efits both neighborhoods and the city us a whole. Proposition N 
would take affordable homeownership opportunities away from 
moderate income San Franciscans. 

Vote NO on Proposition N. 

James R. Sutton 

The true source of funds used for the ~rlntlng fee of this argument 
Is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Vote No on N 
Tenancies in common are the only way low- and moderate

income San Franciscans can own their own homes. 
Vote No on Proposition N 

Elizabeth H1111ter, Tenant 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

VoteNOonN 
For many working class San Franciscans; the dream of home

ownership can only be realized · if they pc:iol their financial 
. resources and buy a small muld-unit building with others. As 
tenants in common each can iive in a separate unit and enjoy the 
security that homeownership provides. That dream will be 

. destroyed if Proposition N is passed. · 
Purchasing a building a~ tenants in common is the only way 

many San Franciscans cart afford to buy a home of theil· own. By 
el~minating this possibility, we will restrict homeownership to 
only the wealthy. Allowing buildings tci be purchased as tenan
cies in common is essential to ensuring that home ownership will 
be available to members of the diverse populations that make San 
Francisco unique. 

Vote NO on Proposition N. 

John Yen Wong 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

·Vote NO on N 
Proposition N says you have to get the city's permission to buy 

a two-unit building with a friend if each of you plan to live in one 
of the units; even if the units are already vacant. Isn't that taking 
govemment regulation too far? 

Vote NO on Proposition N. 

Tim Carrico 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Coalition to Preserve Affordable Housing. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Warrington Apartments 2. Bay West Property 
Management 3. Citywide Property Management. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked tor accuracy by any official agency. 
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Controls on Rental Conversions 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION N 

Although our business is providing rental housing we believe 
that good urban housing policy includes· a strong home owner
ship component. This initiative r!')stricts ownership opportuni
ties .. Since 1994, numerous restrictions have been placed on 
prospective homeowners wanting to convert rental units into 
home-ownership units in San Francisco With the strengthening 
of these laws it has become extraordinarily difficult for anyone 
to purchase and live in a multi-unit building in San Francisco. 
Proposition N will make it impossible for any tenant to convert 
their rental unit into, an owner unit. If Proposition N passes there 
will be no home ownership opportunities left for middle-class 
people in San Francisco. 

VOO'ENOonN 

San Francisco Apartment Association 

The true source of funds. used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Apartment Association PAC. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Neveo Mosser 2. Foxfire Management 3. Golden 
Gateway. 

Atte11tio11: All Wo11ld-be Homeow11ers ! 
Proponents of Proposition N want to take away ·our most 

affordable remaining home ownership opportunity in San 
Francisco! ' 

The proposed ordinance is a cleverly disguised rout around 
state law - the Ellis Act, which gives property owners the right to 
go out of the rental housing business. When removed from the 
rental market, housing may then only be occupied by OWNERS. 
In today's housing market, this means that an individual may buy 
a percentage interest in a building, with the right to occupy a par
. ticular flat or apartment, as a "tenant-in-common" (TIC). For 
hundreds of San Franciscans in recent years, primarily tenants, 
this has been the only affordable route to.home ownership. 

This ordinance seeks to prohibit this type of ownership by: 
- prohibiting the "exclusive right to occupy" their own apart

ment or tlat. 
- preventing TIC owners from ever being able to convert their 

units to condominiums (a much less cumbersome form of 
ownership) 

- making permanent the 200 unit per year limit on condo con
versions (which wm~ set to expire this year) 
containing a "poison pill" provision saying if a court should 
invalidate the ordinance, NO condominium conversions 
could take place EVER. 

This is an ordinance that claims to "protect termnts." Don't the 
tenant lobbyists understand that many_ San Francisco tenants 
want to become homeowners? And for many, this type of own
ership is the last chance to own anything in San Francisco? 

Vote No on Prop. N. 

Citizens for a Better San Frmi'cisco 
Edward Poole, Chair 
.Tim Gil/era11 
George Pfau 
Doug Robbins 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Citizens for a Better San Francisco. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITI.ON N 

AMENDING PART 11, CHAPTER xm OF 
THE,SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE 
(SUBDIVISION CODE) 

Note: Additions ure underlined; 
deletions m·e.s1r111,lt.811t . . 

Be it ordained by the people of the City and 
County of Sun Frm1cisco: 

S_ection I. . Part 11, Chaptel' XIII of the 
Municipal Code (Subdivision Code) Articles I, 
2, 3, 7 and 9 nre hereby amended by amending 
Sections 1302, 13()4, 1308, 1359, and 1396 and 
by adding 1316 to read as follows: 

SEC. 1302. PURPOSES 
(u) This Code is enacted to establish procedul'es 
and requirements for the control and approval 
of subdivision developmeqt witl,1in the City m~d 
County of Sun Francisco in accordunce with 
SMA. . 

nonpurchusing tenants who may be requil'ecl to 
relocate, by providing for prncedul'es for notif1-
cution und .udequate time and nssistunce for 
relocation, and providing for the reimburse
ment of costs resulting from such relocution. 
f41 ilil To prevent the displucement of elderly 
and disabled tenants by ussuring them of 
extended lenses to remain in their units subse
que111 io conversion, 

• ~ ill To assure thut purchusers' of converted 
housing huve been prnperly informed us to the 
physical condition of the strncture which is 
offered for purclmse. 
~ 1lil To'prevent the effective loss of the City's 
low or moderate income housing stock by 
requiring sules price limitations on those units 
proposed for .conversion which are found to be 
part of the low m· modernte income h<'llising 
stock. 
~ 12l To expand the· supply of the City's low 
or moderute income housing stock by provision 
of u minimum of 10 pe1·cent low m· modernte 

(b) This Code is enncted to encournge und 
ensure the development of subdivisions consis- . 
tent with the objectives of the Sun Fruncisco · 
Muster Pinn. • 

income housing units in any condominium sub
division, or by construction of mt equivulent 
number of such units elsewhere, or by in-lieu 
payments into u City housing development 
fund .• (c) Recognizing 111111, &;)' 1l1ei• the unique char

ucter und impuct on the City's population und 
housing stock; ilf condominium, comm1mity 
npnrtment. and stock coopemtjye conversion 
subdivisions tlif'ler !teem t!lhe11 Htt!JtlhiiHitJHH, 
implementution of Subsections (u) und (b) of 
this Section requires the adoption of special 
requirements for conversions, the purposes of 
which are: 
c I l To rednce the iuun1ct on non12111·chosinc ten
;mts hy Umitilu: the nuniher of evictions of.&w 
Frnncjsco renunts. for the purposes of conver1-
io.t: rentnl units into condominhuns. communi• 
ty npurtments or stock coo11ero1ives, 
C2l To preserve the socio-economic chnructer 
nncl djversily of Son Fmncjsco ond its neicb· 
horhoods by UmHinc the number of condo
minium. communjty 1112111wieut or stock coop
erative conversions so as to preserve o stock of 
re111ol housinc whjch is nffordahle to seniors, 
fmni)ies and tennnts of modernte · mvt low 
income levels, 
ft? ill To preserve u rensonubte bulunce of 

· ownership uncl rentul housing within the City 
and County of Slln Frnncisco by providing, for 
un unnuul limitation on the number of units 
which mlly be converted lo condominiums, 
comnmnitx apnrtmen(s, and stock coop~ 
in any yem-. 
~ ill To promote the meaningful expansion of 
homeownership opportunities for existing ten
ants and to prevent the displacement of existing, 
te1mnts by requiring a high degree of tenant 
intent to purchase their rental units as a condi
tion of approvul. 
~ £5.} To reduce the impact or conversions on 
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.<ill Ownership Interests in multi-unit build
incs coupled with ilD exclusive l'icbt of occu
pancy noLspedfied iu the deed jj]'e similar to 
·condrnuiniums nod conununity apartments one! 
have the some impact on population and hons
inc stock, ;uut raise sicnificunt consumer 11ro
tec1iou issues recardh1c the djsc!nsure of the 
exdusjye rjidJt of occupancy, Fnr these reusons 
und for 1be foresoinc reasons in subsections I 
1hrouch CJ, 1he City finds thnt ownership inter
ests in muhi-unil hujldincs co1miect with an 
exdusive rishl of occupancy (hat is not speci
fied jn the deed are not in the hest interest of 1be 

· public health, safety ;md welfare. 

SEC. 1304. ENFORCEMENT. 
(u) It is unlawful for any person, firm, corpo

ration, partnership or association to offer to sell 
or lease, contrnct lo sell or lease, or sell or lease 
any subdivision or any part thereof until a Final 
Map or a Parcel Map thereof, in full compli
ance with the prnvisions of this Code and 
SMA, has been duly recorded in the oflice of 
the Recorder. 

(b) All departments, olfa:iats and publk: 
employees of the City, ve.~ted with the duty or 
authority to approve or issue permits, shall con
form to the provisions or this Code and shall 
neither approve nor issue any permit or license 
for use, construction, or purpose in conllict 
with the provisions of this Code. Any such per
mit m; license issued in conrticl with the provi
sions of this Code shall be null and void. 

(c) Any subdivider, agent of a subdivider, 

successor in interest of II subdivider, te1111nt, 
purchuser, buildei·, contructor or other person 
who violutes 1111y of the provisions of this Code 
or uny conditions imposed pursuant to this 
Code, or who knowingly submits. incorrect 
infor11111tion to endeuvm· to1misleud or misdirect 
~fforts by agencies of the City und County" of 
Sun Fmncisco in the udministrntion of this 
.Code, slmll be deemed guilty of II misdemeunm· 
nnd upon conviction thereof shall be fined in nn 
amount not exceeding $2,000 or be imprisoned 
for u period not exceeding six months or be 
both so fined und i111pl'isoned. Each duy ,such 
violution is committed m· permitted to continue 
slmll constitute a sepurute offe11se and shall be 
·punishable us such hereund~r. 

(d)The Director of Public Works shull hnve 
the uuthodty to enforce this Code against viola
tions thereof by any of the following actions: 

( I )The Director muy serve notice requiring 
the cessation or correction of any uction in vio
lution of this Code upon the subdivider, agent 
of the subdivider, successor in interest cif the 
subdivider, tenunt.,purchuser, builder, contruc• 
tor or other person who commits or assists in 
such violation; 

(2) The Director may call upon. the City 
Attorney to muintain 1111 action for injunction to 
restrain or abatement to cause the correction of 
any such violution, ln any such action a civil 
penalty of 1eu thousand dollars for each unit 
sold in violiuion of this Code shall be assessed 
ncainsl any seller, or nny d11ly amhot'jzed ai.:ent 
\!prcscmiuc the seller, who knowinclY violutes 
the proyjsjons of this Code: and 

. (3) The Director may call upon the District 
Attorney to institute criminal proceedings in 
enforcement of this Code against any such vio
lation. 

(e) The current or former tenunt or tenunts of 
the property proposed fm conversion may insti• 
lute a civil proceeding for injunctive relief, 
money dllmages of not less tlum three times 
actual damages, und whatever other relief the 
Court deems appropriate. The prevailing, party 
~hall be entitled to reiisonable allomey's fees 
und costs pursuant to order of the Court. The 
remedy available under this subsection shall be 
in addition 10 any other existing remedies 
which may be available to the tenant or tenants. 

(fl A11y resident of the City of San Fruncisco 
max hrini.: ;m action ;;cekirw nwnetary damni;cs 
illli!Lru:Jui1mc1ive relief IQ rcs1rain or eninin ;rny 
yjolation \lf this Subcljyision Code, 

Cul In an action hrnui.:h1 under this section, 
the cnurt shall award reasonable auorncy's fee;; 
!!J.lllli_prcvai1i11c plaintiff, itwluditm the City. 

(hlThc remedies provided hy this s,;ction 
shall be in addition to any other remedies pro
yiclecl hy law. 
SEC. 1308. SUBDIVISIONS. 

(a) "Common areas" shall mean an entire 



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION N (CONTINUED) 

project excepting all units thel'ein granted 01, 

reserved. · 
(b) "Community Apartments" shall mean 

an estate in real property consisting of un undi
vided interest in common in a parcel of real 

. property and the improvements thereon cou
pled wiih the right of exclusive occupancy, ill! 
specjfied in Sectjon l '.I l 6 Col, of any apartment 
located therein. 

(c) "Condominium" shnll mean an estate in 
real property consisting of 1111 undivided interest 
in common in a portion of a parcel of real prop
e1ty together with II sepamte interest in space in 
11 residentinl, industriul, ol' commercial building 
on such real property, such as an apurunent, 
office, or store. A Condominium may include 
in addition a separate interest in other portions 
of such real property. Such estate may, with 
respect to the dumtion of its enjoyment, be 
either ( I) an .estate of inheritance 01· perpetual 
estate, (2) an estute for life, or (3) 1,1nd estate fol' 
years, such as a leusehold or subleasehold. This 
definition is intended to conform to Section 783 
of the California Civil Code and any other sec
tion of Culifornia luw. 

(d) "Conversion" shall mean a subdivision 
which chungcs the .type of ownership of real 
property to that defined as a Condominium prn
ject, Community Apartment project or Stock 
Cooperntive and in which two or more condo
miniums, community upartments or units in a 
stock cooperntive are newly created wholly or 
in substantial part within an existing structure 
01· .s_trnctures, regardless of the present or prior 
use of such structures and of whether substan
tial improvements have been made to such 
structures. 

( e) "Project" shull mean the entire parcel or 
reul pl'operty divided m· to be divided in any of 
the methods defined as a subdivision. 

(f) "Stock Cooperative" shall mean a cor
pomtion formed or avuiled of primarily for the 
purpose of holding title to, either in fee simple 
or for n term of yeal's, improved l'eal prnperty, 
if all or substuntinlly all of the shareholders of 
such corporntion receive a right of exclusive 
occup1111cy. as_jpecified in Section 1316 {al. in 
11 portion of the ieal property, title to which is 
held by the corporation, which right of occu
pancy is trunsl'erable only concurrently with the 
transfe1· of the shure 01· shares of stock in the 
corporntion held by the person having such 
right of occupuncy. 

(g) "Subdivider" shall mean a person, lirm, 
COl'porntion, partnership or associalion who 
prnposes to divide, divides or causes lo be 
divided real property into a subdivision for 
himself or for others. City agencies, including 
the San Frnncisco Redevelopmcnl Agency, arc 
exempted from this definition. 

(h) "Subdivision" shall mean the division of 
,111y improved or unimproved land, shown on 
the latest equalized County us,sessment roll as a 

unit or 11s contiguous units, for the purpose of 
sale, lease ol' fimincing, whether immediate ol' 
future. Property slmll be considered us contigu
ous units even if it is separated by l'ouds, streets, 
utility easements OI' rnilroud rights-ot~wuy. This 
definition shi1II specificnlly but not exclusively 
include Condominiums, Community Apart• 
ments, Stock Cooperatives nnd Conversions. 

(i) "Unit" shall mean the elements of II pro
ject which ure to be owned individually-tttttHtet, 
ht l!OHHttBn with the ov, ne111t of 01h01 elenteHtM 

8fihe ~1~~1 or to he exclusjyely occupjed hy 
an.owner of record of the pmperty, or a shnre
h0Jder of the owner of record of 1he property, 

(j) "Tenant", for 11un1oses of the Snn 
Francisco Subdjvjsjon Code, shnll mean II per
son or persons 1:ntitled under n leuse, rental 
ugl'eement or other agreement with the owrua: 
of record of the property 8Wll6I' 01· his or hel' 
agent to occupy u dwelling unit to the exclusion 
of othel'S, exce11J thnt a "Tenant" cannot he nn 
owner of record of the properly O(' ii shnrehokl
CI' of the owner of record. For purposes of this 
definition, "Tenant" slrnll iJ.W! meun 
"Subtenant" us defined in Section l 308(k) 
whel'e the subtenant occupies und resides in the 
unit in agreement with and to the exclusion of 
the tenant and with the consent of the owner. 

(k) "Subtenant" shall mean a person or per
sons whose l'ights to occupy a dwelling are 
derived from the tenant rather than from the 
property owncl' or his or her agent. 

(I) "Low-Income Housing Stock" shall 
mean those rental dwelling units in buildings 
being prnposed for conversion for which the 
rent, at the time the application fol' conversion 
is tiled, does not exceed 25 percent of the grnss 
monthly income of a low-income household as 
defined in Section l309(e). For pmposes of 
applying this Section and Section l309(e), a 
s1udio apurtment shall be deemed to be a one
person household, a one-bedroom apartment 
shall be deemed to be a two-person household, 
a two-bedroom apartment shall be deemed to 
be a three-person household, and a three-bed
l'OOlll apartment shall be deemed to be a four
person household. 

(111) "Modernte-tncome Housing Stock" 
shall mean those rental dwelling units in build
ings being proposed for condominium conver
sion, the renwl for which at the time of filing 
the application fol' conversion exceeds the 
amount whid1 would cause the unit to be 
delincd us low-income housing slock pul'suant 
to Section 1308(1), bul docs nol exceed 25 per
cent of lhc gross monthly income of a model'
ate-incomc household as delined in Section 
1309( f). I 11 relaling the size of 1he unit 10 house
hold size, lhe same relalionships sci forth for 
low-income housing shall apply.' 

SEC, IJ I 61 Rccorda1i1111 of Exclusive Ri1iht or 
Occupancy, 

!ol Except os provided in Subsections <bl, 
(c} ond £ell, nn owner of un undivided i111sm,s1 in 
common, or n shnreho)der of the owner of 
record, in rno1 property contnining Jwo or more 

· units sholl not hove the right 10 exclusively 
occupy nny unit on the property except pur
sunm ro on npproved condomjnhnn, communi• 
ty 011artmem or stock coopernrjye suhdjvjsjon. 
Except ns provjded in Subsections lb}, lcl nod 
Cdl, any eight to exclusively occupy o unit on 
nny 11ropeay must be spccjfied in the deed of 
the owner who hos the right of exclusive ru;cu
~ 

!bl Section 1316£ol ond Article 9 sboll not 
n~,ply if n building contains only two ulJils.Julii 
both units hove been owner-occupied for nt 
least one yenr 111'i0 r to the effective dote of this 
iuitiotive ordjn;mce, 

.M Section 1 :l 1601} shnll not 011ply to an 
owner of record in a bujldin'1 contnjnjng two to 
six units in which nH unjts hecnme owner occn
pjed before the effective dnrc of this ioitimive 
ordinance nod who, on 1be effective dote of this 
initiative orctinnnce, hns n rjght of exc)usjve 
occupancy of n unit in the buildini: which is not 
specified io tbe deed, Snicl owner of record 
mny file nn onulicmjon for convernioo subject 
to Artjcle 9 bm not subject t0 the tennnt intent 
to purchase re,mircnu~nts of Section I 388, 

!.dl Si;ct ion I 3 l 6fnl slmH not npply to no 
owner of record inn huildhu: containing two to 
six units in which some, hut not nu, unjts 
hecume owner occupied hefore the effectjye 
date of this iuitiotive ordjnunce onct who, on the 
effective elate of this initintive ordjnnnce, hns o 
rhlbl of excJusjve occupnncy of a unit in the 
huilclh1i: which is nru s11eciO!;d in the deed, Snid 
owner of record may file Ill) npplicntjon for con
version subject toArtkle 9, 

W This section shnU ripply to all trnnsfcri, 
of imerc;srn in rent 11roperty nfler the effective 
clnte of this Ordinance, . 

ill For purposes of !his Section 1'.116, n 
right of c,;c!usive occu11m1cy shnll not exist if 
an owner or an unctjyjderl in1erest in common, 
or a slmreholder of (he owner of record, in renl 
pro11er1y occupies a uni! on Jhe propeny und no 
oJher owner of nn uncHvided interest in com• 
mon. or a slmreholcler of the owner of record, 
£ID:llpies a separaJe unh on the property or if 
every owner of an undiyided jnJerest in com
mon. or a shnreholder of the owner of record, of 
!fil .. 11rnp~rty who occupies II uni! on the Pl'Pl2Ct: 
!Y is related to cnch other as i:rnndpnrents. Pill': 
ents. brothers. sisters, children, gnm<khildren 
or spouses or are re/;!iSJerecl j\S DomesJjc 
Partners pursuant IQ San Francisco 
Aclministrntive Cmlc 62, 1-62,8. 
SEC. 1359. PARCEL MAP. 

(a) The rcquircmen1s or Subsection (c) of 
Section 1356 of this Code .~hall apply to Parcel 
Maps. 

(b) The Parcel Mup ~hull conform to the 

P-209 



LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION N (fONTINUED)· 

requirements of Chapter. 2; Article 3 of SMA 
and Jo the Subdiyision Regulations regarding 
detailed format and contents: 

(c) In the case of Conversions where a 
Tentative.Map is qot required, the requirements 
of Sections 13 I 4 and . the requirc:-.ments of 
A"ichi 9 on Conversions shall apply, provided 
thai-hearings us provided in Sections 1313 lind 
1332 shall not be required, and the IO-percent 
low and moderate income occupancy lis provid
ed in Section 1341 shall not be requiredl"'tllMi 
pre titletl hrther that the .\Miele 11h111l 11el. be . 
11pplied le lwe 111111 h11ildill!!I .vhere helh 1111118 
IIN 81n Hl!f 8Bllllpietl fer 8Htl, ) tlllF prier 18 lhll 
llflfllit111li8R fer Cen,1eF8i811, The Director of 
Planning, however, shall make the determination 
pursuant to Section 1385 concerning preserva• 
tion of low and moderate income housing, 

SEC. 1396. ANNUAL CONVERSION LIMI~ 
TATION. This Section governing annunl limi
tation shnll apply only to conversion of residen• 
tial units. 

Applicaiions for conversion of· residential 
units, whether vacant or· occupied, shall not be 
accepted by the Department of Public Works 
d11ri111,l lhf! j,erietl et· J11111111i, I, 1994 lhr&lll,lh 
9t1ee111her 31, z!QQQ, i11el11si~1e, except that a 
maximum of 200 units, 11s select~d ye11rly by 
lottery by the Department of Public Works 
from nil eligible 11pplic11nts, may be approve~ 
for conversion per year d11ri111!l the 11f8reme11 
1ie11ed perietl fer. the fellewi11! e11le!erieo of 
l11iiltli111,lSI E11~ h11ildiHgs for hujldjni:s consisting 
of fftltf Jil3 units or less in which one of the 
units has been occupied continuously by one of 
the applicant owners pf record for three ye11rs . 
prior to the dnte of registr11tion for the lottery IIS 

selected by the Director, 

~ 811ildh1gu eo11uiulilll!l of sill 1111i1s or leas· 
ht whioh SQ pereent · e11 1110,e or· the 11nite htWe 
heeu eel!llpied eeHli1111e11sly hy ll1e 1tpplie1111t 
011.1ne1•s et' feoortl F81 tlu ee ye1111s prier to the 
tl1tltl el' rol,liUIP1tlie11 for 1110 lellor) 11s seleeted h)' 
tha, Qi11e~t01 I or 
~ Co1111111111il)' 11p11r1111e111u 11s del111ed ht 

Seelie11 1398 et' lhis Gode, whieh, oil or.before 
E>eeember 31, 1982, mel the e1 i1011i11 fo11 eom 
lllllllil)1 ll(llll'lllllllllll .ill Soi,tiOll 1398 of lhi11 Gelle 
1111tl ~,1hiel1 were 1111p1 e, ecl 11s II subdi ti11io11 by 
lhe Qi,1111111111e111 ef Publiv '.\l'e1'1111 Oil 011 bi,fo1"0 
91mm1bi,11 31, 198:i!, 1111tl whe11e 75 (lt!l'llOHI ef 
tl1tl. 1i11i111 l111\1e boon eei,upied eolltil111et111I) 1!)1 

tho 111111lii,1i111 el\'1le1111 el' 11etlortl fe11 lhl'Oll )lllll'B 

(lt1i81'-l8 lhe-thtle of 11egiilll'ltlioll H!I' lhe lellOI)' 118 
neli,i,tod II)• the E>h1ei,to11, 

:J'hi, l!Olt\ e1111io11 el' tt Bloi,lt eee11e11uliHl 11s 
llelinotl in See1im1 1308 ef lhi11 Cetle le eolltlo 
miniums 1d11tll lrn e11e111p1 H1e111 the 1t1111u1tl limi 
l11tiB11 imposed OIi the 11tt1111!B1•ef 001We1111i1111B in 
this Selllien 1111tl frt-1111 the 11ettttii1tlllltllll IB lltl 
Btlhleletl II) IBllel')' whe11e +5 1ie11ee111 ef the u11it11 
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hllrle het1H 011e11pied 11e111imiti1111l)1 lly the llJ!pli 
eli111 o~,iHoF8 ef reeerd for three )'llllF!I pitier le· 
lhe tlale of fB!islralieH far lhe lellery 118 sele111 
ed hy lhe 9ireelor. 

No application for conversion of a residenti11I 
building . submitted by II registrant shall be 
approved by the Department of Public Works to 
fill the unused portion of the ·200-unit annual 
liinitation for the previous year, 

Section 2, Seyernbjljty of This IoltioJive 
Qi:diontice. Except os pmvjded io section' 3 of 
this ioithitjye ocdiouncei · 

!Bl If any Article, Sectjon, suhsectjon, pnrn
srnph. sentence, clnuse or phruse of this ioitio· 
Jive ordjnnnce, or ouy part thereof, is for ony 
reason held 10 he unconsfituti0ou1 or iovolid or 
ineffective ey iin.v ·court of competent jurisdic
tion, or other competent ui:emcy, such decisions 
shon not nffect the volidjty or effectiveness of 
the cemoioiog por1jons of this Code or ooy part 
thereof. The people of the City oocJ County-of 
Son Fmncjsco hereby declnre thnt it would hnye 
pnssed euch Artjcte; Section, subsection, porn
i:mph, sentence, cluuse or nbmse thereof, irce
:ipectjye of the fact thnt oily one or more 
Articles, Sec1jons, subsectjons, porni:mphs, 
sentences, clauses or phrnses he declared 
uncons1jtutjoool or iuvolid or ineffective, 

!bl If the appljcntjon of ,my provisions or 
proyjsjcins of this Code to ony person, property 
or circumstances isfound to be unconstitution
ol vc iovolid or ineffective in whole or iii pnrt by 
· ooy court of competent jurjsdjctioo, or other · 
competent oi:eoccy, 1he effect of such decision 
shall he Hmjted to the person, 1,1roi;ien.v or cir
cumstances immediately iovo1ved in the con
troversy nnd the npplicntjon of nny such pmvi
sjoos to other persons, pmpertjes nnd cjrcum
stnnces shnH not he nffected. 

!c.l This Section shnH 011111y to this Code ns 
it now exi~ts oud us ii mny exist in the future, 
inc)udinc oil modificntions thereof nnd nddj
tjons ond mnendments thereto, 

Section 3, A primnry intent of this ioiliotive 
ordinnnce is to reculnte and 1huit condomini
um-type owncrshh1 structures wherein 1m inter
est in ownershii;> of reol property is cm111lecl 
with the rii:ht to exclusjyely occupy o unit of 
the pro11erty,• Notwithstnndh11,1 Section 2 of this 
iniliotive oriUnnnce or ,Section· 1 :io:5 of the 
Suhdivision Code, if Section 1316 of this ini
tintive 6rdinnnce is overturned in a final judc
ment by o cour1 of competent jurisdiction, or 
other competent ocency, then the Director sholl 
not thercnfier npprnve nnv nppHcntions for con
version ns s11ccified in Section I :lCJ6, 
Section 4, This iaitiotive orcHnnnce shun take 
effes;t on ,Inly• JO. 2000. 



Public Campaign Finance 
PROPOSITION 0 

. Shall the City provide publlc financing to candidates for the Board of Supervisors, 
llmlt contributions to Independent committees, and llmlt the overall amount ~ per
son or group may contribute to all City candidates and poiltlcal committees? 

YES •. 

NO -

.. .. 
Digest 

by Ballot Simplification Committee , r 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: City campaign law limits contributions for any run-off election. 
made directly to candidates for City office and to committees Proposition O would establish new contribution limits. 
that support or oppose candidates. The limits are $500 for The measure would limit the total amount any person or 
the general election and $250 for a run-off election. group could contribute • to all candidates - to $500 multi
Current City law does not: plied by the number of offices to be filled in the general 

* provide public money for election campaigns, 
* limit the total amount any person or group 

contribute to all candidates and committees, or 

election, and $250 times the number of offices contested In 
any run-off election. A person or group would be limited to 

may an additional $500 contribution per political committee, 
with an overall cap of $3,000 to all political committees per 
calendar year. * limit the amount of money a candidate may loan to his 

or her campaign. 

The City's campaign law may be amended only by the 
voters. This law is enforced by the Ethics Commission, the 
City Attorney and the District Attorney. · 

THE PROPOSAL: 
Proposition O would provide public campaign financing 

to candidates for the Board of Supervisors who raise 
$7,500 in private contributions, meet certain eligibility crite
ria, and agree to limit their campaign spending to $75,000 
in the general election and $20,000 in any run-off election. 
Publicly financed candidates would be released from the 
spending limits If an opponent or independent committee 
exceeded these limits. Eligible candidates could receive 
up to $43,750 for the general election, and up to $17,000 

Controller's Statement on "O" 

Proposition O also would limit to $15,000 the amount a · 
candidate for the Board of Supervisors could loan his or 
her campaign. 

In addition, Proposition O would allow the Board of 
Supervisors to amend the City's campaign law, subject to 
certain conditions. This measure also would permit any 
voter to file a lawsuit to.enforce the campaign law. 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to 
provide public financing to candidates for the Board of 
Supervisors and to limit the overall amount a person or 
group may contribute to all City candidates and political · 
committees. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
make these changes to the City's campaign law. 

How "O" Got on the Ballot 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow- On June 26, 2000 the Ethics Commission voted 4-0 to 

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition 0: place Proposition O on the ballot pursuant to Charter 
section 15.102. 

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my 
opinion, It would· result in costs of up to $1.6 million 
annually for direct contributions to eligible Board of 
Supervisor candidates, as well as administration and audit
ing of the program. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P•219 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 P-211 
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Pu.blic Campaign Finance 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

The Ethics Commission proposes campaign finance reforms to the general election and tip to $250 per candidate for a runoff 
encourage candidates to limit their spending, decrease the time election. Currently, there ts no limit on the total amount a donor 
candidates spend raising money, increase the opportunity for may contribute to all candidates. The Ethics Commission 
candidates to run for office, and ensure the integrity of the pl'Oposes an overall limit on the amount a donor may contribute, 
electoral process. · · to all candidates, of $500 times the number of offices voted on in 

Proposition O · would offer partial public financing as an the general election, and $250 times the number of otlices voted 
incentive to candidates for the Board of Supervisors to limit their· on in the runoff election. 
spending. The program's annual cost would not exceed $2 per Currently, there is no limit on contributions to independent 
resident. Candidates would qualify by raising $7,500 in private committees. To reduce the influence of large cont1·ibutions on 
contributions, meeting certain eligibility criteria, and agreeing to elected officials, the Ethics Commission proposes a limit of $500 
limit campaign spending to $75,000 in the general election and . 011 the amount a person or entity may contribute to each · 
$20,000 in the runoff election. Candidates could receive up to independent committee and an overall limit of $3,000 per year on 
$43,750 for the general election, and up to $17,000 for a runoff the amount a donor may contribute to all such committees. 
election .. Candidates would be released from their agreement to Contributions to ballot measure committees would not be limited. 
limit campaign speitding if spending by their opponents or 
independent committees exceeded certain amounts. 

Cu_rrently, a donor may contribute up to $500 per candidate for 
San Francisco Et/tics Commission 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 
Proposition O· will use an estimated .$2. 7 million to 

$5 million of San Francisco taxpayers' money to pay for 
political. campaigns. · 

Prop O creates a city subsidy program for political campaigns 
at a time when the City is struggling to keep the General Hospital 
Pharmacy open and fully fund AIDS services. 

The other components of the measure - limitations on 
contributions to political committees - either already exist in 
city 'law, or have been strnck down by the federal courts as 
limitations on free speech. 

Despite u l 0- 1 vote by the Board of Supervisors rejecting the 
phony campaign finance reform proposals colllained in Prop 0, 

an lilt-elected commission comprised of political appointees 
moved to put it on the ballot. 

Please send 'the City a message that your tax dollars should be 
spent on healthcare, housing and infrastructure, not political· 
campaigns. 

Vote No on Prop 0. 

Supervisor Bar/Jara Km1fi1u111 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 0 
Noon Prop 0: 

It Uses San Franciscans' Tux Money to Finance Political 
Cumpulgns 

Earlier this yeiir, the Board of Supervisors voted against a fake 
campaign finance reform proposal that would have allowed 
candidates for the Board of Supervisors to use City tax money to 
finance their campaigns. 

The architects of this proposal went around the Board of 
Supervisors and got a commission comprised of political 
appointees to put it on the ballot as Proposition O .. 

Send the so-culled reformers n clenr message: NO TAX 
MONEY FOR POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS 

Vote No on Proposition O. 

Supervisor Barbara Ka11f111a11, San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 0 
The San Francisco Charter mandates that the Ethics 

Commission review the City's campaign laws and recommend 
improvements. The Charter authorizes the Commission to 

, propose these changes directly to the voters. 
The Commis~ion's proposal, Proposition 0, would provide 

public financing to candidates for the Board of Supervisors. 
Candidates who agree to limit their campaign spending would be 
entitled to receive partial public funding of their campaigns. 
Public financing has worked well in Los Angeles, Tucson and 
other cities. The annual cost for this program would be limited 
to $2 per resident, a tiny fraction of the City's total budget. 

Proposition O would also strengthen limits on campaign · 
co11tributions and reduce potential opportunities for contributors 
to influence elected officials. 

Proposition O would also strengthen campaign reporting and 
disclosure requirements, so thut before election day voters have 
access to inforination about where political commillees get their 
money, 

The voters created the live-member Ethics Commission to be 
independent of any particular political interest -- the Mayor, 
Board of Supervisors, City Attorney, District Attorney and 
Controller each appoint one member of the Ethics Commission. 

Sa11 Fm11cisco Ethics Co111111issio11 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Public Cam,paig_n Finance 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

$2 dollars per person per year is II small price to pay for an 
electoral reform that loosens the grip of wealthy co11tributors on 
Sari Francisco elections and begins to retum government to the 
voters. We advocate full public financing, but support Prop O as 
an important first step. 

SF Alliance fo_r Democracy and the Gray Panthers 

The true source of funds used for the printing.tee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Alliance for Democracy and the Gray Panthers. 

Vote "YES" on Prop O because it will reduce ttie influence of 
soft money in city politics. Soft money (also known as indepen
dent expenditures) is flooding and overwhelming San Francisco. 
$2.6 million in soft money was spent in last year's election. 

As Supreme Court Justice David Souter said in the majority 
opinion upholding limits ori contributions (Nixon v .. Shrink 
Missouri), "Democracy only works if people have faith in those 
who govern" not if voters believe that "large donors call the tune." 

. Sa11 Francisco Common Cause Board 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Common Cause Board. 

Government of, by, and for the people--free from the wealthy 
e_conomic elite-can only exist with public financing of elections. 

Joel Vemresca 
Sun Francisco Environmenti1I Commissioner ( 1994~97) 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. . · · 

Democratization spreads around the world, but withers here. 
Those with money to buy elections are tireless in defending their 
right to do so. We must be equally persistent in asserting our 
right to fair elections. YES ON "O"! 

Bema/ Heights Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Bernal Heights Democratic Club. 

People of low · and modest incomes cannot get their voices · 
heard and are losing their homes. Kick big money donors out, 
keep seniors in their homes. 

Pass Prop OI 

Chuck Ayala 
Member, AARP-SF · 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee this argument 
Is AARP. . 

Maximum contributions of $500. Less influence of soft money. 
Partial public financing of Board of Supervisor races. Cleanup 
city hall. All for $2 per person per year. YES on Prop O! 

Richard G. Ow 
Immigrant Rights Commissioner 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Richard G. Ow. 

Increased displacement. of San Frnnciscans is a direct result of 
the influence of big money skewing our City's planning process. 
Money talks and the Planning Commission is listening! 
Proposition O reduces the influence ofbig money and decreases 
the displacement of om· people. 

Criss Romero, Democratic County Committee, and Past 
President 9f Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club, 1998-2000 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is California Common Cause. · 

Prop O will allow u greater diversity of candidates to have theil' 
voices heard and serve on the Board ot'Supervisors. Let's help 
make City Hall resemble Sun Frnncisco's greatest asset: its 
tliverse people and diverse neighborhoods. 

'Eric Ma,; 
Member, Democratic County Central Committee 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is California Common Cause. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Public Campa_ign Finance 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF· PROPOSITION 0 

The Tenants Union says vote "Yes" on Pro11 O! 
The liuge campaign contributions given by corporations and 

wealthy landlords with development projects pending before city 
departments corrupts our political system. 

The consequences arc mnss evictions of tenants and the dete
rioration of our neighborhoods. Put a /wit to this by supporting 
the Ethics Commission's campaign finance reform proposal. 

S.F Te1w~1ts Union 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is California Common Cause. 

Proposition O tackles influence-buying al City Hall by inde
pendent expenditure campaigns. It will limit contributions lo 
$500 and require disclosure on all such campaigns before elec
tion day, so we know who is trying lo buy the election. 

Vote Yes on Prop O! 

Harvey Milk lesbian, Gay, Bi.1·e.r11al, fra11.1'gender Democratic Club 

The true source of this funds used tor the printing fee of this argu
ment is Harvey Milk Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender 
Democratic Club. 

Stop "special interest" domination of City Hall! 
Vote YES on Prop O ! 

.lake McGoldrick 
Candidate for District I Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argu
ments is McGolddricl< for Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to tile true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. Hiroshi Ful<uda 2. Mowitza Biddle 3. Steve Williams. 

This measure was placed on the ballot by the ETHICS COM
MISSION. IL restores voluntary spending caps, reasonable dona
tion limits and mandates reporting requirements l'or independent 
expenditures. Prop O was drafted by the CITY ATTORNEY con
sulting with national legal experts. IL will help open CITY HALL 
to everyone. VOTE YES on Prop 0. 

San Francisco Green Par/.\' 

The true source of funds used for t11e printing fee of this argument 
is tile San Francisco Green Party. 

The three largest contributors to tile true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Marge Harburg 2. Jo C/lamberlain 3. John Strawn. 

The League of Women of Voters of San Fr1mclsco strongly 
supports campaign finance reform. 

Public financing of electfons for the Board of Supervisors will 
reduce the influence of big money in politics. 

Proposition O limits Oil contributions and partial public financ
ing will enable more candidates to compete more equitably for 
public office. 

Join the League of Women Voters ot' San Francisco in reduc
ing the influence of special interests, and restoring voter's confi-
dence in the political process. · 

Vote YES on Proposition O! 

Holli P. Thie,; .I.D. 
President 
Martha Be11iq!J 
President 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is League of Women Voters of San Francisco. 

· ·vote YES on the Ethics Commission's Prop 0--thc TRUE 
campaign finance reform. Vote NO on Prop 34--the SHAM 
reform. 

Charles Marsteller 

The true source of funds used for tile printing fee of this argument 
is Charlie Marsteller . 

As leaders or local environmental organizations, we know we 
won't make progress on these issues until we get special interest 
money out of politics. Very simply, Proposition O will reduce 
the influence that big money has on our Board of Supervisors. 

Vote YES on O and take a big step toward bringing everyday 
people back into the political process. 

Dan Kalb 
Former Ethics Commissioner 
Wade Cro11:f'oot 
Environmental Activist 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of tills argument 
is Dan l<alb. 

Arguments printe~ on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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0 Public Campaign Finance 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

You get what you pay for! 
Special interests now buy our polilicians and we pay later. 
Propositioo O is the first step in taking buck our government. 
, San Francisco can again lead and the Nation will follow. 
For good government, vot,e YES on O. 

Jim• Reid, Candidate for Supervisor, Distl'ict 6 

The true source of funs used for the printing 'tee of this argument 
· Is Jim Reid. 

The Ethics Commission put this on the ballot to clean up San 
Francisco elections. They had advice from the best legal minds. 
The cost is capped at $2 per resident. That's a small price to pay 
for its benefits. 

Yes on O! 

Electoral Reform Coalition 

The true source-of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Electoral Reform Coalition. · 

Soft money contributtons have eroded public confidence in 
elections. Disclosing who is behind so-called "independent 
expenditures" lets the public know what special interest is fund
ing a campaign. 

Matching-funds already work in other jurisdictions. 
Vote YES on 0. 

Matt Gonzalez 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Mall Gonzalez. 

Proposition O will bring San Francisco in line with other 
major cities by providing partial financing of district campaigns. 
This reduces the influence of corporate money in vote buying. 

Vote Yes on Pl'Op O! 

San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

_The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Jal<e McGoldrlck 

Want to make po/iticia11s accmmtable to you,. instead of the 
polluters, developers and special interests that finance their 
campaigns'? 

Vote YES on O! 
Let's level the playing field by providing modest publicji11anci11g 

to qualified candidates. 

San Francisco League of Co,1servatio11 Voters 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is· San Franciscans for a Clean Election. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Roy Ulrich 2. Elizabeth Lyman Potter 3. David 
Zebker. 

Vote YES on Proposition O so candidates can be elected bused 
on their qualijicatio11s--not on the checkbooks of special inter
ests. Let's restore people's belief that government serves the 
people. 

~sther Marks, 
Debra Walke,; 
Community Leaders 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
Esther Marks. · 

Vote YES on Proposition O to: 
• limit the amount of money that special interests groups can 

spend 
• make it easier for challengers without personal wealth to 

mount effective campaigns 
• make Supervisors accountable to the taxpayers not campaign 

contriblllors 
• require bettel' disclosure of who is paying for cmnpaign ads. 

Let's cleanup local_ elections. Vote YES on Proposition 0, 

Earl Lui 
Member of the Board, California Common Cause 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is California Common Cause. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Roy Ulrich 2. Elizabeth Lyman Potter 3. David 
Zebker. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Public Campaign Finance 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN. FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 0 

It's easy to become cynical about lobbyists controlling the politi~ 
cal process. But with huge independent expenditures flooding San 
Francisco campaigns due to a mling last year, the stakes are high. 
With special interest money ruling the day, consumers and working 
families will feel the pinch, the environment will suffer and develop
ment interests will overcome neighborhood opposition every time. 

Voters can level the playing field by passing Proposition O. 
Let's restore voter confidence in the electoral system. 

TomAmmiano 
President, Board of Supervisors 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for a Clean Election. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. Roy Erlich 2. Elizabeth Lyman Potter 3. David Zebker. 

Passing Proposition O is an i111porta11t.fi1:1·t step 10 implement
ing campaign finance reform in San Fmncisco. With any luck 
in' November, the next step will be Washington, D.C. Please 
join us in supporting Prop 0. 

San Francisco Democratic Party 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for a Clean Election. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1.Roy Ulrich 2. Elizabeth Lyman Potter 3. David Zebker. 

Proposition O improves the campaign finance system that vot
ers passed last year with 80% of the vote. Prop O will give 
power back to the people. 

Vote "YES" on Prop O! 

Gwenn Craig, Chair, San Francisco Elections Task Force. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Gwenn Craig. 

Past efforts to limit the impact of big money on elections have 
been frustrated by legal restrictions. Prop O has been held legal
ly valid. It will help reduce the undue influence of money on 
electoral politics. 

Tere11ce Halli11a11 
San Francisco District Allorney 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Terence Hallinan. 

Please join the League of Women Voters, the American 
Association of Retired Persons, Common Cause and other pub
lic interest groups in voting 

YES on Proposition 0. 
Proposition O will restore campaign spending limits and 

require better disclosure of exactly who is bankrolling local elec
tion campaigns. 

Vote YES on Proposition O! 

Sa11 Fra11ciscans for Clean Elections 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Clean Elections. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Roy Ulrich 2. Elizabeth Lyman Potter 3. David 
Zebker. 

Recent elections show that current campaign finance rules 
threaten our democracy with a sea of corporate money. Vote to 
return political power to the voting public. Vote yes on 0. 

Be1:vl Magi/avy 
Candidute for Supervisor, District 6 

The true source of funds u·sed for the printing fee of this argument 
is Committee to Elect Magilavy Supervisor. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Jacob Sigg 2. Esther Marks 3. Carolyn Caine. 

Vote YES on Pt·oposition 0 
Prop. O is fundamenial campaign finance reform that will help 

keep our leaders focused on the needs of the electorate, not the 
special interests. Prop. 0 is a gim,t step in the right direction -
Please vote YES on 0. 

Asse111bly111e111ber Ke1•i11 Shelley. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees & Restaurant Employees 2. Don 
Fisher 3. The Gap. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Public Campaign,Finance 
PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION :0 

Vote No on Prop 0, 
Prop O will require San Francisco to spend at least 

$1,600,000 annually on candidate campaigns, We do not 
believe candidate qu'alifications, campaig11 openness or public 
discourse will improve with lurge infusions of your tux dollars, 
Injecting more money into the process will not help. 

"The Chamber neither colltributes ji111d.1· to, nor e11d01:ves, can-
, didates, We do support open gm1er11111e11t and campaigns -- but 
this isn't an effective use of your ((IX dollars," says G. Rhea 
Serpan, presid~nt & CEO. 

A.Lee Blitch, 
Chair, Board of Directors 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerc'e 

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument Is 
the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, · · 

Proposition O will be an inappropriate expenditure of public 
funds. Vqte N.~on Proposition 0. 

Harold M. Hoogasian. 
Supervisoral Candidate; District Seven 

· The true source of funds used for the printing fee .of this argument 
Is Harold M; Hoogastan. 

I am running a grussroots campaign for Supervisor. The. 
, Districts are small enough for candidates to meet the voters per
sonally and I have visitecl over 18,000 homes. I don't think we 
need to publicly finance campaigns for District elections. A hard
working candidate can visit _every voter personally, 

Ro,i D11d11111 
Candidate for Supervisor-District 4 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Ron Dudurn. 

No Tax Money for Politicul C111111mig1is! 
It is unconscionable lo think that, at a Lime when the 1-llV 

infection rule among young Sun Franciscans is climbing and we 
can't keep hospitals open, that a city commission would suggest 
using tax money to pay for Supervisors' political cumpaigns. 

Vote No on P1·op 0! 

Alice 8. Tok/as Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the San Francisco Sensible Government. 

Pl'oposition O is a solution in se~rch of .a· problem. This yeiir, 
wiihout taxpayer financiiig, 86 candidates are rnnning for 
Supervisor. The shift to district elections has substantially 
reduced, the importance of money in supervisorial races. It's· 
pretty hard to believe that Proposition O - if passed - would have 
encouraged any serious candidate to run who isn't running 
already, or have changed the· outcome of any race. · 

While Proposition O won't change who runs or wins, it will 
have a real impact on taxpayers. It would spend millions of our 
tax dollars 011 campaigns - money that is better spent elsewhere: 

schools, housing, and parks, to name just a few, Proposition 0 
also revives provisions from past initiatives that have not fared 
well in the courts. They restrain constitutionally guaranteed 
rights of free speech. Hasn't the City already wasted enough 

· money on these losing battles'? 
If it ain't broke, don't fix it.· 

· The San Francisco Republican Party urges you to vote No on 
Pioposition 0. 

San Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Casper, Chairman 
Mike Garza, Candidate 
12th Congressional District 
Howcml Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 
Harold Hoogasian, Candidate 

· District VII Supervisor 
Julie Bell 
Albert Chang 
Lee S. Dolson, Ph.D. 
Ed111011d.leiv 
Denis Norri11gto11 
Rita O'Hara 
J11dy Smith 
Sue Woods 

Terence Fa11lkne1; Candidate 
3rd Senate District 

Erik Bjom 
Elsa Cheung 
Joel Hornstei11 
Rodney Leong 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
Les Payne 
Dana Walsh 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

-·--------------------------------------------Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
PROPOSITION 0 

AMENDING 'rHE SAN FRANCISCO CAM
PAIGN AND GOVERNMENTAL CONDUCT 
CODE,ARTICLE l,CHAPI'ER I, TO ESTAB
LISH NEW CONTRIBUTION LIMITS AND 
PROVIDE PUBLIC FINANCING FOR 
SUPERVISORIAL ELECTION CAMPAIGNS, 

Note: Additions are underlined. Deletions 
are in s1,i11ethf81t!h text. 

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

Section l. The San Francisco Campaign and 
Governmental Conduct Code is hereby amend
ed by amending Article l, Chnpter l to rend us 
follows: 

CHAPTER I: CAMPAIGN FINANCE 

SEC, 1.100, PURPOSE AND INTENT. (u) 

Huge sums of moneys often ure necessary to 
finance American electioJ1 campaigns. Inherent 
to the high cost of election cnmpnigning is the 
problem of improper influence, real or poten
tial, exercised by campaign contributors over 
elected officials, In uddition, this fundraising 
distracts public officials seeking reelection 
from focusing upon important public l;JUtters, 
encourages contributions which may have n 
corrupting influence, und gives incumbents un 
unfair fundrnising advantage over potential 
challengers. These. developments undermine 
the integrity of the governmental process, the 
competitiveness of campaigns and public confi
dence in local officials, 

(b) His the purpose and intent of the~ 
~11rtl el' S11i,er\'iueru of the City and County of 
San Fmncisco in enacting this Chapter to (I) 
pince realistic nnd enforceable limits on the 
amount individuals may contribute to political 
cumpuigns in municipal elections and to pro
vide full nnd fair enforcement of nil the provi
sions in this Chapter; (2) ensure that all indi
viduals und interest groups in our city have a 
fuir opportunity to pnrticipnte in elective and 
governmental processes; (3) create 1111 incentive 
to limit overall expenditures in campaigns, 
thereby reducing the pressure on cnndidntcs to 
raise· 1urge campaign war chests for defensive · 
purposes beyond the amount necessary to com
municute reasonably with voters; (4) reduce the 
ndvnntuge of incumbents and thus encourage 
competition for elective office; (5) allow candi
dates and officeholders to spend a smaller pro
portion of their time on fundrnising and a 
greuter prnpoi'lion of their time dealing with 
issues of importance to their constituents' com
munity; (6) r;nsure lh!tt serious cunclidates ure 
able to misc enough money lo communicate 
theil' views and positions adequately to the pub
lic, thereby promoting public discussion of the 
important issues involvetl in political cam-

paigns; (7) limit contributions to cnndjdates nnd 
committees, iocfudin11 committees that make 
independent expenditures, to eliminate or 
reduce the appearance or reality th11t large con
tributors muy exert undue influence over elect
ed officials; and (8) help restore public trust in 
governmental and electoral institutions. 

(c) This Chapter is enacted in accordance 
with the terms of Sections 5 and 7 of Article XI 
of the Constitution of the State of Californiu 
und Section I. IO I of the Charter of the City and 
County of Snn Fmncisco, 

' SEC, 1.102, CITATION. This Chapter m11y 
be cited as the San Frnncisco C11mpaign 
Finance Reform Ordinance. 

SEC. 1.104, DEFINITIONS. Whenever in 
this Chapter thr.l following words or phmses are 
used, they shall mean: 

(a) "Candidate" shull mean any individual list
ed on the ballot for election to any City and 
County elective office or who othe1wise has taken 
affirmative action to seek nomination or election 
to such office. The term "candidote" shnU also 
mean the cnndidote's cmnpai~n commiuee. 

(b) "Charitable organization" shall mean an 
entity exempt from taxation pursuant to Title 
26, Section 501 of the United State Code. 

(cl "City elecrive office" shall menu rhe 
offices of Mayor, Memher of rhe Board of 
Supervisors, City Attorney, District Attorney, 
Treasurer, Sheriff, Assessor, Public Defender. 
Member of rhe Boord of Education of the San 
Eroncisco Unitied School District and Memher 
oLthe Governin~ Boned of rhe Son Fmncjsco 
Community Co!lei;e Dis1rict. 

fill. ~ "Committee" shall he defined as set 
fonh in the Government Code of rhe s1111e of 
CaHfornio fconunencin~ at Section 810001. 
llletlll 1111)' (ltll'Ullll u~tin~. tll 1111, ee1111lilutlit111 of 
l'il1~e1· meI-e 11eI1ut111u 11~1i11~ jein11,., in beh11lf ef 
811 in 8!l!)lluiliim le II 1mntlitlt1l~ 811 le the 111111lifi 
~11lit111 fer lhll bullet 81 tttllltllillll llf 8lltl tll llllll'll 
fl!etttltlt'll!, 

.fl:.) ft¼, "Contribution" shall be defined us set 
forth in Govemment Code of the Stnte of 
Cnlifomin (commencing at Section 81000); 
provided, however, thut "contribution" shall 
inchtde loans of any kind or nature. 

ill ~ "Election" shall mean any primary, 
general or run.:off municipal election held in 
the City und County of Sun Francisco for City 
elective office. With respect to the offices of 
Public Defender and Assessor, primary and 
general elections ure separate elections for pur
poses of this ordinance. The primury election 
period for these offo:es shall extend from 
January I of the first year of an election cycle 
up to and including the date of the primary 
election, and the geneml election period for 
these offices shall extend from the clay follow-

ing the prinmry election up to und including 
December 31 of the fourth.year of the election 
cycle. With respect to the offices of Mayor, City 
Attorney, District Attorney, Sheriff, Treusm·er 
nnd Supervisor; geneml and nm.:off elections 
are separate elections for the purposes of this 
ordinunce. The general election period shall 
extend from January I of the first yeur of an 
election cycle up to and including.the dnte of 
the general election, nnd the run.:off election 
period shnll _extend from the date of the gener
al election up to and)ncluding December 31 of 
the fourth year of the election cycle. 

· £1:l "Elec(ion cycle" sbull mean a four-year 
period precedin~ a term of office os defined by 
the Son Ernncisco Char11~r. bc~innini: on 
Jmrnnry L nnd endin~ on December 31 of the 
fomth year thereafter. 

!h.l fl, "Enforcement authority" shall mean 
the District Attorney of the City and County of 
Sun Fmncisco for criminal enforcement and the 
City Attomey for civil enforcement. Nothing in 
this Chapter shall be construed as limiting the 
authority of any law enforcement agency or 
prosecuting attomey to enforce the provisions 
of this Chapter under any circumstances where 
such law enforcement agency m· prosecuting 
attorney otherwise has lawful authority to do so, 

(j) "Ethics Commission" shall mean the Snn 
Ernucisco Ethics Commission. 

lil "Executive Dirccror" shall mean the 
Ex;curive Director of the Ethics Commission. 
or rhe Exccurive Director's desi~nee. 

<kl "Ma1chini; contribution" shall mean n 
contribution, other than a qunlifyin~ conrrjhu
tion, thitl is made by an indivjdunJ who is n res
idem of Sun Ernndsco and that complies whh 
au requirements of this Ctm111.sa~ 

ill~ "Measure~• shall mean any City referen
dum, recall or ballot proposition, whether or not 
ir qualifies fur rhe ballot, 1111, Cit) 1mt1 Ct1H11t, 
Chm 1c1 11111cntl11tt!III 011 u1he1· ele~liun, .. helhe11 H) 
i11iti111i, t!, l't!ftll't!l!tillllt tll' l't!l/1111 (ll'tlcetl111'1! tll' elh 
!If¥, i.1e, u11 t!i1sct1l111et1 fut• pt111(Jt1.1c.1 of ,1t1b111i.1.1iun 

, Ill u 11u11ult111"'telt! 1111111) clt!cliuu, \lihclht!I' t11•11t1t 
the Jltt1(Jt1.1iti1111 ttttnlilie.1 fill' lht! bttlllll. 

· !.In.} ffl1 "Person" shall mean any individual, 
partnership, corporation, association, !inn, 
committee, dub or other organization or group 
of persons, however organized. 

fiJ "C111111·olled Ct111111tillec" .tlmll mcun 11 
t!u1111·ulletl 1w111111illcc, 11.1 tlclint!tl in C11lifmni11 
Gt1~'C!'IIIIICIII-Ct1tlc St:t:lion 82196, t1f till clct:lt:tl 
City 1111tl Ctttllll) uffil:!CI tll' .:11ntlid1111i Ft,11 .tt1d1 

t1f'Acc, thul i.t 1wi1111111il, fo11111ctl ms.eni.11.i lt1 .11111 
llt1ll u1 u1111uHC unc rn· 111t11tl p11tl(lt1.tctf Cit~ 1111tl 
Cut1111,· ch111te1· 111111::11tl111cn111, t11'tli111111ce.1, lluntl 
mcw11111i::.1, t'CHt1l111iu11.1, 1efc1c11th1111.1 m· 1lccl111111 
1iu11.1 ur 11t1lic)1 1h111 lmw 11111tttfietl · 1'1111 .1uh111i.1 
:iit,11 lri 1hem€leelti1·111c, tll':: 1·t~t111tli110 v, hich 11 
t1t1lit:.,.tlf inttilllitlll lu ciic11l111tH1 11etilio11 ht~ 
been liletl ♦ r ilh the He~ittt1•1116 of \41tc1·.,. tll' 
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LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION O (CONTINUED) 

reg11nlh1g ~. hii!h 11 1t1e1ie11 h11s he1m i111red1tl!lld 
1111he ·ae11td ef 811pepyisel'!l te h11 ,•e stti,h II pre 
fllised 1t1elii111re s11h111i11et1 le the , lllers, 

f:I ➔ "Oily elee1i, e eHiee'' sh11II i11elmle 1111d he 
lh11i1ed le the effti,es ef Mll)'ll'4 Me1t1her ef Ille 
BellM et' Sttp@P\liuoPB; Cit)1 l.11terRe)'t IJiatriet 
AHoM8)'; 'PN118uNr; Shep~f~ AmJB880PJ Puhlie 
Defll11,dei\ Me1t1her ef the 8e11rd ef li!d11e111ie11 
ef the · 811ft · Fr11l'leisee t:,Jnit4i!d 8eheel E>i!1triet 
tilid Me1111!er ef the Se, ePRiRg Bettrd et' lhe 61111 
l'fllnuisee Oe1111111t1til) Gellege Dislriet, 
· (It➔ "E!lee1ie11 eyele" shttll 1t1e1111 11 fottr ) e11F 
peried Jireeedi11g 11 1er1t1 ef eHit!e-118 'defined h) 
the 811n Pr11neisee Ch11rter, heginnh!g e11 
J1111ii11ry I; 1111d e11tli11g ett 9eeemher 3 I et' lh1, 
fllttPlh ·)1e11r thereafter. 

!J1l ~ "Qualified campaign expenditure" for 
candidates shall mean itteltttles 11II et' tile fel 
~: 

(I) Any expenditure mnde by a cnndidnte; or 
by a committee controlled by the condidote, for 
the purpose of in0uencjni: or 11ttemp1i111: to 
influence· the ocJions of the voters for the elec-

. tion of the cnndidnte to City elective office, Att)
e11pe11di111re. 11111tle hy II e1111tlit1111e, 00ieel1eldllr 

, e; llllMFftittee eo111relletl hy 1l1e e1111dit1111e e1 
eHieehaltlel\ fo; the p11rpose ef i11fh1e11ei11g or 
alter,tpting 18 it1.Attenee tho ·1unie11s of the .rete11s 
fer. 8P a!ftinot the e1Ceti8R of RH)' etttttlidute for_ 
Oily elee1i; e eHiee1 

(2) A nonmonetary contribution provided to 
the candid11te, officeholder or committee con
trolled by the candidate er eltieel1oldor; 
· · (3) The 101111 cost nctunny pnid or incurred by 
the cnndidote or controlled committee 0f the 
cnndidnte for II slnte woilini: or other cnmpoh:n 
literature produced or nuthorized hy more thon 
one condjdnte. 'J:h11t per1ie11. et' 11,e 1e111I eest ef 
ft sl111e 11111ilh1g er 1t1i1ili11g of ether e11111p11ig11 Iii 
efltttttfe f'POtltteetl 8f uuth011ii!etl h)• 1ne,e thmt 
eH8 e11nditlt1te whielt ht the eout uetttHII)• 1u1itl 81 
i11e11rred h) !lie i,e111111it1ee Ill' ee11111olled eem 
1nittee ef the euitdidute1 

(4) "QunHfied com11oii:o expenditure" shnH · 
not include expenses incurred in connection 
with no nchninistrntive or judiciol proceedinc, 
12oyments · for administaujve, civil or criminnl 
fines, includini: lote filinc fines. or for inaucur
ol net iv hies or officeholder expenses. 

Co} "QuoHfyina contrihmioo" sholl menn n 
conu•ibutjon of not less thnn $ IQ ond not more 
thnn $ I 00 thnt is mnde hy written instrument hy 
on individual who is o resident of San Prnncisco 
nnd thnt complies whh nH requiremcn'ts of this 
Chnpter, 

<11> "Surplus fonds" shnll mean 11i1exJ2fillilllli 
funds held hy n condidnte after the date on 
which the candidate wns either ejected or not 
elected to City elective office. 

SEC. 1.106, ADOPTION OF GENERAL 
LAW - EXCEPTIONS. E_xcept us otherwise 
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provided in this Chuptcr, the prnvisions of Tide 
9 of Government Code of 'the Stute of 
Californi11 (commencing· at ·section 81000), 
including the penal prnvisions tl1eieot'; shi1II be 
applicable to 1111y election held in the City nnd 
County of Sim Frmicisco. 

SEC. 1.108, CAMPAIGN CON'fRIBU
TION TRUST ACCOUNT - ESTABLISH
MENT, Each committee e11111p11ig11 ireusurer 
shnll establish u campaign contribution trust 
uccount for the candidate oi· committee at an 
ollice of II bank located in the City and County 
of' Sun Fmncisco, the account number and 
bmnch iclentific11tion of which shull be-filed with 
the Ethics Conunission within IO clays of the 
establishment thereof. All of the expenditures by 
the candidute or committee for the City elective 
office sought shall be mude from that account. 

'fliflQNS, (11➔ P.lo pe1111~11 othe11 1111111 11 1m11di1h11e 
sl111II 11111111!, 1111d no e1m11111ig11 11ie111m1'tl1• slmll 
·sslieit 01 i1eet1111, 1111)1 eo11111il!lllie11 wltieh •will 
t!tutsra tit@ tstttl tut1ot1Ht t!ont11i8Htot1· 8~ HMelt ~er 
son \ltitlt 1:es~e't!t ,t8 n rtinglt! elevtie11 in su111,0Pl Bf 
811 01111ouilien l8 tiut1h @t111tiidute, invlutling v8n 
t11iln1tio11u t8 tJBl~ticul ~e1n1HiUeer; HNtJperting e1 
tll!flBHing ~11el1 e1111ditl111e, 10 e,ieoetl $ I §Q, 

Jill f81 LJMJTS ON CONTRJBUTJONS TO 
CANPIDATES-PRIMARY AND GENER
AL ELECTJONS, 

(I) Per Cui1didnte Lhnit. 1-81 e1111tlidttlll!I .... ,1,e 
t1tl8tJl the , tHtf)Bnditt:ll't! eeilings tis dtdi11etl in 
Seelion L 128 et' this Cl111ple11, 11e .NQ person 
other tlmn II candidate shall rnuke, und no c1111-
did11te cumpuign treasurer sh11II solicit or 
uccept, 1111y contribution which will cause the 
total amount contributed by such person 1ll witlt 
11e1111ee1 le II Mingle election in· s11p13e111 of e11 

8l!1!8tlilion '18 such cuncliclule in the aenerol 
SEC, 1.110. CAMPAIGN STATEMENTS ~ inl!lttding i,011t11iB11tiens le politieul 
PUBl,IC ACCESS, eo111millet1s ~11p1,m•1i11g 011 01111oui11g sueh e1111di 

(n) Pl;JHI.IG INSPECTION AND COPY- t1tt!ei to exceed $500; 
MAKING. C11mpaign statements are to be (2} Overall Liluit. No person shuH make nny 
open for public inspection uncl reproduction at contrjlmtion which will cause the total amount 
the office of the Ethics Commission during reg~ contributed hy such person to nil cnndidntes in 
ular business hours und from I0:00 a.111. to 5:00 the cenera1 election to exceed $500 nrnltipljed 
p.m. on the Suturclay preceding an election,· hy the numher of (;jty · electjve offices to he 

<bl RRTENTJON, Every cnmpaicn state- ·voted on 01 the LJenerul election, 
ment rec.mired to he filed in accordance with Gl> Definjtjons. With respect to the offices of 
Section 1,106 shall he preserved hy the Ethics Puhjjc Defender nnd Assessor, the limits 
Commission for nt !east eji;ht yenrs from the imposed hy this subsection npply only to the 
dnte upon which it was req11ired to he filed primory e)ection, For purposes of this suhsec-
under the terms of this Ch1111ter. ' tion, the Board of Supervisors shall he deemed 

SEC, I.Ha. ChMP!JtlGP>l S'IWl'EMEP>lTS 
AE'l'EP>JTH~P>l. E\1011~• eu1111mig11 ,1t111e1i11mt . 

fllt)ttil'tltl te ~o l'iletl in 11eee11tl1111ee will! Scti~itm 
1.196 ~111111 se 1311eue11\ 1t1tl. ~y the f:llhit!,1 
Ce111111is11ie11 1'011 111 h!tt.11 fottr ye111111 f1181lt llte 
8ute upon ♦ddeh it wur1 t et1uil1etl le _~B tilt!tl 
1111de11 lht! te1111111 tif tltiu Chuple11 

SEC, 1.112, AMl~NDMENT OR REPF,AL 
OF CH APTER, The voters nmy amend or 
repeal this Chapter. The Board of Supervi:,ors 
mny amend this Chapter If all of the fo!lowini; 
conditions are met: 

<n> The amendment f'llrthern the purposes of 
this Chapter: 

Ch> the Ethb Commission approves the pro
posed nmendmen1 in advance by at least a four
fifths vote of all its nwmhers: 

(c} the proposed rnnendmc111 is avuilahlc for 
puh)ic review al lens! 30 days before lhe 
amendment is considered by the Board of 
fu111ervjsors or any co111mitlee of 1he Board of 
£upervisors: and 

(d) the Board of Supervisors a11prnves lhc 
ll(Qpnsed mnendmcnJ hy al lcasl u iwo-thirds 
vole of all ils members. 

SEC, 1.114. CONTIUIUJTION LIMITS. 
CAMPA.IC!),/ CQN~'IUHUTION8 LIMI 

to consist of e)even separate City ejective 
offices. the San Francisco Community ColleLle 
District shall he deemed to consist of seven 
separate City ejective offices, nnd the Bonrd of 
Education of the San Francjsco Unified School 
District shall he deemed to consist of seven 
sepnrnte City elective offices, 

(h} LIMITS ON CQNTRIBIJTIONS TO 
CANDIDATES - RllN-OPF ELECTIONS, 

(I> Per Candjclute r:imit, No person other 
1hnn a candidate shall mnke. nnd no candidme 
shall solicit or accep1. nny con1rih111ion which 
will canse the total amounl contrihuted hy S\ICh 
person 10 such candidate for the run-off elec
tion to exceed $250. The jll)l0llnl a person nrny 
con1rih111e 10 a c;111did1ite in ennnec:tion with a 
run-off election shnll he conlrollcd solely hy 
the limits imposed hy this subsection wilho111 
re~arcl lo the 1mHH1nl snicl pe1·snn con1rih111ed 10 
the c:andidn1e in the ~eneral or primary election, 

(2)-Ovcrall Limit, No person shall make any 
conlrihulion which will cause the total umounJ 
co111rih111ed hy such person to nil canclidi)lcs in 
a run-off cleclion lo exceed $250 nrnllipljecl hy 
Jhe number of Cily elcclivc oflkes to he voled 
on UI lhul rnn-nff clccl ion, 

(;I) Dclini1ion. Wilh respccl Jo lhe oflices of 
Public Dcl'cnclcr and Assessor. lhe limil 
imposed by 1his suhseclion uppjies only lo lhc 
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i,:enernl election. For 11un1oses of this suhsec
tion, the Board of Supervisors shall he deemed 
to consist of eleven sevnrnte City elective 
offices, the San Francjsco Community Colle1,1e 
District shnH he deemed to eonsist of seven 
separate City electjye offices, and the Bo;ml of 
Educution of the Son fr;mcjsco Unified School 
District shnH he deemed to consist of seven 
sepamte City elective offices, 
. (cl LJMJTS ON CONJ'RJBUTfONS TO 

COMMJTIEES. 
m Per Committee Limit, No 11erson slmll 

mnke, nnd no committee treasurer shall solicit 
or nccei1t, nny contribution which will cause the 
totnl nmount contrihuted hy such person to the 
committee to exceed $:'iOO per calendar year. 

{2} OyernH l,jmjt. No verson shall make. and 
no committee trensurer shall solicit or accept, 
any contribution which will cause the total 
mMunt contrihutecl by such person to all com
mittees to exceed $~000 per calendar year. 

O> Definitions. For purposes of this subsec
tion, "committee" shall mean any committee 
mnkinc expencHtures to support or oppose· n 
cnncliclate, hut shall, not jnciude c;1ndidates' 
campnii:n committees, 

fd} CONTRIBUTOR. INFORMATION 
REO(J(REP, [f the cumulative amount of con
tributions receiyed from a contrjh1uor is $ I 00 
or more, the• committee trensurer shall not 
•deposit the contrihutjon unless the commjuee 
treasurer has the followjn1,1 information: the 
contrihutor's full nnme: the contributor's 
ocldress: the contrjhutor's occupntion: and the 
nume of the contributor's employer or. if the 
contrihutor is self-employed. the name of the 
contributor's business. 

!.cl ft!, FORFEITURE OF EXCESSIVE 
CONTR(BUTIONS. Each co111111illce tttm 
~ treasurer who receives a contribution 
which exceeds the limits imposed by this 
Section or which does not comply with the 
requirements of this Sectjon shall pay prompt
ly, from available campaign funds, if any, the 
amount received in excess of the amount per
mitted by this Section to the City Treasurer for 
deposit in the General Fund or the City and 
County. 

ill~ RETURN OF CONTRIBI JTIONS. A 
contribution shall not be considered to be 
received if it is not negotiated, deposited, or uti
lized. and it1 addition it is returned to the donor 
within 72 hours of receipt. In the case ol' a late 
contriblllion us defined in Govern111ent Code 
Section 82036, it shall not be dce111ed received 
if it is returned to thl! cnntributor within 48 
hours or receipt. 

W ~ FAIRNESS DOCTRINE. This 
Section shall not apply to any in-kind contribu
tion or television or radio airti111e to any candi
date or commitlee granted 10 said candidate or 
commitlce pursuant 10 the "Fairness Doctrine" 
articulated in Cullman Broadcasting, 40 FCC 

576 (1963). 

SEC, J,116 l,IMITS ON LOANS TO 
CANlllDATES, No candiclnte for the Board of 
Supervisors mny have rnttstnndjni; loans of the 
cnndictate's 11ersonal funds to the candjdme's 
canwaii;n commjuee DI any time of more than 
~ 

SEC, I.IJtt, bll\11'FS ON CON'fRIB~ 
'l'IONS 'l'O CON'FROLb~9 COl\fMl'R'EES. 

Ettl ~lo 11e1.,011 olhl!r 111111111 ett11tfit1111e or ded 
etl ch, tllltl Co11111, ol'fit!t!I' 11111111 111111te, 111111 118 
t!Bllll'Bllt!d ~Blllllliltee ll't!ll,ltll'l!I 11)11111 ,IBlit!il Bl' 
11ecep1, 1111~ t!Otllriln11io11 1, l\it!II .,., ill 1'!1111,1~ lllt! 
llllttl lllllBtllll t!Ollll'.illltlt!II I!' .mch flt!t.llln IB 11 
t!B1t1rellt!d t!onuuillt!t! ef lht! t!t111tlit1111e Ill t!lt!t!I 
etl Gil~ 1111d Cm1111, ll!'lit!t!r IB t!ltt!t!t!tl !l,§QQ, 

fl!) If 1111,· tlt!l'.11,m i.1 fB1t111I guilt, Bf , itllt1li11g 
the 1e1·m.1 Bf 1hi.1 Set!liBn, t!llt!h t!tl1tll111llt!1I t!BIII 
millt!e ll't!11.11ne11 who t't!t!t!he1I 1i111·1 m· 1111 tlf lht! 
t!llnll1illllli1111 Bl' t!!!llll'il!ulitm,1 V. hit!II t!lln,1lilule 
tlw ,1iBltt1i1rn .1111111 pu,· fll'Blllflll,, from It', 11ilt1l!lt! 
t!ttmp11ig11 f1111tl11, if 1111,·, lite 111t1B11111 t'Ct!eiletf 
1'1'8111 ,IUt!h )lt!l'/1811 in t!!lt!t!.1,1 Ill' 1(11'! llllltllllll (!Cl' 
111i11e1I I!,· this Seclien h! lht! Gil, 1111d Ce11111,· 
Tt·eu.1111·1!1' fBI' 1lt!(!BMil it1 the Ge11el'tll 1-uml Ill' the 
Cit, 111111 CBlll!I,·. 

M Thi.1 Seclie11 .1111111 nut 111ip1, lo 1111,· i11 
l1i111I t!t!ttl11il!1uio11 er r111lill Bl' ldt!1'i.1iB11 11it·1i111e 
Ill 1111~ t!tlllll'tllle1I l'!tlll!lllitlee gr11111cd Ill .111i1I 
t!tll!ditlllltl Ill' t!ttllllllillt!t! tHII ~tltllll lt1 tltt! 
"~1il'llt!H/I Dllt!ll'ine," 

SEC. 1.118, IUJN-OFli' ELECTIONS. 
MUNICIPAL Rl:JN OFI<' ELECTION, All 
provisions of this Chapter, unless specilied oth
erwise herein, shall be applicable in any tttttttit!
tflltt run-off for any City elective ttntl Cttt1n1~· 
office, In addition, the following provisions 
shall be applicable in any such 1111111it!itml 1'1111· 

off election: 
Eul ~l11 r1ernB11 Blht!r tlt1111 11 t!tt111lit1111e .1h11II 

mul,e, 1111!1 IIB t!t1lll(!ttii,.11111e11.,t1M1 .1h11ll .1elieil Ill' 
t1t!tepl, 1111~ t!entrillllliBn 11 hi eh n•ill c11t1.1e the 
1111111 lllt!Btllll Ctllltl'ilitllt!tl h~ ,itlt!lt (lt!l',11111 in the 
1t1t111ieipul rnn 111T eleelitrn in .111p1mr1 Bf 1111 

otir111.1itittn It! .1t1t!lt t!t11ttlitlt11e, i11d11tli11b c11111t·i 
e111i11n.1 111 1iolitit!11l c11mmi11e&www.111111ie1·tin,; 1,r 
tit111r1.1i11g .1t1t!lt t!t111tlitl111e, 111 e1tt!ee1I Si I QO. 

fl!l rBt' e1111di1l111e.1 ,11ht111tlt1fll tilt! t!!l(!t!lltlittll't' 
ceiling11 w1 tldinetl in Seetiun I. 128 1:11' thi.1 
Qttljttt!l';-tt~'!itin ether th111rtt•t!tttttHtlttt,.'"Mlttl+ 
tttttttt!;-tttltl nu e11t11~1.111re1• .1hull .mlicil ur 
11eeepl, 1111~ e111llrib11t-i1111 whit!h will t'tlll!tt! the 
ltitul 111mn111t1e1Hlll'il111tetl hj .111eh 11er.1fltt-tt~ 
ttttttti~ttl n111 uff t!leeliuu in~1Hjl~~ 
l'lfl~nn tt, .111eh e1111ttttlttl~elt1tli11"' eottlt'i
htt+itttl.i to 1mli~ic11I eo111mi11e~~ 
tttJtlfllffllg m1eh -e11tttHtittlt!;-ltl-e1tt!et'~~ 

ffltt-t'lttttji~l~tt-f'et.~l-t'tltt+f'i

httt1tlH-Wfttt'ft-elit!t!t!tl!i the limit i111prn,etl I!~ thi~ 
&t!'l-tt-tlt--!ttl~~~t-!;';-l+ttttl-tt-l'tttttt+tle 

emn1~nig11 fttHtlM, if llll)'; tht!! unt~tllU 11etteh•11!~ ht 
c!ftt!t!tm of the nmot1nt fH!I n,iuetl h~• this Setttiti11 
1t1 !he Gil,• '.f11eu.,111 t:!I' flll' tlii11oui1 in lhl! Ge11e1'tll 
rt1ntl oi• tht.1 Ch,• 1mtl Ct1t1nty. . . 

fill ~ TIME LJMJTATJON ON ACCE.f: 
TANCE OF CONTR)BlJTJONS. No pcl'son 
slmll muke, and 110 candidate e111111u1i1111i 1,e11uur 
t!t' shall solicit or ncccpt, any contribution in 
connection with II run-off election for II City 
elective office until the day following the dnte 
of the general election for that office, 

(e) Tlte ~tttount u pent8li n,ny l!0Htriht1te ill 
.u11~fJOl1l 8f t111 01Jf'oi1itiHH t0 u cnntl~~uh! in een 
llt!t:!tion n hh u 11t111 off elt!!t!titnt Hhttll he., esn 
U8lled tu~llel~ hy tlte lhnits i1111,oot,tl h'1 this 
Sectitln witlunu 11egm1tl ts the muomu sttit4 11e1 
111111 t!tlllll'i8ttlt!tl in lillflt'llll Bf Bl' Bl!)!llllititlll 18 

1l1e t!tmtlitf111e it1 the 111e11e111I eleelill11, 
!.bl ~ USE OF UNEXPENDED FUNDS, 

Any candidate who qualities for a run-off elec
tion may utilize unexpended campaig1i funds 
from the genernl election campaign for the run
off election, (!l'B, i1letl lhttt the 111111li1!11hle 
t!!t!!t!llttilltfll t!t!iling11 11l1111l l'!tlllli11tlll Ill 11)1)11~ , 

~111 1iht1lit111 .1lmll 1wl lie e111mitle111lti It! 
lie t't!t!ei,etl if it i.1 nel llll~tllit1letl, tlt!f!Buitetl, Ill' 
111ilh!e1I, untl in 11tl1lilio11 il i.1 ft!ltlllltltl l8 ll~tl 
tfllllBI' ,., i1hi11 72 hou1111 t1f lt!t!t!i(ll. In 1l1e t!nue tlt' 
It lttlt! t!B1tlril!tt1itlll II.I tfelinetl in G81,'tlfllllltllll 
Cotlt! Seelit!II 82Q36, ii .1h11ll l!BI Ile tieemt!d 
t't!t!ei11ed if ii i.1 11ell11111etl It! 1l1e l!llllll 1i1!1IIBI' whit 
in 18 ltmu.1 ur 11ecci1i1. 

SEC. 1.120. CONTRIHUTION UMITS · 
POST-ELECTION LEGAL PROCEEDINGS. 
All provisions of this Chapter, unless specified 
otherwise herein, shall be applicable in any 
post-election recounts, election contests or 
other proceedings held pursuant to lnw. In addi
tion, the following provisions shall be applica
ble in any such post-election legal proceedings: 

(a) No person other than a candidnte shall 
make, and no eundidatc cm111mi111n 11 e11uu11e11 

shall solicit or accept, any contribution which 
will cause the total amoulll contributed by such 
person in post-election legal proceedings to.!lm( 
<.;andidate i11 .11111po1·1 llf Bl' t!p~o11ilill11 111 e1111di 
tlutt!.1, inel1111ing t!Bllll'il!ttlillllll Ill f!Blitil'!11l Ctllll 
mittce.1 .111tl1'tll1ling 01' Bf!f!ll,ling ,lllt!h t!ltt1tlit11110, 
to exceed, in addition to the contribution limit 
contained in Seclion!I I.I 141111tl I.I 18, $100. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Chapter to the contrary, for the purposes of 
conducting post-election recounts, election 
contests or other proceedings held pursuant to 
law, the delivery of in-kind legal services by 
lawyers in support or or in opposition lo candi
dates, including in-kind contributions to jlttttti
ettt commitlees supporting or opposing candi
dates, shall not be subject to any contribution 

(Continued on next page) 
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limitations set forth in this Chapter. 
(c) If 1111y pe!'son ·is found guilty of violating 

the terms of this Section, euch cumpuign tre11-
su1:e1· who· !'eceiv~d p11i1 or 1111 of the contribu
tion or contributions which constitute the viola
tion shull puy promptly,· from nvuiluble cuin
p11ig11 fonds, if uny, the umount received from 
such person in excess of the amount permitted 
by this Section to the City nnd County 
Treasurer for deposit in the Geneml Fund of the 
City und County. 

· SEC, _ 1,122, .. SOLICITATION OR 
ACCEP'fANCE OF CAMPAIGN CONTRI• 
BUTIONS - LIMITATIONS. No intended 
.cundidiite for uny ptthlie ol'tiee et· the City~ 
Jjye office 11118 Gt!IIIII)', illld 110 committee acting 
on behalf of n cundidute, sh111l solicit or accept, 
or cause to be solicited or' uccepted, any contri• 
butior\ unless and until suid cai1didute shull 
huve tiled II decli1rntion of intention to become 
11 candidute for a specific City 1111d County 
office with the Department of Elections on a 
form to be prescribed by _the Director of 
Elections; provided, however, thut in uny elec
tion in which members of the Boord of 
Supervisors m·e elected by votes cust in u dis
trict,, the office 9f II m,ember of the Bourd of 
Super\lisors shall be deemed 10 be· 11 specific 
office of the City'und County. 

No person shull tile u declamtion. of intelllion 
to become a c1111did111e for more than one ,C1tx 
elective office 81' Ht1itl Cit, 11118 G81tlll~1• For the 
purposes of this s·eciion II commiitee ucting on 
behulf of II c1111did11le need not be controlled by or 
uctii1g under the authoriz11tion of the c11ndidate. 

Except 1is provided below, uny contributi.ons 
solicited or uccepted under this Section shall be 
expended only on belmlfof ihe cundidacy for 
the office specified in suid decl11r11tion of inten
tion to become II candidute. Contributions 
solicited m· 11ccepted under this Section for one 
individual shall not be expended for the candi
ducy of any other. individuul or in support ol' or 
opposition to any me11s111·e. If 1111 individual 
ceuses to be II candid11te or foils to quulify under 
the provisions of the Churter for un otlice for 
which contributions have been solicited or 
accepted, theh all unexpended contributions . 
shall be returned on a prn rata basis to those 
persons who have made said contributions or 
donated to thi: General Fund of the City and 
County _of San Fnincisco. 

Unexpended contributions held by II cundi
date or committee after the date of the election 
in which said candidate or measure uppeared on 
the ballot may be returned on a pro rain basis to 
those persons who have made suid contJ'ibu
tions, donated to II charitable organization, 
donated to the General Fund of the City and 
County of San Francisco, or as contributions lo 
a candidate or a commillee acting on behalf of 
a candidate, transferred lo uny legally constitut-
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ed committee estublished by or on behalf of the 
c1111did1ite, pursuunt to the pl'ovisions of 
Government Code _of the State ·of Culifornia
(commencing 111 Section 81000). 

SEC. 1.124. PERSONS PROHIBITED 
FROM MAKING CONTRIBUTIONS IN 
THE NAME OF ANOTHER; (a) No contl'i• 
bution of $ I 00 or more other than an in-kind 
contributiori shall be mude unless by written 
instrument contu11)ing the 1111me, of the donor 

· and the nume of the payee. 
(Q) No contl'ibution shull be made, directly DI' 

. indil'ectly, by any person in u name other than 
the name by. whicli such person is identified for 
leg1il put'poses. · 

(c) Any candidute who receives a contl'ibu
t!on made in violation of this Section shall pay 
promptly, · from availuble campaign funds, the 
11111011111 of the cmitribution to the City Treasurer 
for deposit in the General Fui1d of the City and 
County. 

SEC. t.126. CON'l'RIHUTION LIMITS • 
CONTRACTORS DOING BUSINESS 
WITH THE CITY .PRQHIHITED FROM 
MAKING G9NTHl8U'l'IONS. No person 
who contracts with the City and County of San 
Fmncisco, for the rendition of personal ser
vices, for the furnishing of any material, sup
plies or equipment to the City, or for selling m: 
kllliinu any land or building to.m:.fu:lln the City, 
whenever such transaction would require 
apprnval by a City elective officer, or the board 
on which dmt City elective officer serves, shall 
make any contribution to such an ·officer, or 
candidate for such an office, or committee con
troll~cl by such officer or candidate at any time 
between commencement of negotiations and 
either the completion of, or the termination of, 
negotiations for such contract. 

SEC, 1,128. EXPENDITUHE CEILINGS. 
All candidates for City elective office who 
adopt campaign expenditure ceilings as defined 
below 1111c ~crn1i1tctl lhc highe11 co1111'ib1t1i1!°11 
li111i1.1 1111 tlclinetl in Seclit11111 1-:-111 fb) 1111tl 
1.11 Bfb). Befo11e 11ccc1i1i11,; 1111)1 t•e111l'ibu1i1111.1111 

. llte higher• co11111ibu1io11 li111i1.1, c1111tlitlt11c11 whti 
11tl!:ll!I i8h1111111,-c1qic11tli11111c cciling:1 must AA+ 
file a statement with the Department of 
Elections indicating acceptance of the expendi
ture ceiling, Said statement shall be filed no 
later than the deadline for filing nomination 
11apers with the Department of'Elections, and 
once tiled n1ay not be withdrawn. This state
ment is a public document. 

SEC, J.130, AMOUNT OJI EXPENDI
TURE CEILINGS, (al In pritnary elections', 
any candidate for Assessor or Public Defender 
who agrees lo expenditure ceilings shall not 
make total qualified cumpaign expenditures 

exceeding $175,000, In general elections, uny 
c11ndid11te for Assessor m· Public Defender who 
11grees to expenditure limits sh11II not make totul 
q11111ified c11111p11ign expenditures exceeding 
$ I 00,000. . . 

(b) In genernl elections, uny c11ndidate for 
M11yor who agrees to expenditure ceilings sh11ll 
not 11111ke totnl qu111ified cmnp11ign expenditures 

. exceeding $600,000. In tun-off elections, any 
c11ndid11ic for Mayor who 11grees to expenditure 
limits shall not muke totul qualified cumpaign 
expenditures exceeding $400,000. 

( c) In genernl elections, uny cundidnte for 
Chy Attorney, District Attorney, Treasurer 01· 

· Sheriff who agrees to expenditllre ceilings shall 
not muke total qunlitied c11mp11ign expenditures 
exceeding $175,000. In run-off elections, 11ny 
cundidate for City Attorney, District Attomey, 
Treasurer or Sheriff who agrees IQ expenditure 
limits shull not 11111ke total qualified cumpuign 
expenclitui·es exceeding $100,000. 

( cl) In general electioris, any c1111clid111e for the 
Board of Supervisors who agrees to expendi
ture ceilings shall not make total quulitied c111i1-
p11ign expenditures exceeding $75,000. In nm
off elections, any candidate for the Board of 
Supervisors who 11grees to expenditure limits 
shall not 11111ke total qualified campaign expen
ditures exceeding $20,000. 

( e) Any candidate for the Board of Eclucnlion 
of the Sun Frnncisco Unified School District or 
the Goveming Board of the San Fruncisco 
Community College District who agrees to 
expenditure ceilings shall not 11111ke total quuli
tiecl campaign expenditures exceeding $75,000. 

(I) The Ethics Commission is authorized .to 
adjust annually the expenditure ceilings imposed 
by this Section to reflect the change in the 
California Consumer Price Index fpr that year. 

SEC. 1.132, TIME PERIODS FOR 
EXPENDITURES, (11) For purposes of the 
expenditure ceilings for the offices of Assessor 
and Public Defender, qunlified campaign 
expenditures made at nny time on or before the 
date of the primary shall be considered prinmry 
election expenditures, and qualilied expendi
tures made after Jfu: date of the primary election 
shall be considered general election expendi
lUl'es. However, in the event that payments arc 
made but the goods or services urc not used 
during the period purchased, the payments shall 
be considered quulified campaign expenditures 
for the time period in which they are used. 
Payments for goods or services used during 
both time periods shall he prorated. 

( b) For purposes of the expenditme ceilings 
for the offices of City Allorney, District 
At1orney, Treasurer, Sheriff and Supervisor, 
qualified campaign expenditures made at any 

(Continued on next page) 
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time before the geneml election shall be con
sidered general election expendit.ures, and qual
ified expenditures made uftel' the general elec
tion shull be considel'ed run-off election expen
ditures. However, in the event that payments 
nre mude but the goods or services·al'e not used 
during the period pul'chased, the payments shall 
be considered qualified campaign expenditul'es 
fol' the time pel'iod in which they are used. 
Payments fol' goods ot· sel'vices used during 
both time periods shall be prol'ated, 

SEC. 1.134. EXPENDITURE CEILINGS 
LIFTED - OFFICES OTHER THAN 
SUPERVISOR, '[his Section s1mn onvb only 
IC ot leust one candidnte for the City elective 
office bus filed n statement with the 
P!ilPortnicnt of Eltlctions oursunnt to S,!ction 
1,128 indlcntlo11 ocs•cutnm,·e 0 1' the 1111vlk11hle 
expenditure limits, (a) If a candidate declines 
to accept expenditul'e ceilings and receives con
ti'ibutions OJ' makes qualified campaign expen
ditul'es in excess of .Lill! ~ percent of the 
applicable expenditul'e ceiling, or if an inde
pendent expimditul'e co111111i1tee or co111111i1tees 
in the uggregnte spend in support of OI' in oppo
sition to n candidate mol'e than ~ .ill!l percent 
of the npplicnble expenditure ceiling, the 
applicable expenditul'e limit shall no longel' be 
binding on any c·andidate seeking election to 
the same office, uud uu,· 1m11ditlute 1111n11i11i,; fiw 
the Mnme Bl=ti11e ,. Im 11t!t!l!t)letl t!1t1ie11tliture li111 
ilM t1l1111l lie J!tll1llli!letl It! t!Olllinue It! l1t!t!t!iW 
em11t1ih11ti8III! Ill lhci llllltllllll .Jt!I fe11 .111ch t!lllldi 

tl11lt111 in Bet!litin 1.11 HI!) tll' 1. I I 8E61, 
(b) Any candidate who declines to adopt the 

voluntary expenditure ceiling and who receives 
contl'ibutions, makes expenditures ol' has funds 
in his campaign trust account tlrnt exceed .ill!l 
~ pel'ccnt of the applicable expenditure ceiling 
shull, within 24 hours of exceeding .lilll ~ pel'
cent of the upplicable expenditure ceiling, lile a 
stut~metit with the Ethics Commission, on 
fol'ms to be provided by the Ethics 
Commission, stating that foci and any addition
al information required by the Ethics 
Commission. Within 24 hours after receiving 
such notice, the Ethics Commission shall 
infol'm every other candidate for that office by 
registered mail, return receipt requested, that lhe 
~~ t!tlittjit~ ceiling has Ileen lifted. 

(c) Any independent expenditure committee 
that spends in support of or in opposition IO a 
candidate more than 25 percent or the applil:a
ble expenditure ceiling shall, within 24 hours of 
reaching this threshold, lilc a stalemcnl with 
the Ethics Commission, 011 forms 10 be provid
ed by the Ethics Commission, slating that foci 
and any additional information required by the 
Ethics Commission. Thcrcaflcr, any such com
millce .~hall file a supplemcnl:11 slalcmcnl with 
the Ethics Commission each time the indepen
dent expenditure commillcc spends in support 

of OI' in opposition to such cundidnte 1111 uddi-' 
tional➔ fu:!: pel'cent of the applicuble expendi
ture ceiling. The supplemental statements shall 
be filed within 24 hours of reaching these · 
spending thresholds. 

SEC. 1,136, PUR[,[C FrNANCCNG OF 
RI,ECTION CAMPAIGNS, Canclislote~ for 
the Boarct of Suvervlsors »;ho urn certjfied by 
the E1hics Commission os elii;ible to recejve 
puhlic finnncinc of rhejr election cmupnh:us, 
and who comply with the conclhjons and 
restrictions specjfiecl in Sectjon I, 140 of this 
Cho11rnr. mny receive public funds ns proyided 
in this Chapter to defray the costs of their elec
tion campnicns, 

SEC, t.138, ELECTION CAMPAIGN 
FUND; APPROPRIATJQN QF FUNDS, 

<o> ESTABLISHMENT of ELECTION 
CAMPAIGN fund, There i~ herehy estnbHshed 
a special funct of the Cjty nnd Counry of Snn 
Ermwisco called rhe Elecrjon Com1.whm Fund, 
All money de110sited in the Fund js hereby 
:111pmp,fa1ed for use /JS specified jn this Chupter 
;rnd the implementinc rei;ul;1tions, 

/bl APPROPRIATION TO ELECTION 
CAMPAIGN FUND, Ench fiscnl yenr the City 
and County of Snn Francisco shall 011prn11rinte 
In the Election Cm1111aicn Fund nn amount suf
lidenl Jo provide l)mdjnc for election fiUP· 
pnicns as alJlhnrized by this Chapter for oil cnn
didates for the Board of Supervisors who may 
he eiir:ihle to receive such funds, The...El.bkli 
Commis,sion shall :1ssist the Mayor nnd Board 
of Supervisors in csrjnrntinc rhe amount 
requil'ed, If Ill any time rhe amomH aru1r0J1riot· 
cd is insufficient tn fund nil elii;ihle candidates. 
the Ethics Commission shall notify the Mayor 
and Board of S1u1i;rvjsors, and the City nnd 
County shall a1111.ro11riote acldjtjonal funcls, The 
Ethjcs Commission shall assist the Mayor ;md 
Board of Supervisors in estinmtinc uny nddi
tional funds re,wired, 

eel APPROPRIATION TO ETHICS COM
MISSION, Ench fiscnl year the City and 
County of Snn Francisco shnll a1111roprja1e to 
the EJhics Commission an amount sufficient to 
pay for 1he costs of administraiion of the public 
li11andn1,1 propram. This upprnprimion shall bi: 
in addition to uncl separate from the rei;ulnr 
annual HJ1Jl!:!1J11'iation made to the Rthks 
Commission, The Ethics Commission shall 
assist the Mayor and Board of Supcrvi~ors in 
cs1i111a1inl) the amou111 recJ.l.!il:£il 

/dl LIMITATION ON RXPENDITURE OF 
FUNDS. The an1111al 11Jl)l[OJ1riatjon tn this Jllth
lic lina11ci111: prounuii. incluclin!l Ilw cost of 
acl111i11is1ra1io11, shall 1101 exceed $2,00 per rcsj
dc111 of the City and County of San F1·ancbco, 
At the request of the Ethics Cnn1111issio111 Ihe 
Cn111rnllcr shall estimate the number or resi
dents of the Ci1y ancl County of San Francisco 

for pnrvoses of this snhscctjon, 

SEC, 1,140, Er,IGIQU,JIY IQ RECEIVE 
PUHLIC FINANCING, 

<al REOUJREMENTS, Io be elji:jble to 
recejye vubHc finnncin11 of compoii:o rn,enses 
under this Chapter, a candidate must: 

m he seekini: c.JlccJion to the Board of 
Supervisors ond he elii:ihle to hold the office 
/iQlWll.;.. 

<2> hnve received at leos1 $7,500 in quaHfy
ioi: contrjhutjons from ot least 75 contributors, 
Candidates who are ottemptini: to q1mlify for 
,,ublk financini: are pcrmjued to solicit contci· 
Jmtjons 1111 to the limits imposed by Section 
1, 1 l 4<al of this Chapter. hut only the 6r:i1 $ i oo 
will he counted as a Qnoli(yin11 contribution; 

Gll be ov11osed hy anmher cnndidote who hns 
either established efii:ihility 10 receive vubljc 
financinc. or rccejvect contrihntions or made 
CJS.venditures which in the 01111rn11nte eQtml or 
exceed $7,500; 

<4> ai:ree to the followiuc conditions: 
<Al the cnndjdnte hears the lnmten of vmv

inc rbot iwch contrihutiou the condjdnte rnHcs 
11110 0 to est;1blisb elicibility is o Qualjfyinc con
lrihlLtiou. . 

<Bl the candidate henrs the burden of veovini: 
thnt expenditures mode with vnblic funds pro
vicled under this Chapter comvly with Secljon 
I, 148 of this Chavter: 

<Cl Jhe candidnte shall not make qualified 
cnm11nii:n expenditures which in tlw·o1:i:re11ate 
exceed the exvendjture limits s1,ecjfied in 
Sectjon l, l 30/dl of this Cha111er, except as 1iro
vidcd in Section I, 146 of this ChnVJer; nnd 

(Dl the candiclate shnll ni:ree to JlOJ'ticipnte in 
DI least one dehnte wilh the candjdote's 0111,10-
llifills... 

<hl AD,ll1STMENT OF EXPEND!TllRE 
LIMITS AND THRESHol,Ds, Whenever the 
Ethics Commjssjon pursunnt to Section 
1.130(0 ndjusts the volnntnry expendilure c;ejl
ini:s to rcfleet chnn~s in lhe Cnljfornia 
Consuiiwr Price index. Jhc; Commission is 
m1thorjzed 10 adjus1 the threshold limits in suh
seclions (al(2l. {alrn and (al/4l!Cl of this 
Section, and subsections (al{l) and {n){2l of 
Section I. 152. to also reflect ch1mges in the 
Califnrnjn Consumer Prise Index, 

SEC. 1.142, PROCESS FOR ESTAll
LISHING ELIGIBILITY; CERTIFICA
TION BY THE ETHICS COMMISSION, 
<al DECLARATION IW CANDIDATE, To he 
elii:iblc to reci;ivc public nnanc;in,: of carm2illJID 
expenses under 1hjs Chamer, a candidate shall 
declare, under pennlty of perjury, thnJ the qm
clid111e satisljes tile rcquin;menis spedlied jn 
Section I, 140, Ca11djcln1es ~hall suhmit Ilw dee-

(Continued on next page) 
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. !amtion and 1my supportioi: nmteriol reguh'ed 
by the Ethics Commission to the Ethics 
Commission on m· nfter)une I of the election 
yeµr, but no Inter thou the deadline for filini: 
nomination ilopers with the PirectOl' of 
Electjons, Once the declnmtion nnd suvuonilu: 
material are submitted, they muy not be mnend
ed, 'The declgrutjon nnd su'212orti111: n\uteriol 
may be wjthdmwn ond refiled. provided thot 

. the refilini: is mode no Inter than the deudline 
{or Olin11 nominmion ,,11121-m;, . 

Cb> DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY. 
The Executive Director of the Eihks 
Commjssjon shnll reyjew the cnndidnte's dechi
ratjon and su12portiui: mnteriol to determine 
whether the candjdnte is elii:ible to receive vuh
Hc funds under this Ch1112tet The Executive 
Director mny nudh the cnndidnte's records, 
interview contributors ond tnke whatever steps 
the Executive Director deems · necessnry to 
determine elii:ihi!ity, At the request of the 
E~ecutjye Pirectot the Controller shall ossist 
io this review process, 

Cc} Determinntion of Op11osjtion, · To deter
mine whether n cnndictote js opposed as 
reguired under Section LI 40<n}<3> of this 
Chnpter, the Executiye Director shnll review 
the material tiled pursunnt to Section LI ;i2<o> 
of this Chnpter. and n1ny reyjcw any other 
materinl, 

Cd} CERTIFICATION, If the Executive 
Director determines thot a condidme hos sntis
fied · the reguirements of Section LI 40. the 
Executive Director sholl notify the cnndidnte 
ood certjfy to the Controller thnt the conctidate 
is elhdble to receive 11uh1ic finoncin11 under this 
CJ:m12ter, Thi; Executive Director shnll not certi
fy thnt n cnndidnte is elh:ihle to receive puhljc 
fil)nncini: if the candidate's cleclnrntion or sun
,10rtini: material is incomplete or otherwise 
h111clequate to estnhHsh elicihility, The 
Executjve Director shall determine whether to 
certify o conclidnte no Inter thnn 30 dnys after 
the dute the candidate suhmjts his or her cancli
dnte dednrntjon and sup1wlin11 nmterinl, 

Ce} RESUBM!SSJON, If the Executive 
Pirnctor declines 111 certify thlit a candidate is 
elii:ihle to receive puhHc finnncin11 under this 
Chni,ter, the Executive Director shall notify lhe 
cnnclidate, Notwithstnndin11 Section I, 142<al of 
this Chnpt<fr, the candjdute may, within live 
business cloys of the elute of notifkntion, resub
mit the declurntion nnd s1ippor1in,; mnterinl, If 
the cnndidme cloes not timely resubmit, the 
faecutiye Director's dctcrmi,mtion is final, 

If. ofter viewi,rn resuhmjuect materinl, the 
Executive Director declines to certify lhat a 
cnndidnte is eligible to receive public nnmwini; 
under this Chapter, the Executive Pircctor shall 
notify the cnndidate of this foci. Addi!ional 
resuhmissions may be pmnilted in 11le 
Exer;uljye Din;ctor's discretion, If lhe canrlidalc 
(nils to resuhmil jn the time spccilied hy 1he 
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Executive Director, or if 1io further resubmis
sions ore permitted, the Executive Director's 
determinntjon is nnnl, 

ffl RECONSIDERATION, A cnnclidnte mny 
request that the Executive Dh·ector reconsider n 
tinal determinotion thot the cnndidote is inelii:i
ble to receive public funds under this ChuJller, 
Th~. cnndi_clo~e 1~1ust regu~~t reconsid~rnti?~J in 
wrumi: wuhm trye dnys of the elute ot nouhcn
tion of in1;1ii:ibility, 

Ci:> APPEAL TO THE ETHICS COMMIS
SION, If, nfter reconsideration, the Executive 
Dh'ector declines to certify thut a cnndidnte is 
elicible to receive public finnncini: under this 
Chnpter, · the candidate mny 01,penl the 
Executive Director's finnl determinotion to the 
Ethjcs Commis~ion: The candidate must deliv
er the written a1111enl to the Ethics Commission 
within five 'days of the dnte of notification· of 
the Executive Director's determinotion follow
i ni: reconsiderotion. 

SEC, 1,144, DISIUJRSRMRNT QF PLJB
uc FllNDS, ra> PAYMENT BY CON
TROL! .ER, U129n ce11i(.Yin11 that a cnndidnte is eli-
11ihle to receiye public finnncinc under this 
Chnpter, th11 Executive Director shall forward the 
cenificmion to the Controller nncl Uw Controller 
shall djshurse payments to the cnndjdate from the 
Election Cumpui,;(1 Bmct in accordance whh the 
cerlificntion and this Section, 

<h> TIME Of PAYMENTS, The Controller 
sholl not make ony puyments under this 
Cimpter until the dny follow inc the deadline for 
filinc nomination papers with the Director of 
Elections, 

<cl PAYMENTS FOR GENERAi. ELEC
TION EXPENSES, llpon certificntion of elici· 
hjlity. nncl in accordnnce with subsection (h) of 
this Section, the cnndidate shall receive a puy
ment of $;i.00O from the Election Campnii:n 
fund, Thereafter, for each of the first $5.00Q 
dollars of mntr;hinli contributions rnised by the 
candidate, the canciidme shnll receive four dol
lars from the Election Cnmpnicn Fund, 
Thereafter, for each additional dollar of'match
in~ contributions rahed hy the candidate, the 
candidate shall receiw one dollar from the 
Rlectjon Campoicn Fund, The maximum 
amount of puhl ic funds n candi<lo1e may receive 
to defray i;eneral eiec;tion expenses under this 
Chapter is $41,750, The amount of public funds 
paid under this Section shall not be uffected hy 
the lirtini; of expendi!llre limits under Section 
1.Ji6.... 

<dl PAYMRNTS FOR RUN-OFF ELEC
TION EXPENSES, Each qmdiclate who is cer
tified 10 receive public funds under this ChapJ.er 
and who qualities j,ir a rnn-off elet;tion shall 
receive a payment of $5,000 from the Eleclion 
Q.impaii;n Fund, Thercafler, for each dollar of 
marching co111ribu1 ions niised hy lhe candiclale, 
lhe canclidale slrnll rcceive·rourdollars from 1he 

Election Campoii:u Fund, The maximum 
mnount of public funds such cnndidntes mny 
receive to defrny run-off electjon expenses 
under this Chapter is· $ I 7,QOQ, Thnmount of 
public funds puid under this Section sholl not 
be affected by the liftin~ of expenditure Jimjts 
under Section 1,)46, · 

f¢l PRORATION Of FUNDS, Notwjth
stnndin11 subsections <c> nnd Cd> of this Section, 
if the Ethics Commission makes o Ono! deter
minotion, pursunnt to Section I, I ;i4Cb} of this 
Chn12tet thut funds in the Election Cnm12oii:u 
Fund ore insufficient, the Commission sholl 
distribute the money in the Fmid on n vro com 
hasis to oil cnndidotes who ore certified as eH-
11ible to receive public funds, 

(t) DEPOSIT IN CAMPAIGN CONTRIBU
TION TRUST ACCOUNT, Candidntes must 
deposit oll 12nymen1s received from the Election 
Cmnpaii:n Fund in the cnndidnte's Campoii:n 
Contribution Trust Account, 

Ci:> TERMINATION OF PAYMENTS, The 
Controller shall terminate nil pnyments to 11 
candidate who is otherwise elh:ible to receiye 
public financins if the cnndidnte: 

<I> withdraws or foils to qnnHfy to hove his 
· or her name printed on the hnllot for the elec
tion for which the candidnte op111ied for 12ub1ic 
financini:: 

<2> foils to comply whh the concljtjons s12ec-· 
ified ia Section I, 140 of this Chnpter: or 

rn foils to COIJJlllY wjth ODY of the reporliui: 
requirements imnosed liy this Chapter or the 
Political Reform Act, Cnlifornin Government 
Code Section 61000, et seq, 

SEC, 1.146, EXPENDITURE CRJJ,INGS 
LIFTED CANDIDATES FOR SllPERY1· 
SOR, CB} TRKKlER PROVISIONS, 

rn Nonpm'tjcipntins cnndidute, 1f o cnndi
dnte who hns not filed n dednration under 
Section I , 142/a} of this Chnptet or who has 
received notice under Section 1,142 thnt the 
candidate is ineHcihle to rer;eive puhlic funds, 
receives contdhutjons or makes qualified cmn
pnicn expencljtures in excess of 100 percent of 
the applicable expenditure ceilini:, the ap121ica
hle expenditure cei1in11 shall no lonl.ler he hinct
inl.l on nny cnndidnte runnin11 in the snme super
visoriol district, 

<2> Independent Ex11emHtnres, If n rnmmit
tee or committees in the accrecnte mnke inde
pendent expenditures in support of or in 011po
sitinn IP a cnndidate in excess of IQQ percent of 
l.b.e...il1211licnhle expenditure cejlini;, the ilJllllicn
hle expenditure ceilins shall no !oncer he hincl
inu on any candiclnte runnim: in the same sm2!.r.: 
visorial distrkt as the candidate who Wjls the 
s11hiec1 of the indepcnrlent expenditmes that 
exceeded 1he ceilinc, 
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• <b} NOTIFICATION, Within 24 hours of 
receivin'1 noti¢e. pursunnt to Section I,! 52 of 
this Chnptec thnt either of the trh.:cer provi
sions in subsection <ol of this Section have been 
met. the Ethics Commission shall inform every 
cnndidnte in the nffected supervisoriol djstrjct 
by certified moil thot the expenditure ceilincs 
hove been lifted, 

SEC, 1,146, RRS'[RICTIONS QN USE 
OF PUBl,IC FUNDS; SURPWS FUNDS, 
<o> USE FOR Ql!AUFIED CAMPAIGN 
EX~ENDIT1/R~s ~NLY, · Candidates who 
receive vubhc fmnncms may use the pub!jc 
funds solely to pay for qunlified campahm 
ex11enditures. ns defined by Sectjon I, I 04 of 
this Chapter, and to repny loans used to pny (or 
qunlified cnmpoign exvendhures, Candidates 
mny not use P\\hfic funds to pay for expenses 
incurred in connection witl1 an administrative 
or in<liciol proceedin'1, CmJcHdates nmy not use 
public fnnds to pny ochninistrntive. civil or 
crhnirnil fines. incfudins lme @ac fines, or to 
pny for inmu;urol nctivities or officeholder 
expenses, 

<bl PURCHASE OF EOUIPMENT, Any 
eq11jpment piU'chused by o cundidute with pub
lic funds provided under this Chapter that has n 
useful life beyond the election cnmpaiun for 
which the funds were provided. and a fair mar
ket vulue exc;eedini.: $ IQQ. becomes City and 
County property on the day following the date 
the candidute is elected or not e!ected lo office, 

<c} WITHDRAWAL OR FAILURE TO 
OllALlfY. Any candidotc who receiyes puhlk: 
financins hut who withclrnws or fails to qualify 
to have his or her nome printed on the haHot in 
the e!ection for which the puh!jc funds were 
oroyjded shall reony the Election Cmnpai1m 
Fund the full sum receiyed from the Fund. 

<ell SURPLUS FUNDS, Any candidate who 
receiyes puhHc finnncini: and who hns surplus 
funds shall, no !uter rlmu ~o days a l'lcr lhe date 
the funds become surplus, deposit 1hosc funds 
in the E!ection Campaign Fupd. 

SEC, 1,150, AllDIT; HEPAYMEN'I: la) 
AUDIT, The Ethics Cornmissjon shall audi1 all 
cnndidntes who receive puhljc llnancing under 
this Chapter, At the request of 1he Execu1iye 
Director. the Controller shall a.ssi.sl in conducl
ilrn thes1~ audits, 

Cb} REPAYMENT, If the E1hics Commission 
determines tlmt any portion of rile payments 
nrnde lo ii c;mdidll!e from lhe Etecl ion 
Cnmpnign Fund exceeded the a1a:regale 
amount ol' pnymcnts to which 1he candidale 
wns entitied under this Chapter, 1he 
Commi,ssion sh;dl 1101ify the Conlrollcr and the 
c;mdidale, The candidate shall pay 10 1he 
Controller an amount equal lo lhe anmunt of 
excess payments, In addition, if 1he 
Com111i.s.sion dc1er111ines 1ha1 any 11111011111 of_;mx 

110Ynwnt mnde to n cnndidnte from the Election 
Cnm11aign Fund was used for somethin'1 other 
tlmn onolified cnmpoign exvendhures, the con
djdme shall pay to the Cootrnller an nmount 
equat to the imvroper ex1,1cnditure, An pny
mems received hy the Cootroner under this 
Scctjon sholl be d1wosited in the Election 
Compoicn Fund, 

SEC, t.152, SUPPLEMENTAi, REPORT
ING, In ndditi0n to the cnmpni1111 disclosure 
requirements imposed hy the CnHfornio 
PoHtjcal Reform Act and other omvisions of 
•this Chnl)ler. the foHowinc djsctosure require
ments shuH npoly: 

<al REPORTING BY CANDIDATES WHO 
DO NOT RECE[VE PUBLIC ftJNDS, 

0} GENERAL, No Inter than the dend!jne 
for filinc nomination pnpers with the Director 
of Elections. each candidnte who has not filed a 
dec!nration under Section I, l42<nl of thi~ 
Chnpter or who hns received notice under 
Section I, 142 that the c;nndidnte is inelii.:ihle to 
rec;eive puhljc funds under this Chapter shall 
file a statement with the Ethics Commission 
indicntinc whether the nonparticipatinc cnndi
date has recejyed contrjh111jons. made expendi
tures or has funcls in his or her camonicn trust 
account thnt in the ai:crecnte equnl 01' exceed 
$7,500, The stntement shall a!so indicate 
whether the nonporticip;1tinc qmdid;1te ncree~ 
to ljmh his or her qun!jfiecl c;unpni~n expendi
tures to the expenditure ceilinss as provided in 
Section 1,'!28, 
m AEJ'ER DEADLINE. If the nonpnrtki

pntinc c;mdidnte first reaches or exceeds the 
$7,500 1hreshold in suh~ectjon fnl( I l of this 
Section after the deadline for Oline nomination 
pqpers. or receives notice of inelicibility to 
receive puhHc funds ofter that date, the nonpuJ'· 
ticipatjnc cnndktate shall, within 24 hours of 
reachinc or exceedinc the threshold or recejv
in11 ·notice of inelji.:ihilhy, file a .~tatemem indi
catinc this fact with the Ethics Commission, 

l3l TRIGGER REPORTING. If the 110111,;u-
tkipatini; candidate receiyes contrjhmions, 
mqkes expcndiflu·cs or has funds in hiti or her 
£il!llpniun trust account that exceed 7,~ perce111 
of lhe appljcah)e expenditure cei!inc, lhe 1101)· 
par1icipatinr candidate shall, within 24 hours of 
reachinu tlml level, nle a statement with the 
E1hics Commission. on rnrms 10 he provided by 
1hc Elhics Cn111111issio11. statit1L' that fm;t and 
any addilinnal information required hy the 
E1hics Commission, Thereafter, lhe 11onpar1ici
patinn candidale shnll lilc a supplemcnwt st;11c-
111en1 wilh 1he E1hics Commission wilhin 24 
hours of rcceivinc contributions or mnkin1! 
f!Xpenclilmcs or hnvini; funds in his trnst 
accounl 1hn1 equal or exceed I 00 percenl nl' the 
ill211licnhle expenditure ccilinu, 

(hl SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTING BY 
COMMITTEES. <ll GENERAL. Except as 

I 

or0 videcl in Section 8 !009,;i(bl of thi. 
C.1ljfornin doyernment Code, nny committee 
1h01 mokes contributions or iocJe,1endem expen
ditures totoliD'1 $500 or more in o calendar 
month cturiui: the six months immedintely i,re
mliD'1 on election. to support or oppose n cnn
dklnte for Chy elective office at thnt etectjon, 
shall disclose, prior to the dnte of the election. 
oil contributions and loons received nnd oll 
expenditures mnde, The Ethics Commission 
shall prescribe the form, content nnd filini: 
deadlines for these statements, The Ethjcs 
Conimission may require thnt these stutements 
he filed e!ectronicnHy, 

(2l TRIGGER REPORTlNa, Except us pro• 
vided in Section 8 I OQ9,5<hl of the Cnfjfomin 
Government Code. nny cmnmjttee Jhnt mnkcs 
indevendent ex11enditures in suppott of or io 
01,111osi1jon to a candidote t!mt emml or exceed 
five percent of the a11olicabte expenditure ccil• 
inc sholL within 24 hours of renchjni; this 
threshold, file a swtement with the Ethics 
Commission. on forms to he proyjded hy the 
Ethics Commission. stotinc thnt fnct ond nny 
mklitionnl information required by the Ethics 
Commission, Thereaftec nny such committee 
slm/1 file a su11plementnl statement whh the 
Ethics Commission each tjme the committee 
makes independent expenditures in support of 
or in opposition to the candidnte which equol or 
exceed ;m addifjonn! fiye percent of the Ot2Pli£· 
able expenditure ceilinc, The supplementnl 
stntements shall he filed within 24 hours of 
renchini: these spendinc thresholds, 

S.EC, l,154, INSUFFICIENT FUNDS IN 
ELECTION CAMPAIGN FUND, 

fal REPORT UY CONTROLLER, At the 
reQuest of the E!hics Commission, the 
Controller sholl provide a statement of the total 
amount of funds in the E!ecfion Canmaicn 
El!.tllL.. 

rhl FINAL DETERMINATION, No Inter 
limn I 5 days after the dendljne for fiHns nomi
nation papers with the Pepnrtment of Elections. 
the Ethics Commission shnll nrn~e n tilrnl deter
mination whether the amount in the E!ectjon 
Cmnpai~n Fund is sufncient to fund on candi
da1es l'or the Board of Supervisors who may he 
eli1:ihle lo receive p11b!jc finuncjnc for their 
electio~J ~ampni~ns umler 1~1js Fhn~1ter, )f the 
Cornm1ss1on s 111ml dcterm111n11on 1:, thnt the 
Bmoun1 in the Fund is insufficient. the 
Commission shall distribute the money in the 
Fund on a pro nllo basis to nll camljdates who 
are certiliccl as cH1:ihle to receive public funds, 

SEC. 1.156. REPORT TO THE MAYOR 
AND !\OARD 01, SUPERVISORS, 
Follo~vini; each elc1;1in11 at which members or the 
Board of Supervisors nre elected. the Ethics 

(Continued on next page) 
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Commission shnH submit o report 10 the Mnyoc 
· nnd Bonrd of Supervisors, The rnport shun srq1e 
the nmount of public funds used to·puy for elec
tion cnmpohms io 1ha1 ·electio11 nod such othec 
iofQi:rnotioo us the Ethics Commission deems 
useful, iocludl1111 the number of cnodidntes who 
received public funds; the number of non11onici
patio11 cnndidntes; the amount of wmfified cmn
PAillD expenditures mnde by oll candidates io thnt 
election: oi1d the nmount of independent expeo
diJures mnde in connecljon with the election, 

SEC. t,tss, IMPLEMENTING REGU
LATIONS: FORMS, Pursunnt to Chnrter 
Section Is, rn2; the Ethics Commission shnH 
ndopt re11ul0tioos to implemeoi this Chupter. 
The Ethics Commission shall olso specj(v the 
form and content of oil forms und stntements 
required Jo be filed under this Chapter, 

' 
SEC, 1,160, NQ UMITATION OF CAN• 

DIDATE J,IABIUTV. Notbhu: io this 
Chnpter shall cwernte to limit the cnndjdnte's 
Hnbjljty for. nor the candidnte's uhjljty to pny, 
nny fines or other pnyments imposed pursuant 
to ndministrntive or indiciol proceedin1,1s, 

SEC. ~ l.d62. INDEP~NDENT 
EXPENDITURES 'FOR MASS MAILINGS, 
SLATE MAILINGS OR OTHER CAM• 
PAIGN LITERATURE. Any person who 
makes independent expenditures for a mass 
mailing, slate mailing or other c11mp11ign mute• 
rials which support or oppose nny cundidute for 
City elective office shull pince the following 
stutement on the.muiling oi· muteriuls in type
face no smuller thun 14 points: 

Notice to Voters 
(Required by City 1111d County of 

· Sun Frnncisco) 
This mniling is not authorized or upproved 
by uny cundidnte for City 1111d County office 

or by uny election officiul. 
It is puid for by 

(nnme und committee identiticution 
number). 

(address, city, stute). ,. 
Totul cost of this muiling is (amount) 

SEC. Ma8 J....lM, DUTIES OF ETHICS 
COMMISSION. In addition lo ·other duties 
required under the Churter and the terms of this 
Chuptel', the Ethics Commission shall: 

(11) Prepure and publish wriiten instructions 
explaining the duties of persons, candiclutes and 
committees under this Chupter. 

(b) Determine whether required slUtements 
uncl declnrutions huve been filed with the Ethics 
Commission, uncl, if so, whether they conform 
on. their lilce with the requirements of this 
Chapter. 

(c) Notify promptly all persons, cuncliclulcs 
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and committees known to the Ethics 
Commission who huve failed to tile n statement 
hi the fot'm 1111d nt the time required by Section 
1.106 hereof. 

(d) Report uppurent violutions of this 
Chapter to the Distt·ict Attorney. 
· (e) Compile 1111d 11111int11in II current list of nil 

stutements or purls of stutements·filed with the 
Ethics Commission pertnining lo euch _candi
. dnte and each measure. 

(f) 'Coopernte with the District Attorney .in 
the performunce of the duties of the District 
Attorney as they 111·e reluted to this Chuptel'. 

(g) Enforce or cuus'e to be enforced the pro-· 
visions of this Chnpter. 

(h) Prepare und publish itdequute pt'ocedures 
to notify 1111 persons, cnndid11tes 1111d commit• 
tees in advance t'elutive to filing dutes 1111d 
fot'ms required by Section 1.106 hereof. 

SEC,M49. l..Um. DUTIES OF ENFORCE
MENT AUTHORITY. ln addition to the other 
duties required of him 01· her und!lr the provi
sions of this Chnpter, the enforcement uuthori
ty for civil enforcement shnll review such cam
paign stlllements filed with the Ethics 
Commission us the Commission shull refer to 
him or her for legnl compliance with the provi-
sions of this Chapter. · 

SEC. -l-rl4a. .L.llll. ENFORCEMENT; 
ADVICE, DISTRICT !1f'l'9RNE¥ 
CQI\Hll,AINT8, Ll!lG!.tl, liCTl9N, IN:\1ES 
T1Gh'f01W P~.'ER!il, CI'fY i.lT'FQRNE¥ 
!iD\IICE, . 

<ol ENFORCEMENT • GENERAL PRQYI
SJONS, Any person who heljeves thnt a vi0 1n• 
!ion of this Chapter has occurred mny file n 
complaint with the Rthjcs Conunission, City 
Attorney or Pimict Attorney. The Ethics 
Commission shnll invcsticotc such com11lnh11s 
pnrsnnnt to Charter Section C3Ji99.p nnd its 
implcmentinc rec1Jlotions, The Cily Attorney 
nnd District Attorney shnll investicute, nnd 
shnH have snch investico1ive powers us are nee-

. essnry for lhe perfornmncc of their dntiL~S nnder 
this Chapter, 

{hl ENEORCEMENT • CJYII, ACT!ONS, 
Thi! City Auorney, or nny voter. mny hrinc n 
civil nction ro enjoin violations or or compel 
complinnce with the provisions of this Chu11rer, 
No dvil m:Jion nllecinc n violntion of rhe pro
visions of ibis Chnpter shnll be filed more than 
four yenrs uOer rhe dnre the cause of m:tjon 
nccrned or the dnte 1h01 the fmas cons1itu1h111 
the cm,~e of action were dj:;covcred hy rhc civil 
12rosccu1or, whichever is lurer, 

No vor11r mny commence on m:rion under this 
snhseclion without first providin!il written 
notice to the City Attorney of intem ro com
mence an action, Thi) notke· slrnil include n 
statement of the Lll'O\IUds for heljeyin!il n cnuse 
of action exists, The voter shall deliver the 

notice to the City Attorney nt least sixty'dnys hi 
advance of filin11 nn oction, No voter mny com
. mence on nctjon under this ·subsectjon if the 
Ethics Commission hns issued o fiodiQl,l of 
probnble cnuse that rhe defendant violated the 
provisions of this Chapter. or if tbe Cjty 
Attorney or District Attorney hos commenced o 
civil or criminol action a1,1oiost the defendant, or 
ifnnothec voter has filed II civil action 01,1oiust 
the defendant under this subsection, 

A Court mny · nwnrd · reasonnble ottorney's 
fees nnd costs to uny voter who obutins ioiuoc
tivc relief under tbis ·subsection, If tbe...Cow:t 
finds thnt on ncfion brou1,1ht by o yoter under 
this subsection is frivolous. the Court mny 
nwnrd the dcfeodnnt rensonable nttornc:y's fees 
and costs, · 

~H~ .~ny porse11 T/J'he holio\100 that tt • ielt1tie11 
el' 1111, J!81'tie11 ef tltis Cl111p1er h118 oetJlll'l'llli 11111~· 
Rle tt' eo111phtint \.«itlt the 9iot1iet ldte,no;1, If 
•~~ Qiatl'iet l'1tte1111ey tletonnines thttt tlt19re ie 
re11se11 le l!elie,I! 11 1'iol11tio11 ef lhio Ch11pler !Hts 
Ol!l!ll11retl, he or she Bl111II m11l1e 1111 im1es1ig111is11, 
Wl11!1tl!\1er the Die111ie1 Allerner l111u l'tlt1se11 -te. 
l!elie\1e · u 11i1illl'ltl 1.oiel111io11 et' this G1111pler h11s 
81!t!llf11etl 01' is 111!0111 18 81!1!111\ he tlf she 11111~· 
i1101i1111e utwh le11111I 11etii111 111 s111d1 li111e 1111 lie er 
ahe deen1a IU!tlesutt~• le p1 e,1ent t'tu liter vieht 
~ 

Ell) Tlte Disu·iet At18r110)1 81111II h111e s11eh 
ilweutlg11ti\10 p8wers 110 tlfll 11eeese1111y fer the 
p11rfor11~111tee el' 11111 tl11ti110 pr11seril!ell ht this 
Ch11pte11 1111tl muy tlemuntl, 1111tl · 1!11 fttrnishetl, 
IIIJIJ81itl!I t1f t!llll!J!ttign 1m11111ibtllio118 111111 ll!IJ!llll8 
es nl 1111~• 1in1e. 

(c) ADVICE, Any person mny regnest ndvjce 
from the Ethics Commission or City Attorney 
with 1w1pect to any 1wovision of this Chnpter, 
The Ethics Commission sholl provide ndvice 
pursnont to Chnrter Section C3.699-I 2, Aitr 
1111110811 11111!, 11ef11111ut the Cit)' A1tor11e)'. fer 
1111\iiee tdth 11es11l!t!I lo 1111)' 11ro\1ieio11 sf this 
~ The City Attorney shnll within 14 
duys of the receipt of said written request pro
vide the advice in writing or udvise the person 
who made the request thut no opinion will be 
issued. The City Attorney shull send n copy of 
suicl request to the District Attorney upon its 
receipt. ~ The City Auorney shull within nine 
duys from the elute of the receipt of suid wl'illen 
request send u copy of his or her proposed opin
ion lo the District Attorney. The District 
Attorney shall within four duys inform the City 
Allorney whether he or she agrees with snid 

· uclvice, or stule the busis for his m her dis
ugreement with the proposed udvice .. 
~ No person other than the City Attorney 

who acts in good foith on the advice of the City 
Allorncy shall be subject 10 criminul or civil 
penalties for so acting: proviued that, the mate-

(Continued on next page) 
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rial fncis are stated in the requesi for mlvice and 
tlie acts complained of were committed. either 
in reliance on the advice or because ot' the fail
ure·of the City Attomey lo provide advice with
in 14 days of the request 01· such Inter extended 
time, 

SEC, M+h 1J1!!. PENALTIES. (a)J:llili: 

ERAL PROVJSIONS CRIMINAL. Any per
son who knowingly 01· willfully violates any 
provision of this Chapter shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by u fine of not more than $500 or 
by imprisonment in the County jaii for a period 
of not more than six months or by both such 
fine and imprisonment; provided, however, that 
any willful or knowing failure to report contri
butions 01· expenditures clone with intent to mis
lend or deceive or uny willful or knowing vio
lation of the provisions of Section I. I 14 81' 

Seelian · 1.1 J 8 of this Chapter shall be punish
able by u fine of not less limn $500 or three 

. times the umount not reported or the amount 
received in excess of the 11111011111 allowable pur
suant lo Section 1.114 e11 Setlitm 1.118 of this 
Chapter, or three times the amount expended in 
excess of the amomit allowable pursumll lo 
Section 1.130, whichever is greater. 

(b) GENERAL PROVISIONS - CIVIL. Any 
person who intentionally or negligently vio
lates any of the reporting requiren1en1s or con
tribution or expenditure limitations sci forth in 
this Chapter shull be liable in a civil action 
brought by the civil prosecutor for an amount 
up to $500 or three times the amount 1101 report
ed or the nmount received in excess of the 
mnount ullownble pursuant to Section I. 114 tll' 
Se1Hia11 1.118, or three times the amount 
expended in excess of the amount allowable 
pursuant to Section I, 130, whichever is greater. 

<c} M!StrSE OF PUBLIC FUNDS. Any per
son who willfully or knowini:ly uses p11hlie 
funds, paid pursuant Jo (his Chapler, for any 
purpose other thnn Jhe purposes authnl'izcd hy 
this Chnpter shall he 1,milJy of a misdemeanor 
nnd punishable hy a fine of 1101 less than $5011 
or an amount nnl more Ihan $:'i.000 or lhc 
i\lUO\IU\ three limes the amount improperly 
spent, whichever is i:re;uer. or hy imprisonmcnl 
in the Coun(y jail for a period of nnl more 1han 
six mon1hs1 or hy both such line and imprison
. ment, Any person who willfully. knowingly or 
ne&lhmJtly uses puhlic funds for any purpose 
ojher than Jhe purposes authorized hy 1his 
Qmpter shnll he liahle in a civil action hro11i;l11 
hy !he civil prosecutor for an a111011nl up $5.000 
OJ' HI) HlllOUIJI of three times lhe a111011n1 i111prop
e.r/y_fil1en1, whichever is !'realer. 

(d) PROVISION OF FALSE OR MISLEAD
ING INFORMATION TO THE ETHICS 
COMMISSION: WITI-IHOJ.D!NG OF 
INFORMATION, Any person who knowingly 
or willfully furnishes folse or l'ra11cl11lenl cvi-

dence, documents. or information to the Ethics 
Commission under this Clrnp1er, or misrepre
sents ilDY muterial foc1, or conccnls nny evi
dence, doeumenJs, or informa1ion relcynnt to 
cerlificntion nf eli&ihility for puhljc finnncinc 
or to an nuc1;1, or foils 10 furnish to 1he Ethics 
Commission nny records, documents, or 01her 
information required tn be 111:ovided under this 
Chap(er shnll he cuiHy of a mjsdememior nnd 
JIJ10fl conviction Jhereof shall he 1211njshed hy ii 
tine of up to $5,000. or hy imprisonment iO the 
C01m1y iuil foj· u period of no1 more Ilion sjx 
months, or hy hmb such fine and hnprjsomm;nt. 

Ce} DEPOSIT !N THE ELECTION CAM
PAIGN FUND, All fines pnid pursuant to sub
~ec1i0ns (cl or (cl} of this Section ure to he 
deposited in the R11wti0n Campaicn Fund of the 
City nncl Co11n1y of Sun Francisco, 

SEC . .J,.M4t, 1J2b ElrFECT OF VIOLA
'I'ION ON OUTCOME OF ELECTION. If a 
candidate is convicted of a violation of this 
Chapter al any time prior to his or her election 
his or her candidacy shall be 1ermina1ed imme
'diately and he or she shall be no longer eligible 
for election, mi less the court at the time of sen
tencing specifically determines that this provi
sion shall 1101 be applkable, 

No person convicted of a misdemeanor 
under this Chapter af1er his or her election shall 
be a candidate for any other City and County 
office for a period of five years following the 
dale of the conviction 1inless the court shall at 
the time of sentencing specifically determine 
that this provision shall nol be applicable. 

A plea of 110l0 contendere shall be deemed a 
conviction for purposes· of this Section, 

SEC. ;J.,.J.48, !.J1:L. EFFECT OF VIOLA
TION ON CERTIFICATION OF ELEC
TION 1rnsu1;rs. The Director of Elections 
shall 1101 issue any certi fie ale of 110111ina1io11 or 
election to any canclidalc until his or her cam
paign statements required in Section I, I 06 

, have been liled, 

SEC. ~. 1.176, RULES OF CON
STIWCTION, This Chapter shall be constrned 
liberally in order to effecluale its purposes. No 
error, irregularity. infmmality, neglect m omis
sion of any officer in any procedure taken under 
this Chaplcr which does not dirl!ctly affect the 
i11risdictio11 of the Board of Supervisors or the 
°Ci1y and County lo contrnl campaign conlribu
lions shall avoid the effect of this Chapter. 

SEC. -1-rl-Sr 1.17H. SEVEIUllILITY. Ir 
any provision of this Chapter. or the application 
thereof to any person or circumslance, is held 
invalid. the validity of the rl!mainder of the 
Chap1cr a11d the applic:1bili1y of such provisions 
10 other persons and circumstances shall not be 
ulfocted llwrehy, 
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If you're looking for a new addition to your 

family, we have great news. 

We're Animal Care & Control of 

San Francisco. A full-service aglmcy, with 

trained adoption counselors to help you 

find the right pet for you and your 

lifestyle. 

We provide basic'health 
screening, vaccinations, and 

· veterinary examinations. And 

we'll help arrange to spay or 

neuter your new pct. 

. Animal 
Care& 
Control 

We also have a corps of dedicated volunteers who 
\York tu ensure the continued well being of every 

animal. There arc dog walkers, cat socializers, even 

adoption follow-up counselms. 

We're open seven days a week, 

11 A.M. to 6 r.M. So call us today. 
Because someone very special is 

waiting-just for you. 

1200 15th Street• Harrison & 15th 

554-6364 



Hunters Point Clean-Up 
PROPOSITION P 

Shall It be City pollcy to support a full clean-up by the Navy of the Hunters Point 
Shipyard, to allow unrestricted use of the entire site In the future? 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

YES .. 
NO .. 

.. ... 
THE WAV IT IS NOW: Hunters Point Shipyard is Navy THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P would make It City policy to 
property, once an active military base. · Over the years, the urge the Navy to follow the highest standards for cleaning · 
Shipyard has become highly polluted. up hazardous materials and toxic contamination at the 

The Federal government is now closing the Shipyard and Hunters Point Shipyard, so that any area could be used for 
transferring it back to civilian use. Before the transfer housing. · 
happens; the Navy must clean up contamination on the Proposition P also would make It City policy to request 
site. San Francisco is now negotiating with the Navy over the Federal government to set aside enough money to 
clean-up standards and transfer of the property. The Navy meet those standards. 
has proposed that it limit the clean~up of certain contami
nated areas. Federal guidelines would not permit housing 
to be built in those areas·. 

Controller's Statement on "P" 

A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want it to be 
City policy to support a full clean-up of the Hunters Point 
Shipyard. 

A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to 
adopt this declaration of City policy. 

How "P" Got on the Ballot 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow- On August 9, 2000 the Department of Elections 

Ing statement on the fiscal imp~ct of Proposition P: received a propo·sed Declaration of Policy signed by 
Supervisors Ammiano, Bierman, Leno, and Yaki. 

As a policy statement, the measure would not legally 
require any action.· However, should the proposed policy 
be adopted by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors, in my 
opinion, it would not affect the cost of local government. 

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors 
to place a Declaration of Policy on the ballot in this manner. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-234 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 P-229 
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Hunters ·Point Clean·~up 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P . . 

As citywide elected officials, our duty is to represent all of Son 
Francisco. The extensive pollution at the Hunters Point Shipyard . 
is not just Bayview-Hunters Point's problem,· but the entire 
City's. With the Shipyard soon returning to San Francisco own~ 
ership, we join in supporting Proposition P and asking the Navy 
for a thorough cleanup to protect our residents' health. 

This initiative is important for a number of reasons: 
First, community acceptance of a cleanup plan is one of the 

principal criteria for approving such a plan. San Francisco now 
has a chance as a, community to voice its prefererice about the 
level of cleanup, demonstrating to the Navy and'regulatory agen
cies our overwhelming desire for a truly protective cleanup plan. 

Second, this is the first time thut the Federal government has 
faced the prospect of a voter approved policy· statement regard
ing its toxic cleanup of a FedernJ. site. It is precedent setting and 
will elevate the issue's prominence nationally. The Shipyard's 
cleanup has already reached the highest levels of government. 
This will place an even grei1ter spotlight on the Shipyard's 
cleanup and __ give the City a public mandate for the negotiations. 

The Federal government will have a powerful incentive to settle 
the dispute on terms favorable to San Francisco. . 

Most importantly, toxic cleanup that will allow unrestricted 
use is what . the Bayview-Hunters Point comm.unity wonts and 
needs. The community has· waited more than 25, years for the 
'Navy to clean up the base.·We_can demonstrate to the·people of 
the Bayview that the City' cares about environmental justice by 
supporting their position about toxic cleanup of the Shipyard; By 
voting YES -on P we can all say "No More Toxic Delays." 

TomAmmiano 
Amos Brown 
Sue Bierman 
Leslie Katz 
Mark Leno 

· Mabel Teng 
Michael Yaki 
Leland Yee 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVORrOF PROPOSITION P 
This ballot is very long. Voters are tired, frustrated a11d · wanted. Why didn't they? If the letter from our own Board of 

co11ji1sed facing some J 5 complex ballot measures for everything Supervisor's will have no Impact on' the Navy's speed of 
from competing Golden Gate Park initiatives, to deciding on implementing the cleanup, neither will a non-binding, useless 
limiting development to various retirement measures. Most of measure like this 011e. · 
these propositions ure on the ballot simply because the Board of Useless ballot nicasurcs cost us money. They only.serve to 
Supervisors arc not doing the job they were elected to do. The use up 11 lot of paper and hurt our environment. They don't 
job of making decisions. The bigger the. ballot, the greater their belong on our ballot, they belong in the trash. 
incompetence. Our ballot pamphlet is full of many useless measures-that may 

We don't need .still another measure to ask us do we want sound importar1t, but will accomplish nothing, because they sig
Huntefs Point Naval Shipyard cleaned. When both political nify nothing. Vote No. 
parties agree that a clean environment is important, yot1 have to 
ask yourself, "Why is this /}(ii/or really here crowding our 1•orer 
pamphlet?" Its , the simplest measures llrnt need the most 
scrutiny. The Board of Supervisors are this measure's main 
proponents. However it's the Board of Supervisors who could 
simply and easily write a leuer to the Navy if' that's what they 

Adam Sparks 
Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Hunters Point Clean-Up 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 

Vote No. on P. Sure we want clean air and water. Who 
doesn't? However, the U.S. Navy is already committed to this 
cleanup. This site is already a Federal Superfund site and the 
monies are already earmarked for the cleanup. This measure 
was put on the ballot with the help of Supervisor Ammiano 
solely to embarrass Mayor Brown. The initiative will not 
speed up the cleanup. It Is like spitting in the wind, the 
initiative. may well have the opposite effect that is intended by its 
backers. The Mayor is still actively involved in related and 

delicate 11egotiatio11s with the U.S. Navy and this measure will 
only serve to 1mder111i11e tltose 11egotiatio11s. That's why this 
measure does11 't have the mayor's support. 

Adam Sparks 
GOP Candidate for Congress, San Francisco 

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION P 
The opponent of Proposition P simply doesn't know what 

he's talking about, nor is he in any position to speak for the 
Mayor. 

The investigation of toxic contamination of the Hunters 
Point Shipyard began way back in 1978 - over 20 years ago. 
The City still doesn't have. a finalized cleanup agreement 
with the Navy. Prnposition P will assist - not hurl -
ongoing negotiations by applying more public pressure for 
the Navy to sign an agreement that guarantees that San 
Francisco doesn't foot the bill for future cleanup efforts. 

Proposition P was written by the environmentalists and 
Bayview/ Hunters Point activists who successfully sued and 
forced the Navy to re-start the Shipyard toxic cleanup after 
the most rece.nt nineteen month stoppage. 

Members of the Board of Supervisors agreed to put 
Prop P on the ballot not out of political motivation, but 

because iL makes good public policy sense Lo ask the fcderul 
government to Lake linancial responsibility for the land ii 
once occupied. On this issue, the Mayor, the Board of 
Supervisors and community residents share the same goal: 
a healthy future for the Bayview/1-luntcrs Point conununity. 
Please vote yes on P. 

Tcn11 A111111ia110 
Amos Brown 
Sue Bier111a11 
Mark Le110 
Mabel Te11g 
Michael Yaki 
Lela11d Yee 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Hunters Point Clean-Up 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

The military must clean up its Superfund contaminated site to 
the highest standards for unrestricted use. 

Joel Ve11t1¥?sca 
San Francisco Environmental Commissioner ( I 994-97) 

The trl.le source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Joel Ventresca. 

By voling YES on Proposition P, San Franciscans will advo
cate II legitimate cleanup that will protect human health and the 
environment and it will also encourage economic development at 
Hunters Point. Prop. P will tell the U.S. Navy and the 
Environmental Protection Agency that we want maximum pro
tection fpr our Bayview Hunters Point community. This will also 
ullow additioni1l environmentally safe land use for affordable 
housing that is so critically needed for San Frnnciscans. Vote Yes 
on P! Let's send Washington a message! 

Mike DeN1111zio 
Nonprofit Prnjects Consultant 
Supervisorial Candidate, District Three 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzio. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. MlkEI DeNunzio 2. Annette DeNunzio 3. Paul May. 

Vote YES on Pmposition P 
We needed Hunter's Point to turn out ships at a record pace 

during World'War II, now Hunter's Point needs our help to clean 
up the environmental damages left behind. Please vote YES on P. 

Assemblymember Kevin Shelley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees and Restaurant Employees 2. 
Don Fisher 3. The Gap. · 

·The Republicun Party µnder Teddy Roosevelt started the con
servationist and environmental movements. In that tradition, the 

· San Francisco Republican P11rty s11pports Proposition P. 
For 28 years, the Hunters Point Naval Shipyard has languished 

as a ghost town of lost jobs und lost hope. It is time that the Navy 
finjsh its removal of 1111 the toxics in the shipyard so the City can 
develop the site to provide thousands of units of affordable and 
middle-income housing nnd additionnl thousands of jobs for 
those who have been left behind during a time of unprecedented 
prosperity. 

Compussionate Conservatism in Sm1 Francisco starts with this 
clean-up. 

Vote Yes on Prnp. P. 
San Fmncisco Rep11blica11 Party, 
Donald A. Caspe1; Chairman 
Howard Epstein, Cm1didate 
12th Assembly District 
Terence Faulkner, Candidate 
3rd Senate District 
.!11/ie Bell 
Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolson, Ph.D 
Rodney Leong 
Les Payne 

Bob Lane, Candidate . · 
13th Assembly District 

Erik Bjom 
Elsa Che1111g 
Joel Hornstein 
Grace Norto11-FUzpatrick 
Jody Smith 

The true source of funds ~!led for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

Without the· cleanup called for by Prnposition P, land use 
restriction to protect public health and the environment from 
toxic exposure will be required, hampering the redevelopment of 
the Hunters Point Shipyard. That means fewer options for reuse 
ai1d ultimately fewer residences built. With fewer residences 
there will be less affordable housing. A lower standard for 
cleanup also means Bayview Hunters Point will continue to be a 
dumping ground for pollution. San Francisco needs affordable 
housing, smart growth, healthy communities and Prnp P. 

The Campaign to Save San Francisco, Yes 011 L · No 011 K 

The true source of funds used for 11,e printing fee of this argument 
is Campaign to Save San Francisco. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mission Anti-Displacement Coalition 2. Doug 
Engmann 3. Clint Reilly. · 

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

P-232 



Hunters Point Clean-Up 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN 'FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P 

MAKE "PROPP" CITY POLICY! 
Shipyard Trust for the Arts (STAR) is a nonprofit organization 

working with, and on behalf of, the nation's largest community 
of fine arts professionals, located at Hunters Point Shipyard. 
STAR and shipyard artists have a direct interest-and share a 
common interest with the Bayview-Hunters Point community 
. and all San-the speedy, thorough environmental clean up of 
Hunters Point Shipyard. 

Cleaning up the shipyard is essential to the health of people 
working on the property, now and in the future, and to the health 
of the surrounding Bayview-Hunters Point community. It is also 
,essential to shipyard redevelopment, which will contribute to the 
economic revitalization of the community. 

The Navy's endless delays in removing hazardous waste they 
left behind, and refusal to clean up to a level guaranteeing the 
safety of future generations, arc disgraceful. Our organization 
supports Proposition P and urges all San Franciscans to vote to 
make it the policy of the city to require that the Navy bear the full 
cost of cleaning Hunters Point Shipyard to residential standards. 

Linda W. Hope 
STAR President, shipyard artist 
Scott Madison 
STAR Treasurer, shipyard business owner 
Kathleen McNamara 
STAR Secretary, shipyard artist 
Julian Billotte 
STAR Board Member 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Shipyard Trust for the Arts (STAR). 

As candidates to represent the neighborhoods of District IO on 
the Board of Supervisors, we all believe in reducing pollution in 
Bayview Hunters Point. The Shipyard is the City's most conta
minated land. It's been over 25 years since it closed and we've 
waited long enough for the Navy to clean up its toxic mess. 
Together let's tell the Navy lo meet its responsibility to our com
munity. Vote YES on P. 

Sophie Max1vell · 
Linda Riclwnl.1·011 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of tills argument 
Is Yes on P - Clean up Hunters Point. 

The two largest contributors to the true source recipient commit
tee are: 1. Alex Lantsberg 2. David Gavrich. 

We are directors of community organizations, activists, and 
businesspeople, in Bayview Hunters Point. The opportunities of 
a thriving Hunters Point Shipyard are evident to all of us. But 
these dreams cannot happen until the Shipyard is clean. Our 
community has called for a through cleanup for years, but the 
Navy has resisted cleaning up its toxic mess. Now all of San 
Francisco can join in telling the Navy to clean up the Shipyard. 
Vote YES on P 

Jill Fox, India Basin Neighborhood Association 
David Gavrich, Waste Solutions Group 
Willie Ratcliff, San Francisco Bayview 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Yes on P Clean Up Hunters Point . 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Alex Lantsberg. 

San Francisco's environmental community is united with resi
dents of Bayview Hunters Point in wanting enviro111i1ental justice 
and a thorough toxic cleanup of Hunters Point Shipyard. No 
community should have to wait 25 years for the Federal govern
ment to meet its responsibility to clean the land it contaminated, 
and protect the public's health and environment. The Navy's 
current proposals will not meet that objective, Let's send a mes
sage to the Navy and the Federal government: Do the right thing, 
do not cut corners, clean the toxic Shipyard. Vote YES on P. 

Scott Bn111ne1; Clean Water Action* 
Dave S11yde1; San Francisco Bicycle Coalition* 
De1111y Larson, Communities for a Beller 
Claude Wilson, Southeast Alliance for Environmental Justice* 
.le1111ifer Clary, Sun Francisco Tomorrow 
A111a11deep .lmva, San Francisco League of Conservation Voters 
Sue Hest01; San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth 
Alex umstberg, ARC Ecology 
Tom Radulovic/1, Bart Director 
*Title for identification purposes only. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Yes on P Clean Up Hunters Point. 

The largest contributor to the true source recipient committee is: 
1. Alex Lantsberg. 

No Paid Arguments Were Submitted Against Measure P 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED DECLARATION OF POLICY 
PROPOSITION P 

. DECLARATION OF POLICY; 

. SUPPORTING ENVIRONMENTAL 
CLEANUP 1'0 RESIDENTIAL LEVELS 
FOR THE HUN1'ERS POINT SHIPYARD 

The People of the City and County of San 
Francisco fiµd and declare thnt: 

The cu1tent Hunters Point Shipyard was built 
nod operated under United Stutes Navy owner
ship for its entire history, Under the Nuvy's 
ownership, the Shipyard became so contmni
nuted us to require its placement on the 
Nntionnl Priorities List; the list of the most pol
luted facilities in the Mlion, Today, the Hunters 
Point Shipyurd is the mqst contuminntcd por
tion of San Fmncisco, and the only federnl 
Superfund site in the City, Residents of the 
Hunters Point Bayview District, the neighbor
hood immediately surrounding the former base, 
arc afflicted with the highest levels of cancer, 
respiratory diseases and other illnesses in Siui 
Francisco, 

fn 1991, the Base Realignment und Closure 
Commission voted to close the Hunters Point 
Shipyard, The Shipyard's closure und its trnns
f~r buck to• civilian use in Sun Frnncisco will 
bring tens of thousmids of people into direct 
contact with a federnl Superfund site, Once the 
site is redeveloped, muny thousunds of people 
will find II home on the Shipyard us well, Tlie 
City nnd County of.Sun Fruncisco is currently 
i1egoth;ting with the Navy ovei· the cleanup 
standnrds a11d the trnnsfer of the property, 
However, two of the six parcels of lmtd making 
up the Shipyard und the sunounding Buy ure 
not part of this round of tulks, primarily as a 
result of the cost of cleanup, 

While the fodcrul government is required by 
law to clecm up the Shipyard, the Nuvy si1ys it 
will cost too much to do a thorough job. 
lnsteud, the Nnvy plnns lo leave behind so 
much contnminution that it will increase the 
risk for cancer resulting from exposure to the 
property, requiring the con.struction of barriers 
and the restriction of future land uses. 

The United Stales government should be held 
to the highest standards of accountability for its 
actions, San Franciscans can, under fcdel'Ul law, 
express their preference in this debate. The 
Nutionul Contingency Plan, 1l1e· guiding princi
ples under which the cleanup plan is regulated, 
establishes co111111unily aceeplance as one of its 
nine principle criteria for selling the cleanup 
standards for a toxic site. The Hunters Point 
Bayview communily wishes the Hunters Point 
Shipyard lo be cleaned lo a level which would 
enable the unrestricted use of the property - the 
highest standard for cleanup established by the 
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United · States Environme,itnl Protection 
Agency, 

Therefore, it is the policy of the People of the 
City nnd the County of Snn Francisco thnf we 
oppose incrensing the risks for cancer ns a 
· result of using lower standards for cleanup; and 
support the Hunters Point Bnyview communi
ty's request thnt the Federal government, 
through its Depnrt!llent of the N11vy, 11llocnte 
funds sufficient to clean the Shipyard to a level 
that will enable unrestricted use, 



Pedestrian Safety Fund 
PROPOSITION o· 

Shall It be City policy to establish a Pedestrian Safety Fund to pay for lm~rovements YES - 1111 
designed to make City streets safer for pedestrians? NO - 1111 

· Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

THE WAY IT ·1~ NOW: lJ,is year's City budget includes A "YES" VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want It to be City 
$2.4 mllllon for a Livable Streets Project. The money is being used policy to create a Pedestrian Safety Fund. 
for Improvements designed to make City streets safer. In the past, 
however, the City has not. budgeted funds specifically for a A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want II to be 
comprehensive pedestrian safety program. City policy to create a Pedestrian Safety Fund. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would make it City policy to 
qreate a Pedestrian Safety Fund, to which the City would contribute 
$2.4 million a year. Added to the Fund would be the City's share of 
fines imposed for violations of pedestrian safety laws, such as 
failure to yield to a pedestrian in a crosswalk and jay-walking. 

It would be City policy to spend the money for improvements 
such as pedestrian countdown clocks, lighted crosswalks, high 
visibility crossing signs and a hotline to report dangerous 
intersections. 

Controller's Statement on "Q" 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q: 

As a policy statement, the measure would not legally 
require any action. However, should the proposed policy 
be adopted by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors, in my 
opinion, it would require the creation of a pedestrian safety 
fund of approximately $2.5 million per year. 

How "Q" Got on the Ballot 
On August 9, 2000 the Department of Elections 

received a proposed Declaration of Policy signed by 
Supervisors Becerril, Bierman, Brown, Teng, and Yaki. 

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors 
to place a Declaration of Policy on the ballot in this manner. 

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+ 1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE, THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-240 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 P-235 



Pedestrian Safety Fund 
PROPONENT'S ARGUME.NT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Our.own City surveys show that one in three San Franciscans 
feels unsafe when crossing our streets. 1\ven~y pedestrians have. 
been killed this year and over 500 injured, making San Francisco 
the most dangerous county in California for pedestrians. Our 
elderly residents, children, and the disabled are the most 
vulnerable. 

When I convened San Francisco's first-ever Pedestrian Safety 
Summit this year, the citizens of this City responded with 
unprecedented enthusiasm. Together, we generated more than 
100 recommendations to improve pedestrian safety, including 
the installation of pedestrian countdown. clocks, lighted c~oss
walks, high-visibi'lity pedestrian crossing signs,· a 24-hour 
hotline to report dangerous intersections, and more tmffic 
calming measures in our residential neighborhoods, which have 
becoine cut-throughs for commuters. · 

These creative and timely proposals have tremendous neigh
borhood support, they just need f1111di11g! 

My colleagues and I placed Proposition Q on the ballot to . 
addre~s· funding for our pedestrian safety reconunendations. 

Proposition Q would create a Pedestrian Safflty Fund for the City 
to ( 1) protect the · money already in the budget for pedestrian 
safety projects; not just for this year, but for the future; and (2) 
dedicate new funding from the fines collected by the City from 
those who violate the law. and endanger pedestrians. 

Proposition Q does NOT mean new taxes· or any reduction in 
City services. 

Proposition Q DOES mean that when someone runs a stop 
sign, jaywalks, or violates pedestrian right-of-way, the fines they 

, pay will go to funding our pedestrian safety recommendations. 
Proposition Q will ensure that the resources are there to make 

San Francisco's streets• safer for the elderly, children, the 
disabled, and all of us. I urge you to, vote yes on Proposition Q. 

Supervisor Mabel Teng 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 
Proposition Q -· A Placebo 
Proposition Q -- the "pedestl'ian safety" Policy Declaration -

belies its purpose, and, therefore, tnerits a NO vote. All endorse 
pedestrian safety, and many have experienced a hit or near miss 
on city streets. 

Public safety, however, is the purpose of govemment. If the 
city's responsibility for pedestrian safety is not met this is the 
fault of the Board of Supervisors which has the responsibility to 
establish policy promotes public safety and ensure that those 
objectives arc met. 

To gloss over this responsibility by policy declarations and hot 
lines ( we already have 911) is to paper over the problem. 

To the Supervisors and to the Mayor we can only say make 
city govemment work. If new laws arc needed, enact them. 
Provide oversight of city departments, ensuring rewurds and 

punishment to achieve intended results. 
As for citizens, ask not whnt city hall cim do for you, but what 

you can do as drivers and pedestians· alike: Show patience, fol
low the rules of the road and act with courtesy and consideration. 
More caution, consideration and respect for safety laws would do 
more than any ballot measure, 

What we don't need is a "pedestrian safety" declaration. We 
need enforcement of the laws. Vote No on Proposition Q. • 

Fred J. Mani11 J,: 
Good Government Alliance 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for. accuracy by any offlclal agency. 
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Pedestrian Safety .Fund E:iJ 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q 
Proposition Q. is a transparent ploy, playing upon people's fears 
and· misfortunes. To add insult lo the electorate injury, this 
devious nmneuver was commissioned by one of our most 
over-emoting supervisors desperately seeking reelection votes 
and media coverage. We already have the skilled and reliable 
San Francisco Police Department, not to mention the swollen 
Department of Parking and Traffic to enforce pedestrian 
safety -- and the money and resources to do it! Proposition Q ls 
fraudulent - it's not an ordinance; it's a policy stntement 
without the force ot' lnw. It's ballot abuse by u cloying 
supervisor in an election with 18 ballot measures exhausting 

voters' patience and understanding. Proposition Q allows such 
supervisor lo preen before the electorate on her "toughness" on 
pedestrian protection. Even if it did pass, it wouldn't create any 
"pedestrian safety fund". H's simply a slippery election year trick 
from the most treacherous intersection in town -- Van Ness 
Avenue and McAllister! VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q! 

Good Govem111e11t Alliance 

REBUTTAL TO O_PPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q 

Anyone who nsserts thnt J>edcstrian safety is not a critical 
issue in Snn Francisco hns failed to hear the 1mblic outcry for 
help prompted by a growing number of fatal and near fatal acci
dents on om· city stt·eets. Proposition Q will 1101 in itself solve 
this pmblem but gives our local government guidance on how lo 
prioritize resources and keeps the issue in the public eye as we 
work together lo find real solutions. 

Supervisor Mabel Teng held a Pedestrian Safety Summit 
earlier this year. Over 200 San Franciscans attended, including 
senior and children advocates, the disabled, law enforcement 
officials, neighborhood activists, and local government agencies. 
Together, they came up with over one hundred specific ideas, big 
and small, on what we can do to make our streets safer. 

Proposition Q is one of these ideas. It ensures that our city 
maintains and expands its commitment to safer streets. lt is 
appropri;tle and vital that local government respond to this crisis 
on our streets. Supervisor Teng has committed Lo follow through 
with summit recommendations and has been working hard lo 

ensure that both local and stale govemmcnl are doing everything 
possible lo protect citizens on the streets of San Francisco. 

Mabel Teng is ,wt just the Supervisor who cares about this 
issue am/ has made ii a legislative priority, site is a West Portal 
1110111 with lll'o school age chiltlre11 am/ she, like eve,y pare11t ;,, 
Sa11 Francisco, wants to make 0111· streets saj'e1: 

Vote Yes on Proposition Q. 

Mary Hemandez 
President, Board of Education 

Chris C111111ie 
President, SFPOA 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Pedestrian Safety Fund· 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

The facts cannot be ignored; the streets cif San Francisco are 
dangerous. San Francisco has the highest of rate of pedestrian 
deaths and injuries per capita in California and out· pedestrian 
fatalities and hospitalizations from traffic injuries exceed ihe· 
national average. This year, 20 pedestrians have been killed by 
vehicles in San Francisco. If these 20 men, women and children 
had been shot or stabbed, we would take action. The Pedestrian 

· Safety Fund created by Proposition Q is action. It will include 
. installation of high visibility flourescent signs, pedestrian count
down clocks and lighted crosswalks. The Department of' Parking · 
and Traffic's Livable Streets program has been funded at $2.4 
million in the City's 2000-01 budget. Pro'p, Q will protect and 
maintain t~is level o'r funding. It also dedicates $ I 00,000 u year 
to the Pedestrian Safety Fund from fines collected for jaywalk
ing, running stop signs, violating pedestrian right-of-way, etc. 

For safety's sake, Vote Yes on Q. 

Mike DeNunzio 
S~pervisorial Candidate, District Three 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzlo. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are 1. Mike DeNunzlo 2. Annette DeNunzlo 3. Paul May. 

Pedestrians definitely need some additional safety precautions. 
Walking the streets and intersections in the City can be a really 
harrowing experience. 

I will make right turn on red from rnujor streets illegal. Many 
times_ green lights are barely long· enough to cross the entire 
street at once. 

A major driver/pedestrian awareness education progrnm needs 
to tie implemented us soon us possible. 

I will introduce legislation to make it illegal to talk on a cell 
phone while driving a vehicle 

Our 12 most dangerous intersections need immediate auen
tion, not lip service as to costs or studies. One life saved is wonh 
the effort. · ·· 

Vote Yes on Q! 

Ron Norlin 
Ca_ndidute for Supervisor District 9 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is the Committee to Elect Ron Norlin Supervisor District 9. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. BobTessler 2. Gumas Advertising 3. The Smile 
Center. 

Every neighborhood wonts safer streets • Yes mi Q 
Community leaders from throughout San Frni1cisco support 

Propositio11 Q - the. pedestrian safety measure. Every communi
ty is alarmed at the shocking increase of fatal and nearfatal acci
dents on the streets of San Francisco. 
. Proposition Q will benefit every community in S11~ Francisco 

by ensuring •funding and safety improvements neighborhood by 
neighborhood. Nobody is immuhe from the increase of accidents 
on our streets. 

That's why every neighbot;hood supports safer streets for our 
seniors, children, and families. Join us in voting Yes on 
Proposition Q 

Chris Dittenhqfer 
Fonner Taxi Commissioner 
A1111 Zom 
Art Bele11so11 
West Portal Avenue Association 
Lonnie u11vson 
President, ITHA 
Paul Conroy 
Ocean Avenue Renaissance Committee 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Safer Streets, Yes on Prop Q. 

Proposition Q Helps Make our Streets Sot'cr for Seniors 
Seniors are suffering more than any other population in the recent 

1:ash of pedestrian fatalities. Supervisor Mabel Teng's efforts to 
make our streets safer for seniors and the disabled have been ~riti
cal in brlnging this issue to the Lop of San Francisco's agenda. 

Increased Liming for streetlights at some of out· busiest inter
sections, senior crossing signs, and greater penalties for viola
tors, along with increased public education helps us keep our 
streets safer for seniors. 

Proposition Q won't end the problem of reckless drivers in San 
Francisco, but it is well thought out and reasonable approach to 
making the quality of life better for seniors and the disabled 
throughout San Francisco. 

Rachial/e Fra11kli11 
Vice President, Tnxi Commission 
August .I. long 
President, FDR Democratic Club 
Leonard Brown 
Alyce G. Brown 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans for Safer Streets, Yes on Prop Q. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Pedestrian Safety Fund l:':iJ 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q 

Make our streets safer for bicyclists and pedestrians by voting 
Yes on Q. The issue of pedestrian safety is important as more and 
more San Franciscans of all ages get on a bike or walk the streets 
of San Francisco. Anything that we can do to make our streets . 
safer is good public policy. 

If Proposition Q passes we can all feel just a little bit safer the 
next time we get on a bike 01' take a walk through the. streets of 
San Francisco. Vote Yes on Q. 

Niko let1mic 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Franciscans for Safer Streets, Yes on Prop Q. 

Proposition Q Makes Sense 
Proposition Q is a common sense measure that prntects the 

Department of Parking and Traffic's current funding for 
Pedestrian Safety projects and additionally dedicates funding 
from fines collected for violations that endanger pedestrians. 

This Pedestrian Sitfety fund will be tracked by the City 
Controller and used by the Departmei1t of Parking mid Trnflic to 
ensure such needed safety improvements such as: 

• Pedestrian countdown clocks 
• Lighted crosswalks 
• High visibility fluorescent signs 
This things alone'will not solve all of our problems. But they 

allow us to do the maximum we can with the resources we have 
to make our streets safer for all San Franciscans. 

Susan Leal 
City Treasurer 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Franciscans for Safer Streets, Yes on Prop Q. 

Proposition Q Means Safer Streets for our Children 
As we read the daily headlines about the iatcst pedestrian 

killed on the streets of our city - an I I-year old girl among them 
- we arc concerned for the safety of our children • who go to 
school and play on our streets everyday. 

Proposition Q is an attempt to fund pedestrian safety improve
ments such as countdown clocks,· lighted crosswalks and high
visibility fluorescent signs, all directed at making our streets 
safer for our kids. 

Join us in voting yes on child safety - Vote Yes on Q 

Frank Chong 
Vice President, SF Board of Education 
Jill "°'.)'II/IS 

School Board Member 
Juanita Owens 

The true source of funds used for the printing tee of this argument 
is.San Franciscans for Safer Streets, Yes on Prop Q. 

Vote YES on Proposition Q 
As author of the of the law designed to help reduce red light 

running, I strongly support Prop. Q. Please join me in fighting 
against senseless pedestrian injuries and fatalities by voting 
YES on Q. 

Asse111bly111e111ber Kevin Shelley 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Shelley tor Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees & Restaurant Employees 2. Don 
Fisher 3. The Gap. 

No Paid Arguments Were Submitted Against Measure Q 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED DECLARATION OF POLICY 
PROPOSITION Q 

DECLARATION OF POLICY 

It shnll be the policy of the City und County 
of S1111· Francisco to create u Pedestrian Safety 
Fund which shall include at least the baseline 
funding provided in the City und County of San 
Francisco's 2000-01 budget for the Livuble 
Streets program us well as the City nnd 
County's portion of revenues generated by 
fines from violations that endanger pedestrians, . 
and to spend proceeds from this fund to pro
mote pedestrian safety. To thut end, the voters 
of the City and Coumy of San Frnncisco urge 
the Mayor, Boal'd of Supervisors, Deportment 
of Parking and Tmffic and Controller to take 

· the steps necessury to tmck and designate the 
aforementioned City and County funding as 
well as the City and County's portion of rev
enues generated by fines for violntions of 
California Vehicle Code Sections 21456, 
21456.2, 21456.3, 21461.5, 21950, 21951, 
21952, 21953, 29154 and 21955 and to deposit 
these monies into the Pedestrian Safety Fund. 
The voters of the City and County further urge 
the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, Department 
of Parking and Traffic nnd Controller to nppro
printe revenues in the Pedestrian Sufcty Fund to 
promQ.te the health und safety of pedestrians on 
the ·streets of the City and County of San 
Francisco, including, but not limited to the 
installation of pedestrian countdown clocks, 
lighted crosswalks, stop signs, n 24-hour hot
line to report dangerous intersections, and high 
visibility pedestl'iun crossing, senior crossing, 
und school crossing signs. 

P-240 



m: Pier 45 
--- .......... _,.,,,.-====,,.,,,,,.,,,.=========""""""'=-

PROPOSITION R 
Shall ft be City polfcy to use Pier 45 as the site for a public educational facility 
focusing on the San Francisco Bay and operated by an Independent non-profit 
organization? 

Digest 
by Ballot Simplification Committee 

YES -
NO -

.. .. 
THE WAY IT IS NOW: Pier 45 is located on the northern not to enter into any agreements for the use of Shed .A until 
portion of the San Franciscowaterlront at Fisherman's Wharf. the Port Commission and the Board of Supervisors have 
There are four buildings on the pier, called Sheds A, B, C and determined that the proposed use is consistent with this · 
D. Two of the buildings are· used for commercial fish declaration of policy. 
processing. The Port Commission has determined that Shed 
A Is appropriate for development and has entered into 
prelimlnary negotiations with a private, for-profit developer to 
build a City history museum at Pier 45. 

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would make it City policy to 

A "VES"VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want it to be City 
policy to use Pier 45 as the site for a public educational 
facility focusing on San Francisco Bay and operated by an 
independent non-profit organization. 

use Shed A at Pier 45 as the site for a public educational A "NO" VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want it to 
facility. The facility would house exhibits, archives, and be City policy to use Pier 45 as the site for a public 
educatio_nal programs focusing on San Francisco Bay, the educational facility focusing on San Francisco Bay and 
Delta, and nearby Pacific Ocean marine sanctuaries. It operated by an independent non-profit organization. 
would be operated by an independent non-profit 
organization, without tax money from the City. · 

The policy would further direct the Port of San Francisco 

Controller's Statement on "R" How "R" Got on the Ballot 
City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the following On July 11, 2000 the Department of Elections received a 

statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition R: proposed Declaration of Policy signed by Supervisors 
Ammiano, Bierman, Leno, and Newsom. 

As a policy statement, the meas1;Jre would not legally require 
any action. However, should the proposed policy be adopted 
by the Mayor and Board of Supervisors, In my opinion, it may 
reduce the amount of revenue that could be charged by tl1e 
Port of San Francisco for use of Port property . 

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors 
to place a Declaration of Policy on the ballot in this manner. 

. THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-247 
SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2 P-241 
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•Pier 45 
PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT·IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

· . Imagine San Francisco without our waterfront. it wouldn't be • 
Cleveland -·but it would be heading there. . 

Tell the Port Commission that Pier 45 should be used as a 

This. November, we have a chance to keep San Francisco • 
special by making our waterfront a place where our families can 

magnet to bring San Franciscans back to the waterfront. 
Ask the Port Commission to make preserving traditional 
maritime activities, like fishing, a priority, not an 

gather and our fishing industry can prosper. . afterthought. · 
Proposition R was placed on the ballot by four Supervisors • 

after the Port Commission voted to allow a Cleveland developer 
Request that Pier 45 be used to promote greater stewardship 
of our environinent. · 

to build a theme park at Pier 45. After intense public outcry, the 
developer now says that the proposal is for an "interactive 
history museum." Whatever the truth, we don't want a theme park 
at the w'aterfront and we don't want a for-profit developer in charge 
of interpreting our history. 

Proposition R is a simple statement of principle. By voting 
YES, we tell the Port Commission and our elected officials that 

The goals of Proposition R are simple and important. The cost 
to city taxpayers is zero. The need to make sure that the Port 
Commission and our elected officials h~ar our priorities for the 
waterfront is urgent. 

Please join us _in voting Yes on R. 

we want to preserve our commercial fishing industry, create open Gavin Newsom 
space, educational opportunities and bring San Franciscans back 
to our waterfront. '· · ' 

Here's what Proposition R wilf do: 

• • Tell the Port Commission that. we want Pier 45 for public 
use, 1101 a· for-profit development. · 

• · Make sure that ZERO city money is spent at Pier 45. 

Sue Bierman 
TomAmmiano 
Mark Leno 

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT'S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 
Prop R is a political gimmick, 

Read Prop R closely. Despite what the' proponents say, Prop R 
doesn'•t contain a single word about stopping theme parks or 
tourist attractions at Pier 45 on Fisherman's Wharf. 

Prop R suggests tlt'at the City should give Shed A on Pier 45 to 
the Bay Center nonprofit, the losing entrant in a Port competitive 
bidding process. Unfortunately, the nonprofit has no money. It 
· would need $37 million in construction costs and as much as 
$800,000 in annual operating subsidies to go forward. 

As a result, the Port.Commission voted to set aside Shed A on 
Pier 45 for a San Francisco history museum, which can develop 
and operate without City subsidies and pay the City a minimum 
of $750,000 a year in rent. ,. 

The Port already has signed an exclusive agreement with the 

history museum project? and it could cost the City a lot of money 
to break this agreement. Yet Prop R seeks to undo this agreement 
and expose the City lo liability. 

About the only good thing I can say about Prop R is that it isn't 
legally binding. 

Instead of political posturing, the Bay Center proponents 
should sit down with the history museum proponents and 
negotiate a solution that allows both projects to go forward and 
stop wasting voters' Lime with ballot measures like this cfne. 

Vote No on Pro1> n. 

Supervisor Barbara Ka1(fi11a11 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Pier 45· 
OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 

Proposition R is a fuke. 
We can protect Pier 45 through thoughtful planning and bind

ing negotiations, not through non-binding policy statements and 
slick campaign mailers. 

The proponents· of Proposition R came up with their measure 
after losing a competitive bid to develop Pier 45. They say their 
measure will prevent construction of a tourist attraction at Pier 45. 

But take a closer look: 

The measure doesn't bar the City from building anything on 
Pier 45. 
The measure culls for the construction of a $37 million Bay 
Center on Piel' 45, despite the fact that the Governor just cu~ 
the only money that existed to build the facility and it has no 
demonstrable source of funds to operate. 
The measure is 1101 legally binding on the Mayor, Board of 
Supervisors, San Francisco Port Commission or any other 
city agency. 

The project currently slated for Pier 45, the San Francisco 
Interactive History Museum, was created by a team that includes 
a former Smithsonian Institution cun1tor and one of the world's 

foremost museum designers. It was selected after an open and fair 
competitive.process. 

After losing this process, the· proponents of Prop R hired a 
political consulting firm and set about attacking the winning 
project. 

·rhe creators of the San Francisco Interactive History Museum 
came here to build a world-class institution, not fight political. 
campaigns. They are engaged in ongoing negotiations with the 
proponents of the Bay Center to find a way to build both a history 
museum and a Bay Center and to identify a stable source of 
funding for the Bay Center. 

The City is best served when competitive disputes like this are 
resolved through sensible negotiation, not a blizzard of 
half-truths anc! misleading advertisements. 

Supervi.l'or Barham Kaufman, San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

AEBUTTAL TO OPPONENT'S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R 
When the Port Commissioners approved a for-profit theme 

park on our waterfront, they violated both common sense and the 
Port's own internal guidelines. 

The Cleveland developers could put their project anywhere. II 
simply does not belong on one of our few remaining waterfront 
locations. 

We must ask ourselves: 

• What kind of San Francisco will remain if we displace 
traditional maritime and fishing industries to make room for 
a theme park'? 

• Why should we put the interests of a Cleveland developer 
before the long-term interests of San Francisco'? 

• Shouldn't we reserve our waterfront for activities that have 
something to do with the water? 

Proposition R is simple. It asks the city to reserve Pier 45 for 
a non-profit use that promotes recreation, open space, protecting 
our cnvironmclll and maintai1iing traditionai maritime activities. 

By voling YES on Proposition R, we will send a clear message 
to our elected oflicials and city pl.inners. Ask them to think 
about the f'u!Urc of our city, not the next election. Insist that they 
approve plans with the highest and best use for San Franciscans, 
not just rubber stamp projects for the highest bidder. 

For the f'u!Urc of the waterfront and for the future of our city -
Vote YES on R. 

S11per\li.1·or Gal'ill Ne11wo111 
S11perl'i.1·or 11m1 A111111imw 
S11perl'i.1·or Mark Leno 
S11perl'i.1·or Sue Bien11c111 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Pier 45 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

There are many reasons why San Fmnciscans should support 
the B~y Center at Pier 45. I offel' one that dates to ancient 
Roman law. It holds that the rivers, ports, sea, the shores of the 
sea and the ~ights to fish and use tltose areas belong to the pub-

. lie. Today this concept is known as the "public trust for com
merce; navigation and fisheries" and it is embedded in our legal 
heritage. An entertainment and museum complex is certainly not 
unlawful but' The Bay .Center at Pier 45 meets far better the stan
dards of public tmst for those of us who wish to preserve our sea
port heritage. The Bay Center will be a 'state of the art interpre
tive center for San Francisco's Bay and Estuary. It will provide 
a better understanding of the Bay as a precious resource.· Jt will 
create· a venue for local, state ai1d federal agencies for research 
and environmental impacts on the Delta and the Bay. Being con
nected to the fishing industry on the Pier it will provide a fomm 
for the study of fisheries and i1ttendant issues. The Bay Center 
will offer visitors and residents a dedicated world class educa
tional environmental facility. For these reasons I urge a YES 
vote on Proposition R. .. 
Mike DeNtmzio 
Nonprofit Projects Consultant 
Supervisorial Candidate, District 3 

The true source of funds used for the printing of this argument is 
Committee to Elect Mike DeNunzio. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Mike DeNunzio 2. Annette DeNunzio 3. Paul May. 

Environmental education or corporate exploitation? 
A San Francisco nonprofit or a Cleveland-based developer'? 
The answer is easy .. 
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R. 

Harvey Milk lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Tra11sge11der 
Democratic Club ' 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Harvey Milk Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender 
Democratic Club 

Vote Yes on R for an environmental, educational facility on pub
lic property on San Frnncisco's waterfront. A Yes vole says we 
don't need another commercial tourist trap al Fisherman's Wharf. 

AgarJaicks 
5th District Supervisoriai Candidate 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Agar Jaicks. 

Prnposition R tells City officials we want an educational, envi
ronmental facility on Pier 45, devoted to saving the Bay and the 
fishing industry. It's public property and it. should serve the public. 

Vote Yes on R! . 

Jane Morrison, President 
San Francisco Tomorrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Jane Morrison. 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R TO SAVE OUR BAY 
San Francisco Bay has suffered 150 years of degradation from 

pollution and landfill. 
We can begin to reverse that destruction with a vibrant, fun 

educational facility that celebrates our Bay's heritage. The Bay 
Center will bring students, Bay Arei1 residents, and tourists 
directly to the waterfront to appreciate and enjoy the Bay. The 
Bay Center will inspire visitors to learn about threats facing· the 
Bay, and how to help protect and restore the Bay . 

The, Bay Center's state-of-the-art learning and interpretative 
exhibits wiH . show why San Francisco Bay is such a precious 
resource, In its special location at Fisherman's Wharf, the Cente'r can 
introduce millions of people to the history and beauty of the Bay. 

Take pride in San Francisco Bay, our greatest natural resource 
and symbol of our entire region. V9te for the Bay Center. 

HELP SAVE OUR BAY. VOTE YES ON R. 

David Lewis 
MCII)' Kathryn Morelli 
Save The Bay 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Save San Francisco Bay Association. 

Our waterfront is now open for development. This is your 
chance lo tell the City and the Port Commission what kind of 
development you want lo sec on PUBLIC property. 

Reject commercial tourist traps, 
Vole for education, for community, for the environment! 
Vote Yes on R! 

Sa11 Francisco T<mwrrow 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is San Francisco Tomorrow. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Jane Morrison 2. Jennifer Clary 3. Jake 
McGoidricl<. 

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

P-244 



Pier 45 
PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR. OF PROPOSITION R 

San Francisco's neighborhoods should not be sold 10 the high-
est bidder. 

That's why we support the Bay Center at Pier 45. 
It's our property - let's do the right thing! 
Vote Yes on R! 

Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods. 

San Frnnciscans are presented with a clear choice al Pier 45: 
either we bow to commercial development pressures and 
approve another Disney-style tourist attraction or we can create 
an educational and recreational maritime-oriented project. As a 
lifelong San Franc.iscan and education leader, 1 believe the Pier 
45 decision we make is vital to the City's long term future. 

I strongly urge you lo support the environmental/educational 
option at Pier 45 by voting NO on Proposition R. 

Lawrence Wong 
Community College Board Member and 
Candidate for District 3 Supervisor 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is Lawrence Wong. 

Proposition R will provide an appropriate method to develop 
Pier 45. 

II is supported by local businesses and organizations in the 
Fisherman's Wharf area. 

Vote Yes on Proposition R. 

Harold M. Hoogasim1 
Super\iisoral Candidate, District Seven 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is Harold,M. Hoogasian. 

Vote YES on Proposition R 
Prop. R is simple. Open space. Environmental stewardship. 

Protecting our lishing industry. And returning San Francisco 
families to the waterfront. Please join me in voting YES on R. 

Kel'in Shelley, Asscmblymember 

The true source of funds used for !110 printing fee of this argument 
is Shelley for Assembly. 

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com
mittee are: 1. Hotel Employees and Restaurant Employees 2. 
Don Fisher 3. Tl1e Gap. 

Building a theme park atop a pier jutting into San Francisco 
Bay is a nifty ict'ca. But we already have one. It's Pier 39, and it 
works. Thal niche - and a big one - has been filled. We don't 
need ,mother theme park, this one cobbled together as a repre
sentation of Ye Olde San Francisco replete with fake fog, just a 
few piers down the Embarcadero, on Pier 45. But this is what 
Pier 45 is slated to be. 

By contrast, the Bay Center whi~h Proposition R envisions for 
Pier 45 would pro"'.ide a serious leaming experience. It would 
leach visitors and San Franciscans alike about San Francisco Bay 
and its eco-syslem and offer students specifically tailored pro
grams. ll would also be a resource facility for commercial fish
ermen. The Bay Center would house a library, state-of-the-art 
exhibits, berths for marine research vessels, and conference 
facilities. With all due respect to our City's history, the Bay now 
deserves 1l1is kind of attention. 

Prop. R is real. Nothing fake about it. Prop. R is about the 
here-and-now. 

The San Francisco Republican Party urges you to vote Yes on 
Proposition R. Vote for something real! 

San Francisco Republican Party, 
Donald A. Casper, Chairman 
f/oil'(frd Epstein, Candidate 
12th Assembly District 
Erik Bjom 
Elsa Cheung 
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick 
le.1· Payne 

Bob la11e, Candidate 
13th Assembly District 
Albert Chang 
lee S. Dolson,' Ph.D 
Rita O'Hara 
Sue Woods 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
is the above signers and the San Francisco Republican Party. 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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Pier 45 
PAID.ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R 

YES onR 
Our waterfront should be about water, not another tourist 

attraction in an area already saturated \\'.ith them. 
The Bay Center at Pier 45 is a unique opportunity to educa~e 

school· children, residents and tourists alike about the need to 
preserve declining fisheries, Bay ecosystems and the magnificent 
natural resources in and around the Bay. 

Scientists, educators, envir,onmentalists and our own local 
fishermen all agree that the Bay Center, not the commercial 
development proposed by the Malrite• Corporation, is the right 
project for our waterfront. 

Proposition R would not need to be on the ballot if the Port 
·Commission had adhered to their own Request for Proposals, 
which included a focus on the Bay and fisheries support. 

Carol Most, Board Member . 
Jonatha11 Kap/a11, BayKeeper 
San Francisco BayKeeper, a project ofWaterKeepers Northern 
~alifornia 

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument 
Is San Francisco BayKeeper. 

No Paid Arguments Were Submitted Against Measure R 

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED DECLARATION OF POLICY 
PROPOSITION R 

DECLARATION OF POLICY, PIER 45 

It slmll be the policy of the People of the City 
and County of Sun Frnncisco to create II non
profit public use facility operated by an inde
pendent 501 (C)(3) 111 Pier 45 to bring Sun 
Fnmciscuns back to our wuterfrnnt and help 
maintain traditional maritime activities and 
employment by c1·enting of an interpretative 
educutionul public use facility, at Pier 45's 
Sited A, without using tax subsidies from the 
City und County of San Francisco, This facili
ty's mission shall be to prnmole greater under
standing ,md respect for the Bay, its Della and 
its Pacific Ocean sunctuaries through state-of
the-m'l exhibits, resource archives, educational 
prngrnms, public forums, and outreach efforts. 
ft is also the policy of lhe People thut the Port 
of San Fruncisco not enter into any agreements 
for the use of Pier 45 until uny such proposed 
use has been determined by the Port 
Commission and the Board of Supervisors to 
be consistent with this Declaration of Policy. 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE TO ALL VOTERS 
BE SURE YOUR VOTE COUNTS! 

VOTE AT YOUR ASSIGNED POLLING PLACE OR BY MAIL. 

It is important for you to vote at your assigned polling place. Your ballot is created to include all candidates 
for which you are entitled to vote. The candidates that appear on your ballot are determined by the address 
where you are registered to vote. You are not entitled to vote for candidates that do not appear on the ballot 
type used at your polling place. 

IF YOU VOTE OUTSIDE OF YOUR ASSIGNED POLLING PLACE YOUR VOTE MAY NOT BE COUNTED! 

To make sure your vote counts, please do one of the following: 
1. Vote at your assigned polling place on Election Day 

(your assigned polling place is printed on the back cover of this booklet) or 
2. Vote absentee by mail 

(see the absentee ballot request form on the back cover of this booklet) or 
3. Vote at the Early Voting Station located at the Department of Elections in City Hall. 

(October 1 a-November 6: Monday-Friday 8:00am-5:00pm, Saturday-Sunday 1 O:00am-4:00pm 
and Election Day, November 7, 7:00am-8:00pm.) 

If you have any questions, please call us at 554-4375. 

Return Address: 

Did you sign the other side? 

* 
~ * ' * ' 
0 F F l C I A _if * * 

r~ *ELECTI~N MAIL™ * Authorized by the U.S. Postal Sorv/co. f.r 

* * * 

PATRICIA FADO 
DIRECTOR OF ELECTIONS 
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTIONS 
1 DR CARLTON 8 GOODLETT PLACE ROOM 48 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4634 

Place a First Class 
stamp here, Post 

Office wlll not 
deliver 

without one. 

I I I I 111111 I 111 I Ill 11111I11111111ll11111I11111 II I 1111111 l1ll 11 I 



1st Supervlsorlal District 
12th Assembly District 

8th Congressional District 

Check Your Polling Place 
Address Below 

~:t£tt~rfffiif ~1ma"1:N:~ tti!i:l:filtJ1: 

NON PROFIT ORG. 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
San Francisco, 

California 
Permit No. 2750 

Ballot type 

21 

Attention: Any Voter May Vote by Mail 73:g : {:f1AJ~~W DJ" J;,,Uij~39:~ 
• Complete all information that applies to you and tear off application below. ffilfJJll'./fJPfrrlJ:'R:+sl-• twirrfffil't-J i:i~ ll#~ 
• Remember to sign the absentee ballot application at the bottom of the page.grHij;(£;.f;:J!"fmil't-Jfr!R:fftHA!~r.f! ffi~~J:~-i5 

This absentee application is for BOTH the November 7 2000 General AND JitWrnil'Jlill;\','{ 111 i'i1
1UdK.iiliHJ ilt 2000!.p 1 rJ 7 

I@' potential December 12 2000 Municipal Runoff Election's (please indicate below). l:I W,:Jlill.f[[TiJfj~:(1: 2000 ,.,,: 12 JJ 12 U Pi\11·1'1½ 
' r!Tt!J:Jlill <l'ii1itETf(1flJ:lljj) o 

You must complete the Information below ffJ;!Ji:,~JiJJ'[):::;-1;· ,,ilJ 'i't ii'/-

------------------------------------------------------1 mm·~~iini $'iir/~~11HiltE2000 ~ 1 O Fl 31 13 T-lf 5 ~wf~tltillffiNRo 1 
This Absentee Ballot Application must be in the Department of Elections Office by 5 PM, October 31, 2000. I 

• CIIECK I 
1.1 apply to vote by mall for the November 7, 2000 General Election ,Jt ,p rl1'i 2000 iiz 11 J-J 7 l=I Jll,·ill (l(J lfr!Vi~"tl!:~\'! o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • D I 

I 
2.1 M apply to VOie by mall for the polentlal December 12, 2000 Run-Off Election. :Jtlill11t I I' il11/TiTfi~tE 2000 11, 12 rJ 12 1:1 !J,i!fi'(l(J:/Uill (l(J illll'r.f-Hi.:Y,'!" □ I 

3.1 want a Permanent Absentee Voter Appllcatlon. Hi1tfK~f.l.!-15!1~~-Jl~/ml'J:!l.13!;rf~m1~~ . . . • . . • • . • . • . . • . . . • • . • • . • . . . . • . . . . . • . • . • • . D 
4. I want future Voter Information Pamphlets in: lnformaci6n para los electores en Espanol D Jl{f*(f'gl'J:!!!1! , J.ll;itWllOltll'A\J31;fiff-=fJJ/} : i:f~)tlt& D 
Print Name I iE-WiJllU!IJ;(t,J~!J::g, 
Address (Residential Street) iE-lt~JJl'IJJf/Ji(i'tl/:E:tlt Malling Address (If different than M1lll•1 A••r111 below) 

iJlt'./!'$PJ. "fjl~*o:lt!f/Jti't-Ji[lll~tillf.Jl:;;J-lffitfef/Jil't-Jfi±.ll: 

San Francisco, CA 94_ Malling Address !BWiiiliiJ!: 
Daytime Phone 1311\l®W 
Evening Phone :rJ/:flllfflm!i City, State, Zip Code Country 

I certify under penalty of perjury that this information Is true and correct. ;;t;:A1~!\~il3ll\liJll~9tl'.IT!f!i' , pfr~1{',l6fIEIT/ll11l~?ti! 

Sign Here 
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